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L.\l THE CENT.fitAL ADMIN JSlRAT IVE. m.J:SUNAL 
JODHP IR:. :ru;NC.H ' . J ODH.P W.. 

' . 
Date of Order 1 Qld1 ,J 

'I tOj~Crf:J,2 

o.;;.. No • .V20Q~. 

1. Madan Lal s/o Shri Ramchandra. aged 41 years, &lectri-· 
cian SK. 

2. Kwshi .t"lohd. s/o Shr"- Ismail Khan aged 42 years; 
B.lectrician liS l 

3. R.adhey Kishan s/Q Shri Har i Singh aged 4-2 years, 
·&lectr ician SK. 

4:. lt.aj esh Kumar s;o Shri Madan Mohan aged 38 years, 
E.lectr icia.n Hi ll 

all are working in the office of Garr isoo Engineer, sr iganganagar, residents of !"Eti Colooy, sr .1.ganganagar • 

versus 

1· onion of India through the Secretary to the Government, 
Ministry of Defence, R..aksba Bhawan, New .Delhi. 

2 • Commandar works .Wng ineex.·, ~s, Sr iganganagar ~ 

Mr. Vija,y ~hta, counsel for the applicaats. 
VAX". S.. K. Vyas, counsel for the respondents. 

Hon' :ble t-lr. Gopal Singh, Administrative Menwer. 
Hon1 'ble Mr. J. K. Kaushik, Judicial Member. 

l u!t DE.R; 
(per Hon• ble V.lt'. J. K. Kaushik) 

Applicants helVe filed this Original Applica~ion 

under Section 19 of the AdministratiYe Tri»unals Act, 

l985 for seeking a directioo to the respondents to hold 

the trade test .in conpliance of Annexure A-1 and to give 

~ promotion as per Anr~exure A-2 and also exten:i them all 

~ 
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the CODsequential wnefits. 1'he facta of the case as 

narrated by the applicants in OA are that the applicants 

were initially appointed as Switch aoara Attendemt ( known 

as S.BA) in the year 1981 at Sri Ganganagar. This post 

has been redesignated as :S:lectrician.. At present applicant 

No. l and 3 are holding the post· Of Blectric~a.n SK. The 

other applicants No. 2 and 4 are holding the post of 

B:lectric:i.an HS.-I and 1-6-II respectively. Applicant No. 1 

and 2 have also got the benefit of 12 and 2 4 years service 

under ACP scheme. .It at has been averred that a scheme 
i.'"ldustr ial 

of ,titmeot. of~- workers was issued vide letter 

dated oa.o4 .1986. As per the said s.;heme 20% of the 

vacancies as oo 15.10 .1984 were to ba filled on the bas is 

of seniority without trade test and l~te were required 

to be. filled in il.Y g.iv .Lng promotil:m su:bj ~~ct to passing of 

t;he trade test 1tJithin. two cl1ances by 30 .o6 .1!186. promotions 

were to be given w.e.f. 15.lG.l:H34. 

2. The fu+ther c~ise of the ilpplicants is that the 

applicants W'.i!:re not called for the trade test' qnd t.h;;!.ilZ· 

j Wliors were called f.or the trade test and also given the 

dUl'l benefits of pr . .;motion. An eritaii\)le has been given of 

~hr.i. 'l'rivender Singh t4ho was iftiti.ally appoillted_as wire­

man en 23 .11.1~62 and was made .&leet.r ician due to _re-

and req~sts, respondents iss\1ed aH a letter Q.ated . 26 .05 .oo 
whereby it has been said that persons named .thereia wer:e 

not c•Xlsidered_against 20~ and_l5~ w.e~f. 15:-10.1964 are 

to be CL)I].siaered now. The seni·or it;.y list 1.'-'aZf accordingly 

publish~ :but no further steps have b9en _taken and eve.n 

1;.he _matter. was fur~her represented with clear annotati·on 

vbat they will be c<nstrained to approacba the Hon' ble 
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Tri»unal in case Annexure A-1 is not i~q;~lemented. 

