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The petitioners respectfull/ beg to state as 

follows:-

1. That the petitioners are working as 

"Assistants in the Researô ii Designs and Standards 

Organisation, Lucknow.

2. That the presen^t scale of
pay of the Assistants

after revision from time to time is Rs.425-800.

I
3. That the scal^' of pax of the Stenographers

grade II is Rs.425-800

4, '-̂hat the scale of pay of the post of 

ejection Officer is {^625-1200. It is class II  post. 

Prior to the year 1963 promotion to the post of 

Section Officer waslopen to the Assistants only.
r •

Stenographers were ;not eligible for promotion to the
I

post of Section Officer, vrtiich fact is evident from 

the recruitment rules for the post of Section Officers.
f r

A true copy along [with the. letter of the Railway
j ^  

Board is being filed herewith as Anne^re^l to this 

writ petition.

5. That in oirder to create avenue of

prombtion to the 

Research Designs

Stenographers working in the 

and Sttodards Organisation (herein­

after referred tct as the R.D.S.O.) the opposite 

party no.2 hii letter No. VES/Steno dated 

22.8 . 6 1 , aUdressk to the opposite party no.1

r e q u e s t e d  ithat the Stenographers m  the

I 1 „o be made eligihle for promotion

n t s s  B  °  ,  , i  » •  • * “  ■'
the

V
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S>, H  )

Vv̂ ivJlr dl— v»-siy, 3

v<.: sl)l ^

M\‘c^



r

f-

j
IN THE CENTRAL TPI^INISTRATIVE TftlBUMAL ( ALLAHABiD BEi\CH K  ALLAH A3 tf) »

T «A .INiO « — .

OF 15%-^

^JJ6. OatB of decision s

.9sv\ fV .. ........... . .  * .Petitionsr
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• V Reserved:

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,CIRCUIT BEICH LLCKND  ̂.

Registration T .A. No. 1123 of 1987 ‘i

( W.P* No. 741 of 1983)

P.K . Dhar a nd others . . .  . . .  . .  Petitioners,
Applicants.

Versus

Union of India and others . . .  . . .  . . .  Respondents.\

Hon'* Mr. Just ic9 U .C. Srivastava ,V .C . 
Hon*ble Mr. K. Obayya. Member (Aj

{ By Hon. Mr. Justice U.C. Srivastava,V.C.)

The applicants, three in numbers, are working as 

Assistants in the Refsearch Designs and Standards Organisation, 

Lucknow and by means of this application, they have 

prayed for a direction in the. nature of certiorari quashing 

the provisions of the Recruitment and promotion ruleVfeak"fJ§-^'^ 

stenographers with five years service in the field of eligibili- 

-ty to be promoted to the extent of 50?o through Departmental 

Gompeti- îve Test as SectionOfficer(M) and also reservation 

of two posts of Section Officers in favour of Stenographers 

and further mandamus be issued directing the respondent no. 1 

to consider and decide the joint representation preferred by 

the applicants and others Assistants dated 9.5.1980 and

accordingly to modify in the light of the said decision the

recruitment and promotion rules to the posts of Section 

Officers in the R.D.S.O. Similar matter came up before us 

for disposal in the case o f(I.S . Kamthan and others Vs.

Union of India and others) O.A. No. 402 of 1990 (L), This 

case has already been connected with O.A. No, 402 of 1990 (L) 

and 0J\. No, 402 of 1990(L) has already been decided on 

23.6.1992 at Lucknov/ Circuit Bench and we have dismissed

0 .A , No. 402 of 1990 after hearing the counsel of both 

the parties. In this case also same facts and reliefs are

Contd , , ,  2pi
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involved and U S  Kamthan is also one of the applicant
t

in this case. The judgment of O.A. No. 402 of 1990 (I)

( I.S .. ICaiathan and others Vs. Union of India and others) 

will be applicable to this . case also and accordingly we 

disiaiss«jMn;iis application. No order as to costs.

Vice-Chairman

(n^u.)

