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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

CIRCUIT BENCH LUCKNOW 

• • • ♦

Registration T.A, No.1045 of 1987(T)

(Writ Petition 2128 of 1982)

, Hiralal and others ..................  Petitioners

versus

Union of India and others . . .  Respondents 

Hon'ble Jtastice U-C. Srivastava/ V X ,

Hon*ble Mr A«E , Gbrthi, _______

(By Hon'Mr Justice U.C.Srivastava, VC)

The Writ petition No. '2128 of 1982 filed before 

the High Coxirt of Judicature at Allahabad , Lucknom?

Bench was received on transfer to this Tribunal 

under Section 29 of the Administrative Tribunals 

Act No.XIII of 1985. The petitioner has sought 

relief against his reversion order dated 26-4-1982 

(Anne5nire-4 to the writ petition) . The writ petition 

was admitted and int^im  order staying the operation 

of reversion o:^er was passed. Out of 3 petitioners, 

petitioners no. 2 and 3 have retired from service, 

out of whom petitioner no.2 is reported to have died.

The petitioner no.l is still in service.

2., Briefly, the facts are that the petitioner no.l 

was initially appointed as IChallasi on 15-1G-1958 

and stabsequently was promoted as Tele-Coro Maintainer 

in the scale of Rs. 260 - 40G and thereafter promoted 

to the post of CcOble Jointer in the scale of Rs.380 - 560. 

He was put to officiate on the Grade I I I  of Tele-oom 

Inspector in the grade of Rs.425-700 on ad-hoc basis 

^?^.view of the fact that the posts vjere created
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ajaq:). >sjej w  PTP uojun sm  sq Aeui :n

•pajapTsuoo :^ou sew m  apeao 'i-o'ji ^q:̂  :^nq 'JBxtioaTO 

t̂ eqq. uj papnxouT aJaw saTJo6aq.eD asXTUiTs jo 

suosjad aqq. :^eq:; a6uea:^s sj -jexnojp :j.aqq.

^q paaaAOT :̂ ou sj qoTqf^xii apej:o 'I 'o 'Ji se sfseq 

ooq-pB uo paaufoddB sew aq ss saTjo6a:^Ho asaq^ 50 
:».no aq :^nq 'jexT̂ ^>iT3i pT®s aqq. uo aouexxaJ

paD8X<j aauoTq.T:^ad aqq. mon *apBJ5 JaqSirq ^xaa 
aqq. u| ao-pq-ouiojd poe Z:^-poTuas aoj pajapxsuoo

aq ^ui osx® ptie sq:i.uoui gT Jcoj aojAJas ooq-pB
!

6aTq.aXdmoo Jf^q^ ?o aq.ep aqq. uioaj pasTJ^BxnSaj aq 

iBiu :̂ saq. iaooA eAfA/ A:?.TITqe^Tris/aoTq.oaxas aqq̂  50 
uofq.esiXBUTj aq:}. SuTpuad £861 'jcaqmaoaa qste 04 

6LSI pojjad aq:̂  SuT-inp saToaBpBA JBxnSaJ aqq. ^

:^sutb6b STseq ooq-^ uo aJaf4 oqa 0t9“92t*sa 56 apeaS 

q̂q̂  uj ijoqompuoo poe 'o 'j; psajj 'I 'o 'i  Jtaq:).aq» 

saTJ05a:;B0 e aq:̂  XT© ^©q^ papt^oad Axxeotjtoads 

SBfi ipxqf/v UT S86T-Z.-62 pa^ep 2-H-aJti5cauw

jexnoj-po q.sa4BX ^q:̂  uo paoBxd uaaq seq aoue-FXSJ ajoui 

jaqq.BH ^sasodjtid xeoT^=>®Jd xi® Jogp w uBouad se 

pat^eajq. aq o^ peq pue paq.jaAaj aq qoaueo aioui ao

' Wsqquoui 81 ^oj sq^sod aaqfijq aqq uo paiaoM aABq oq^A I

suosjad aqq. saexnoato pjeoe ^b m x t ^H aq^ uo

aouBjxs-i paoexd seq aqji *aauoTqT^a<J
aqq JO aoexd ux paqujodde :̂ o6 :^saq aqq uj ssaoons 

qo6 oqM uosjad aqq puB paqjcaAaj sew jauoxTFq.ad 

aqq. ilxiuanbasuoo p^jssaoonsun pajexoap sbm %nq 

'00Z.-S2f *̂sa gpo apB:t6 aq:̂  UT i n  apeao ' I 'D ' i  30 qsod 
aqq jog :^saq paqxaosaJd aqq. UT paaeaddB aq q-eqq.

I

pXBs ST q_i • aoexd uaxeq psq uoT^oaxas ou pue
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case or it  was a case of mere omission, whatever 

it may be the persons of this category were not 

included and it is desirable that their cases for 

regularisation like the other three categories 

may be considered,

3. In view of the fact that the applicant has 

been working against the said post and he appeared 

the said test, he should not have been reverted 

otit right. In this connexion, we may refer the 

Pull Bendi Judgment of <Jethanand*s case , in which 

it was directed that the, person concerned may be 

given two more opportunities to appear in the test, 

in case he even then faUs, only then he may be 

reverted and t ill then he may be allowed to continue 

oo the post held by him. The similar sitiaation 

arises in this case. - Accordingly , we direct that 

the applicant shall be given two opportiahities 

to appear in the test and in case he fails in 

both, only then he may be jQBverted, otherwise 

he has to be allowed to continue to hold the post 

of T,C-I. Grade I I I . We also direct that the 

Railway Board should consider as to whether the 

T^C^I, Grade II I  in the scale of Rs,425 - 700 

could al so be included within the ambit of 

Circular dated 29-7-1985, copies of v^idh are 

Annexure-RA-2 to thet rejoinder affidavit. In case 

the Railway Board takes a decision that they may 

also be included within the ambit of that Circular, 

obviously, there is no necessity of asking 

the petitioner to appear in the test. With the

above directions and orders, the application is 

dispose<| of finally.

........contd.
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4 . Parties to bear their own costs.

3-
'®er\ (a)MEMBERV (A) VICE CHAIRmN

(sns)

May, 8, 1991* 
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