
In the Central Acaministx'ative Tribunal 

A Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

A

T .A . NOo 56/92 

In

0 ^ .  No, 234 of 1986

this the 4th day of February'2000o f

I
HON'BLa A,Vo HARID:^SAi.\ Vrfe-ee-Chairman
Hon'ble Mr« J .L , Negi^ Adimi* Member 11

iGovind Prasad Nautiyal# s /o  Ganga Ram Nautiyal, posted as

f '
Slectrician/Slectrical Fitter Grade-II, RDSO, Lucknow# R/o

I

B-26/8, Manak Nagar, RD30, Lucknow and four otherSo

} Applicants

By Advocate : None. |
,1

VersuSo I
Union of India  through Secretary, Government of India,

li

Ministry of Railways# New Delhio
il

2, Director General, Gcvernrnent of India, Ministry of

Railv.’ay# Research Designs and Standards Organisation, Luck now®

Respondents

By Advocate j Sri 3 ,  Verma

O R D E R
}

A»V« Haridasan, V«C«,

I

The applicant? five in  jnumber v^o were Slec€icTral 

Fitters in  Electrical Maintenancp i:tepartmsnt of the Research

Design Standards Organisation (| in short R .D .S ,0 .)  LucJcnow

il
have filed this application seeking to have amended recruitnent 

rules for appointnent to the pi st of 31ectrician/Slec tric^al

(
Fitter Grade-1 notified in the year 1981, ^t-asidso

I
2, In  the Slectrical Maintenance Section, there are

■'I
nine separate technical trade^ such as Slcctricial Fitters

VJireman, Meter Reders etCo Blit according to recruitment and
if
i)

promotion rules prior to the impugned amendment Grade-II in

a ll  the nine categories vjere eligible for promotion to Grade-I*

However, as per the impugned' recruitment rules promotion to



- 2 -

Grac3s-I is  litrdted to those in Grade-II of; the cow:erned Srade.

If _ I
[i This according to the app2)icants has brought-eirout a dem init^n
I il
II in  tlieir chaJices for pronotion* There fore^ they have filed  this
f I
P application praying that the irnpagr^d recruitment rules may be

) set-aside« ii
S i!
If I
'I i
I 3o The respondents have filed a Keply Statement justifying
«■ il
jj; ij
!l the amendBE§nt to the reciruitiTtent rules on the ground that the
1 li
II amendment was made after proper delibera'^ion by the coupe tent

9 II
9 authority in the interest of geirvice.

4o The respondents have also filed additional reply affidavit
!)
|l

in ^ i c h  they have indicated that all the applicants have been
il

promoted as Electrical Fitter Grade~I dilring 1987 and subsequentlyo

ii

5o 1*?hen the application caire up for final hearing today,

nor^ appear^ for the applicant even onl the second call. The

t|
learned counsel for the respondents stated that all the applicants

I
have been pranoted as Slectrical Fitter| Grade, that the,^pplicant 

nOo 2 is  no more, and therefore, the applicants may not/^^injia^resfeed 

in proceedingr fiirther vdth this c a ^ .  ! I t  appears that tl'fi 

applicants have lost interesti?? the ca$e as all of them have been

promoted as Electrical Fitter Grade~I Wid their grievance therefore,

i|
do not survive any longer. However, a$ amendment to the ::3gcruitment 

rules have oeen made by the conpetent,i authority after due deliberat­

ion to suit the requirement of service th^ Tribunal ^"'ould ^ot

interfere unless it  is established t>^t the amendment has M olated
li

the provisions of articles 14 or 16 j'or is  vitiated for any reason.

ij
In  this Case from the pleadings and other materials, it  is  not

(
I

possible to discern that the impugned recruitnsnt rules suifar
i

from any such infirm ities. The apptlicaUon is ,, therefore,

il
dismissed leaving the parties to b e ^  their ovm costso’'

1
Member (A) ; Vj^i^-^alrman

Lucknow s Dated t 4e 2<> 2000 I