A
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6. That on a consideration of the aforesaid 

request the Railway Board decided to provide

two posts of Section Officers (Min), to be reserved 

for the purposesof promoting permanent stenographers 

in the RDSO on ad-hoc basis. The Railway Board’s 

said letter is dated 4.11.1963, a true copy of 

which is being annexed as this writ

petiticam. By means of the said letter the Note 

v iz ., Note (2) was appended below the Recruitment 

Rules in respect of section officers to indicate 

the s aid fact of reservation of two posts for 

promotion by selection^ad-hoc basis from amongst 

the permanent stenogr^-hers in the RDSO with 

atleast ten years of service in the grade in that 

office.

7. '-̂ hat it appears that the Stenographers 

working in the RDSO wanted eiilargement of the 

field of eligibility of their category for purposes 

of promotion against the Class II  posts of section 

Officer (Min) and as a result of their efforts

the Rly.Board by its letter No.E-64 RB/2/15 RB 1, 

dated 5.8.1964 proposed that Stenographers in the 

RDSO with 5 years service in the grade may be allowed 

to compete with the Assistants in the RDSO for the 

postof Section Officer to be filled as a result 

of deparianental tests. The Railway Board's said 

letter was addressed to the Secretary, Union 

Public Service Commission, New Delhi, seeking its 

approval to the said proposal. A true copy of this 

letter dated 6.8.1964 is being annexed As Annexure 4 

to this writ petition.
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8. ^hat it appears that the Union Public 

Service Commission concHrred with the aforesaid 

recommendation and as a result thereof the 

F^ecruitment Rules were farther modified and 

Stenographers with five years service in the grade 

were placed in the field of eligibility along

with the Assistants to compete for appointment against 

50 per cent of the posts of section officers (Min) 

which were to be filled up on the basis of 

Departmental tests. This was in addition to the 

.reservation of two posts made in favour of the 

Stenographers by means of Note (2) supra. The 

aforesaid amendment to theRecruitment Rules 

was circulated'by means of opposite party no.1‘ s 

lettel’ dated 17.9.1964, a true copyoof which is being 

annexed as Annexure No. 5 to this writ petition,

9 . That the Assistants were also eligible 

for promotion to the posts of Establishment 

Officers besides that of section Officers (Min.)

By reason of administrative rearrangement two posts 

of Section Officers (Min.) and two posts of 

EstablishmentOfficers were surrendered thereby a 

further shtinkage of promotional avenues for 

Assistants working in the RDSO has resulted. In 

fairness in view of the said shrinkage the 

reservation of two posts of Section Officers (Min.) made 

in favour of the Stenographers by Note(2) appended 

to the Recruitment Rules should have been withdrawn 

but the.same was not done,

10. That on the contrary as would be evident 

from the facts indicated hereinafter the Stenographers
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in the RDSO were provided with further avenue 

of promotion above the said posts exclusively and 

despite the same the ajnendment made in the 

Recruitment ^ules in regard to the category of Section 

Officers (Min.) in their favour remained unchanged.

It is stated that one post of Section Officer 

(Steno) in Class I I ,  was created exclusively 

for promotion from amongst Stenos by means of 

Rly.Board’ s letter No .E(RB) 1-69,RB 7/15, dated 

30th of December, 1970. A true copy of the said 

letter is being annexed as Annexure No. 6 to this 

writ petition.

p, k-

11. That further by means of the Rly.Board’ s 

letter No. PC III/73  PS/Rly.Bd. Sectt/Pt.II dated 

27.7.1976, 16 posts of Stenographers in the 

RDSO were directed to be upgraded to the scale

of P5.650-00 - Rs. 1040.00 from the scale of Rs.425.00 

Rs.800.00 to provide further avenue of promotion 

exclusively to stenographers working in the RDSO 

A true copy of the Rly. Board’ s aforesaid letter 

dated 27.7.76 is being annexed as Annexure 7 to 

this writ petition. It is relevant to state that 

as a result of upgradationof the said posts, they 

became gazetted class II  posts instead of Class fll 

non-gazetted.

12. That from the facts indicated above

in the preceding paras it would be apparent that 

18 posts in higher grade viz. gazetted Class II 

were sanctioned exclusively with a view to provide 

further avenue of promotion exclusively to the



w>

6.