Or .i.ginal Applicati·on has been filtad primarily on the 

ground that the action of the respoodents has beea 

arbitrary ·and disu .iminatory and thd rE?sp·~ndents are duty 

:Douna to inplement their own orders by arranging traae 

test and giving pr omot i·ons • Hence thi.s OA. 

3. Respondents have filed a coW'lter reply to the OA 

and have suomitted that the applicants were redesignated 

as. electr ioians dilly oo 2 4.06.1987. Shr i Tr ivender Singh 

was initially appointed as •vireman on 2.3 .11.198t and 

was classified as E.lectriciaa w.(;! .f. 12.10 .!983 which is 

the date of his appointment as electr:ician. Shri Trivender 

Singh was appointed as lSlect ~- II w.e.f. 15.10.1984 

against 20% of vacanc~s as on 15.lO.l984p merely on the 

~sis of sen.iority without obligation to qualify the 

trade tes~, as per tha Governrot:a_nt of India, Ministry &.f 

Singh is senior to them in the grade of electx=i~ian:. The 

cl,~im _9:{: i;.he applicant.~.~ that they ar~ senior to.,-;~ 

Shri Trivenqer S.ilclgh is not justified •. As per the rules 

~n force the existing electricians were also to be enblock ... : 

seoior to those who have teen redesignated from ~SA wireman, 

x,i~eman. Since the applicants are neither senior to 

"rr ivender s ingh ca the post of E;lectr ician nor pc:1ssed the 

trade test as required, they can.not get ante date seniority 

as sought ey them •. It has also been averred that respondent 

No. 2 has been .endeavouring to find out the p.ossible 

yportunities if the applicantS could be promoted to 
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Elect ~-.II in terms of the letter dated 08.04.1986 ~Supra) • 

AS per Para 14 of~ standing orders, a minimum per.i.od 

of 3 years has been prescr ib3d for promotion to a higher 

post in d ir set line of promotion • while a per i·Od of 

2 years has ~n specified to 1'.); elig-ible to appear in the 

trade test. Since the applicants were redesignated as 

Elect from SBA w .e .f. 2.,.06 .1387 they were not eligible 

to ap9ea.r iR the trade test for promoti-:)n to E:lect Hi-II 

prior to 24.06.1989. They were promoted from s~bsequent 

dates as per their seniority. 

we have heard the learned counsel for the parties 

and have perus·~d the record Of this case • 

5. Both the learned couasel for the parties have reiter-

Siagh is senior to the applicants in every respect. 

6. we are .. constr.ained to ·ol:;>se~ve as to. on what. bas is 

the :respondent:ii have issued the letter dated 26 .os .2QOQ 

(.f\nnexure A-1) • This letter does not indicate as to 

·what is the seniority positico of the applicants and why 

the detailed particulars of individuals were called for .. 

The applicants h.ave also not given_ any particmla.r·s reg&,t'ding 

the.1.r seniority positicn and regarding the persons Junior 

g_:o them who have reen given the benefits of the fit;ment 
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policy including their ¢l.aims or superce;Jing them. 

all the applicants were redesignated as l:l.lectrician SK 

on.Ly on 24.06.1987 and ia ath6r words they were not 

B.lect.t· icians on tbe cut otf date for grant of promt:~.Jtion 

i.e. 15.10 .1984. They have no right whatsoever for claiming 

any l:rsnefi·ts, and this OA iS m1se.cncei.vea. Tne OA is also 

not sustainaDle on the ground of l.i.m.i·tati.on. S.ir1ca the 

so ea.Lled ·J Wlio:r: .Sbr i 'l'r i';jender .S.i.ngn was extended tt}e 

tene:t.i.t ot promotion 'I ide o.tder dated 10.02 .1996 and tne 

OA has been f ilea on 19.12 .2000. The repeated representa­

tion do not extend the 11mitation and the OA is hcpelessly 

time ba:~;red and deserves dismissal a1 this count also. 

7. In vie\-1 of the foregoing discussions, we do not 

fJ.nd any force in the OA and the sane .is dismissed oo the 

ground of limitat.i.·on as well as on mer i·ts. No costs • 

~ Cac_(__,(./q;Jh 
< J. K. .KAIJSHIK ) 
J Ud icl.al ~'4eruaer 

J ooh.l. - .. ,. 