4

stenographers working in the RDSO, Despite the 

same the amendments made in the Recruitment & Promotion 

Rules to the posts of Section Officer (Min.) 

in favour of the stenographers were not modified 

or done aw^. mth though the said amendments

were brought ^bout ah o v efS^f^  the reasons that 

the stenographers working in the RDSO had no 

further avenue of promotion. The fact that there 

was curtailment in the avenue of promotion of the 

category of Assistant 'working in the RDSO also 

wanted the amendments to the Recruitment ^^ules to be 

done away with, ^

P,

13. That joint representations were made on 

behalf of the Assistants to the opposite party 

no.1, through opposite party no.2 seeking revision 

of existing Recruitment & Promotion Rules for 

Section Officers (Min*) in the R .D .S.O . It was 

submitted that due to upgradation of certain pofets 

of stenographers they had been provided vath 

adequate channel of promotion exclusively and,
■ #

as such, a revision of the Recruitment % le s  was 

warranted.*A further plea was taken which is herein 

again reiterated that the Union Public Seorvice 

Commission by its letter dated 23rd of October 

1978 addressed to the opposite party no .1 had 

indicated in'para 2 thereof that there was a 

uniform practice to allow only one promotional 

avenue to a post or a category of posts and in the 

opinion of the Union Public Service Commission, in 

view of the said basic principle, it would not be 

desirable to allow two promotional avenues to the

£
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post of officer on Special % t y  (TRRIC ) in the 

RDSO, which principle, it is respectfully- 

submitted, TOuld equally govern every other 

posts. A true copy of the said letter dated 

23rd of October, 1978 is annexed as Annexure 8

to this writ petition. The said representation was 

forwarded to the Secretary, Railway Board by the 

opposite party no,2 in January 1980,

p> R«

14, That out of the authorised permanent . 

stength of Section Officers in the Railway Board's 

office a provision had been made providing for 

reservation of t̂ yo posts of Section Officers- for ■ 

appointment of Stenographers in Grade I  of RLy, .

Board Sectt, Stenograjjhers Service selected on 

the basis of merit by a departmental promotion 

Committee for such appointment, fith effect from 

1st of August, 1969 when the Rly Board Sectt, Steno-

Cc*Â 'Oi—
graphers service Rules, 19771 ’̂ iMS-into force, the 

aforesaid reservation of t\vo pos^slTf-Section 

Officers in favour of Rly, Board Sectt, Stenographers wer 

dereserved.

15. That while the representation dated

12,9.1979 preferred by the petitioners and other 

Assistants working in the RDSO seeking revision 

•of the Recruitment and Promotion Rules for section 

Officer (Min) was pending, it appears one Sri S,M.Kulkar^ 

who was a stenographer in the RDSO, and was posted ^

to w rk  as Section Officer against one of t̂he two
/

vacancies reserved for RDSO stenographers sent 

personal letter dated 28th of January 1980 addressed
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to Sri V, C. A.Fajnanathan the then member Engineering 

Rly.Bd, A true copy of the said letter is being 

annexed as Annexure 9 to this writ petition,

A
perusal of the said letter would show that Sri 

Kulkarni indicated therein that he (Mr. Padmanathan) 

would be relinquishing office by March, 1980 and 

the status quo be maintained and two posts of 

Section Officers reserved for RDSO, stenographers 

be not dereserved. It appears that the said Member 

Engineering Railway Board who was the competent 

authority to tal^e a decision with regard to the 

RDSO taking in-t^„consideration the personal 

difficulty which may be caused to Sri S.M, Kulkarni, 

decided to maintain the status-quo and consequently, 

the decision was communicated to the opposite ‘ 

party no,2 by a Iplailway Board's letter dated 21.2.1980 

a true copy of \-\Hiich is being annej^d as Annexure 10 

to this writpetition. The Railway Board's decision 

was communicated by the opposite party no,2 in ■ * 

his turn to Sri G.S,Sethi the first signatory to 

the Joint representation dated 12,9.1979 by his 

letter dated 1,4,1980, a true copy of which is being 

annexed as annexure 11 to this writ petition.

16, That in view of the fact that the 

conclusion of the Railway Board that chances 

of promotion available to the two categories of 

staff v iz .. Assistants and Stenographers in the RDSO 

weri: more or less similar and, therefore, status- 

quo be maintained being erroneous and contrary to 

the facts, the petiijoners andother assistan(| '̂-iujr;toer 

made a joint representation to clarify the factual
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position in that behalf. The said representation 

was submitted on 9th of May 1980. A true copy 

thereof is being annexed as Annexure 12 to this 

writ petition, with a view to place on record 

the> facts stated andthe pleas raised therein.

17. ^hat the said representation dated 

9 .5.1980 was forwarded to the opposite party no.1 

by the opposite party no.2 under its letter No.A/RT/O 

dated 5 .6 .80 . A true copy of the said letter 

is being annexed as Annexa^e No.13 to this writ 

petition. With a view to show thatthe faats detailed 

in the said representation dated 9 .6 .1980 to 

indicate the factual position with regard to the 

avenue of promotion to the tm  categories of the 

staff viz. Assistants and. Stenographers and which 

further shows the disparity in the avenue of 

promotion to the two categories were confirmed by 

the opposite party no.2. A true copy of the letter 

dated 5 .6 .I960 of the opposite party no.2 is being 

annexed as Annexure 13 to this w i t  petition.

A perusal of the said letter would further show 

that the stenographers working in the RDSO also had 

submitted a representation countering the claim 

made by the petitioners and other Assistants in their 

representation. The opposite party no.2 i p ^ ^ s  

letter stated that the facts indicated by the" 

stenographers in their representation did not 

represent the correct picture.

18, ̂ hat a supplementary representation v/as
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submitted on beKalf of tiae Assistants on 11,6,80 

to bring to the notice of opposite party no.1 

further facts to indicate the untenability of 

its reason contained in the letter dated 21,2.1980.

^  true copy of the said representation dated 11.6.80

is being annexed as Annexure 14 to this writ petition.

\I j

19.^hat aw stated earlier, there exist 18 Class II 

posts in the RDSO which are exclusively to be 

fille^ up from amongst the Stenographers. These 

.nclude the posts of 1?' posts of Senior 

Personal_Assistants and one post of Section Officer 

(Steno). Besides these 18 posts two other posts 

of Section Officer on ad-hoc basis are available 

to the stenographers which were earmarked for them 

by means of Board's order dated 4.11.1963 (%nexure 

3 to this writ petition) , Only with a view to 

provide some avenue of promotion to the stenographers. 

Thus in all there are 20 class II posts available 

to the Stenographers whereas there are in all only 

eleven post of Section Officer (Class II) available 

to theAssistants. Out of these 11 posts of 

these Section Officers 50% haveto be filled up by 

^departmental Competitive Examination in v^ich 

Stenographers are also eligible to appear. The 

Class II  post available to theStenographers are 

exclusively for them and the ^sistants a^e not 

eligible for promotion to the 20^posts &€ Stenographers. ;

20. That in view of the
developments

which

took place after 1963 in the matter of promotional
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avenues of stenographers there is no case or 

justification for continuing reservation of t «  

posts of adhoc basis of Section Officers which 

used to be filled up from amongst the Assistants 

and further to permit them to appear in the 

Departmental-Competitive Examination in respect of 

50 % posts of the Section Officers.

21 .That by means of letter dated 10.10.80 

opposite party no.1 had sought recommendations of 

the opposite party no.2 in the matter of recruitment 

and promotion for the post of Section Officer (Min.)

A true copy of the said letter dated 10.10,80 is 

f ^ e d  herevath as Annexure 15 to this writ petition, 

'̂ he opposite party no,2 sent his recommendations by 

menas of letter dated 4 .6 .81 recommending for 

dereservation of two posts of Section Officers which
I

had been reserved for promotion of stenographers on 

ad-hoc basis by means of order dated 4 ,11.63. It 

was also recommended for reducing the percentage 

for filling up vacancy of Section Officer by 

Departmental Competitive Examination from 3^% to 33 % 

true copy of the said letter dated 4.6.81 is 

filed heremth as Annexure 16 to this writ petition, 

^he oppositeparty no,1 by means of letter dated 

29,7,81 agreed for filling up 2/3rd vacancies by 

promotion from the Assistants on the basis of 

seniority subject to suitability and remaining l/3rd 

from the Assistants and Stenographers through 

Limited Departmental Competitive Examination, Viev/s 

of the department were sought urgently in the above 

matter but it appears that no action has been taken
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/so far amending the Recruitment and Promotion Rules, y
^ 'itut Ẑ ~~f JLâ sŝ

La W(A) "fe

/  22. That while the matter regarding the

amendment of Recruitment and Promotion Rules were 

under consideration, the opposite parties circulated 

notice for holding a competitive examination 'to fill 

up 50?̂  posts of Section Officers by Limited 

^departmental Competitive Examination in 1980, Some 

Assistants filed a writ petition which has been 

numbered as Writ Petition No.2516 of 1980 - M,L,

Bharadifgio and others vrs, '̂ he Union of India and 

another, which is still pending in this Hon'ble Court, 

First an interim order was passed to the effect that
»

examination be held but the result may not be 

declared but subsequently this order was modified 

that the promotion, if  made on the basis of the 

impugned examination, that shall be subject to' the 

result of the writ petition,

23*^hat the opposite parties have again circulated 

a notice dated 5511,1982 for^holding Departmental 

Competitive Examination for selection of Section 

Officers (Min.) Class It on 12th and 13th February 1983.

In the said notice Assistants, Stenographers and SPA 

(Senior Personal Assistants) have bem made eligible 

to appear at the examination. A true copy of the

notice is filed herewith as Annexure 17 to this 

writ petition. A list has been prepared which 

includes a numberof Senior Peia^nal Assistants A true 

copy of the said list is filed herewith as Annexure 18. ^

24. That itmay be stated that Recruitment and 

Promotion ^ules of Section Officers (Fan.) donot provide
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for promotion of Sejoior P.As. to the post of 

Section Officer (Min.), According to the said 

Rules only stenogr^hers and Assistants are eligible 

to undertake the competitive examination. Inclusion 

of Sr. P.As in the list of eligibi-Ei'^ candidates 

is in violation of -the Rules.

25. That R .D .S .O . Class I I I  staff Association, 

which is a recognised association, approached the 

opposite party no.2 against holding of the competitive 

examination in persuance whereof official meeting 

was held on 11.1.1983 in which representatives of 

the aforesaid Association and opposite party no.2 

also participated. The opposite party no.2 was the 

Chairman of the aforesaid meeting. In the said 

meeting opposite p ^ t y  no,2 had assured that would 

look into the said matter,,ybut notnlng has been 

heard from him so far. r of the

minutes relating to the above is filed herewith as 

Mnexure 19 to this w i t  petition. "̂ he minutes 

of the meeting viere signed by the representatives 

of the*^fc^ociatior^ a ^  of t h ^ opposite party no.2.

^he petitioners all of sudden found that a list of 

eligible candidates was published on 1.2.1983 a copy 

of which has already been filed as Annexure 18.

26. That if  the test of selection allowed to 

be held on the basis of the- extent R 8< P Rules which 

on the basis of the facts detailed hereinabove merit 

a revision and deletion of the provision therein 

in favour of the Stenographers working in the RDSO

I
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as being eligible to compete against 50 % posts 

of the Section Officers required to be filled up 

by the department^ tests, the petitioners wuld 

\ suffer irreparable injury which could not be 

' ,  ultimately made good even in the event of the 

/  -writ petition being finally allowed.

27. That left^with no other equally efficacious 

and alternative remedy availab:j.e the petitioners 

beg to file this writ petition on the following 

amongst other grounds:-

GROUNDS

.V

i) Because the action o.f opposite parties 1 and

2 is wholly arbitrai^y and discriminatory,

ii) Because the posts of Section Officers used

to be filled up from the Assistants alone 

but to open some, avenue for promotion to the 

stenographers at the first instance 2 posts
4 ’ '

of Section Officers were reserved on adhoc 

basis for them in the year 1963. Later on 

stenographers were also made eligible to under­

take p Limited Departmental Competitive 

Examination to the extant of 50 % vacancies.

This was done to open avenue of promotion for 

. Stenographers but there is no justification 

to continue the sajne in view of the fact that 

other avenue of promotions have been subsequently 

opened for them by nature of promotion to the
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;  post O f  Senior PersonalAssistants and Section

' Officers (Stenos) ,

iii)Because in all 20 class II posts have been made 

available to the Stenographers on promotion 

whereas there are only 11 posts of Section Officers

for the Assistants out of which 50̂ o are to be ,

filled through Efepartmental Competitive

Test in which stenographers also have their share being

eligible to appear at the said examination, ^be­

chances of promotion of Assistants have thus been ,

reduced to the extent that they would seldom get

any promotion to the post of Section Officers,

iv) Because under the Recruitment and Production 

R-ules only Assistants and Stenographers are 

eligible to undertake the competitive examination 

but the notice (Annexure ) dated 5.11.82 mal-ces Sr. 

P.As, also eligible to take competitive examination. 

This is wholly in violation of the Recruitment and 

Promotion Rules,

v) Because the action of the opposite partiey no,2 

in proceeding to hold the selection for the 

posts of Section Officers (Min,) in the RDSO 

on the basis of the extent Recraitment and 

Promotion Rules even though it is satisfied that 

a revision of the said recruitment rules is 

warranted in view of the changed circumstances 

and the aVo\^d purpose for s making a provision 

in favour of the Stenographers in the said rules 

having lost its efficacy is wholly arbitrary and 

capricious.
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ivi) Because the Assistants are being discriminated

in the matterof promotion visa-vis stenographers 

w have been more and much better chances 

of promotion whereas the chd^ce^^^f .^promotion 

to the Assistants have been'highly reduced. It 

is violative of the provisions of Articles 14 and
*

16 of the Constitution of India.

(vii) Because in view of the later developments there 

is no justification to continue the reservation 

of 2 posts of Section Officers reserved for 

stenographers in 1963 vdth a view to open some 

avenue of promotion for them.

, 16.

(viii) Because even according to the Union Public

Service Commission only one avenue of promotion 

. should be available but in the present case 

two avenues of promotion are being kept open 

for the Stenographers,

(ix) Because even according to the opposite parties 

Rules require change but still due to inaction 

on their part no amendment in the Rules is being 

made to the detriment to the petitioners and 

Assistants of the R .D .S .O ,

PRAYER

THEREFORE it is respectfully prayed that this 

Hon'-ble Court may be pleased:

(a) to issue a W rit, order or direction dn the

nature of certiori Hsk gashing the provisions 

of the Recruitment and Promotion Rules making
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, stenographers with five years service in 

the field of eligibility to be promoted to 

the extent of 50 % through Departmental Competitive 

‘̂est as Section Officer (M) and also reservation 

of two posts of Section Officers in favour of 

the Stenographers,

(b) to issue a writ of Mandamus, or a v/rit, order 

or,diredtion in the nature of Mandamus commanding 

the opposite party no.1 to consider and decide 

the joint representation preferred by the 

petitioners and other Assistants dated 9,.5»>1980 

and accordingly to modify in the light of the said 

decision the Recruitment and Promotion Rules to the 

posts of Section Officers in the liDSO,

(c) to pigLSS such other writ,, order or direction

>  including an order as this Hon'ble court may

deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the 

case, and

(d) to allow the x̂ nrit petition with costs.

Lucknow Dated (Brijesh Kumar)

Feb. 7, 1983. Advocate

Counsel for the petitioners.

Certified that there is no defect in this petition.

Counsel for the petitioners.
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in the Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

-X-**

, Writ Petition No. /(/ of 1983c;u,;\Q

F.K. Dhar and others. Petitioners.

Versus

4-.

> -

Union of India and another. 0pp.Partiees

Annexure No. 1ta es n » S5 » c= ai OR «a SB m as OS

Copy of Railway Board’ s letter No. E 59R33/29/RBI

dated 22 .8 .6 2 .addressed to the Secy ./U .P .S .C ., New Delhi. 
Copy to D.G.RDSO,Simla.

Sub: Recruitment Rules for the post of Secy.
to D.G.,Dett.Officer and Section Officer 
in the R.D.S.O .

V"'

^ am directed to refer to the Commission's letter 

No .F .3/19/(5)/61-R(A) dated.3 .8 .62  on the above noted 

subject and to enclose herevdth 8 copies of the Recruit- 

f’*?’ ment Rules for the post' of Secy, to D .G ,, ^stt.Officer and

'• '̂•‘̂ ection Officers, R .D .S.O .

-f \ ■
It is also requested that the approval of the Commission 

/tojthe permanent absorption of Shri Lai as Secy, to 

:,the Director General m.ay be communicated early. Shri Lai 

;>:“'J?as has been officiating as Secy, to the D .G , since 4.7.59 

‘ A. N.  and is-due to superannuation'on 14.3.63, It will,

therefore, be very much appreciated if  this matter is 

treated as urgent. . ,

Sd/~

' (P. Iial)
Dy.Secy. Railway Board,

No.59RD3/29/RBI/ dated 22.8.62,

Copy together, m th a copy of the above recruitment Rules 

is forwarded'to the Director General, R .D .S.O . ,Elle*raile, Sia 

Simla.

(P Lai)
Dy.Secy.Rly., Board.

a
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In the Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at iaiahabad,

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

Writ Petition No. 1983.

1. P. K. Dhar son of Sri P.C. Dhar,

Assistant Selection Grade (Electrical) 

Research Designs and Standards Organisation 

Manak Nagar, Lucknow.

2. I .S . Kamthan sonof/^Sri S.C, Verma,

Assistant, Research Designs &

Standards Organisation, Manak Nagar, Lucknow.

3. Aoaib Singh son of Sri Bhagat Singh, 

Assistant, Research Designs and Standards 

Organisation, Manak Nagar, Lucknow.

**—

Versus

1. Union of India through Secretary 

Railway Board, Rail Bhavan, New Delhi,

2. %rector General, Research Design and 

Standards Organisation, Manak Nagar,

Lucknow.

Writ Petition under Article 226 
of the Constitution of India.



7 ^

Nkme of 
po st.

Recrui-teient Rule^^for the posts of Secy, to 
------ ------ ----- ^ --------- ---- :

D.G.RSO and SyQ, in  RDSO 
--- ----- -------------

No, of 
Posts

Cl as si 
fi ca­
tion.

Scale 1i?heth.er
of
p a y .

Agesel 
ection 
limit 
post or 

none for 
Selecti­
on dir. 
recits.

Educational 
and other 
qualifica­
tion requir 
-ed for 
direct 
recruits.

Age 
Limit 
for dir 
recitts.

W ither  Period 
and of 

education proba- 
al quali tion 
fication if  
prescribed any, 
for the 
dir,rectt.
■viri. 11 supply 
in  the case 
of promo 
tion.

Me tho d 
of
r e c t t ,

whether
b y  d i r .

r e c t t , b y

p r o m o t i o n

of transfer''''at- '̂"‘\ .
&  % o f  t h e  P- ^om otion

V a c a n c i e s  tJ° m a d e

b e  f i l l e d

b y  V a r i o u s

m e t h o d s .

Incase of 
rectt by 
promotion 
transfer 
grades 
from 
,which

I f  a 
DPC
exists 
what is 
its
composi 
tion,'

-4
^ i r c i u m s i a n c e s .

1. 2

1

.

N,A,

Z „ . 
n.a. N.A.

19 12 13

1, Secy, to 
D.G,

GCS Rs.700/- Select­
ion,

Estt.Officer 1 GCS 
Cl, II

Rs.350- 50?  ̂ NA
. 900 Selection

seniority 
cum fitness.

N, A. N.A. -do-

By promo­ Promotion
tion fail section.
ing which Officer &
by trans­ Estt,
fer. Officer

( % t h  6 yrs
service in
the grade)

'
XXX

By promo Promotion
tion. -̂ ŝstt, with

5 yrs
service in
4#grade,

C l.I  , As required under 
DPC the Rules,

X]a Transfer 
Gr,I officers of 
the Rly.Bd.Sectt, 
Service or a C l.I 
Officer from one 
of the Rls,

C l ,I I  -do-
DPC,

through de­
partmental 
test.
50̂ C on the basis of seniority 
cum fitness.

Special Pay of Rs, 150/- p.m.



In the Hon'ble High ^ourt of Judicature at jUlahabad,

Lucknov/ Bench, Lucknow.

Writ Petition. Wo. of 1983.

P. K. ^har, and-ethers. Petitioners.

■ A  

>

Versus

Union of India and another.

‘ Annexure No. 2

0pp.Parties,

Copy of EG/RDSO Simla’ s letter No.A/ES/3teno'dt. 
28. 8.1961 addressed to the Secretary Railway Board, ' 
New

Sub: Eligibility of Stenographers for promotion
to the Class II posts of Section Officers 
(Min.) •

V

The stenographers in the Railway Board’ s office 

are eligible for promotion jbo the following higher . 

gradess-

1 . Private Secretary--sgazetted 
Authorised scale Ps.350->25-6^0

2. Section Officer (Stenographer) Gazetted 
Authorised scale Rs.350-990/-

3 . Section Officer-Gazetted Authorised 
Scale te. 350-900'

2. ■ The Stenographers in this office, although having

the same scale of pay as applicable to their counter 

parts in the Bd’ s office have no a:venue of promotion,

They cannot be promoted against the posts mentioned in 

para 1( 1) & (ii) above as these posts do not exist in 

this office. They are also not eligible for promotion 

in the suLass Kr"posts"of... section officer (Min), in RDSO 

in accordance vdth the rules sent with Board's letter 

No, B57RB3/52(RBI) dated 11.51959, It is requested that 

the stenographers of this office may please be made 

I eligible for promotion to the Class II posts of Section 

\ Officer (Min.) in the RDSO as i n “tne  ̂case in the Bd’ s

f office. ‘

; 3 . It Is  further requested that the procedure and basis 

governing the eligibi3iity and promotion of stenographer 

to the posts of section Officers in the Bd’ s office may 

also kindly be advised for being adopted in this office 

Qri r<=»celpt of Board* *5 «pr!Tx>v?=*l to th° nro-nosal in para 2 

above. . ' t



In the Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at All'ahabad,

■ Lucknow ^ench, Lucknow.

>

Writ Petition No,

P.K. ^har and others.

Versus

Union of India and another. —

Annexure No.3
Bs«  B!» jsr ap a  «e esi «sii

of 1983.

Petitioiiers.

Opp,Parties.

Copy of Railway Board's letter No. A 61 RB3/83(RBI) 

dated 4.11.63 addressed to the Secy. UPSC New Delhi 

Copy to D.G. RDSO/Sirala.

Sub: Amendment of the recruitment rules for

the posts of Section Officer/Asst.Officer 
in the R.D.S.O.

Sir,

«ith reference to- Commission's letter No. 

F.2/19(6)/63.R(R) dated 16.10.63, I am directed to 

forward herewith eight copies of the recruitment rules 

for the posts of section Officer/Asstt. Officer in the 

Research Designs and Standards Organisation for record. 

No. A 6aRB3/83(RBI) New Delhi dated 4 . 11. 63

Copy together with a copy of the revised recruit­

ment rules for the post of Establishment Officer/Section
9

Officer is forwarded to the Director General, RDSO 

Simla.

\ t r ir
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^ --------- ---
%
"^Name of 
,post.

Recruitment Rules forj^he post "or Secretary to D.G .Estt

No, of Classi- Scale 
Post, fica- of

tion. Pay.

Wiaether 
Selection 
post or 
non-selec 
tionpost.

Age . ^acational 
limit a^d other 
fo r qualifi ca­
di re ct tions requi 
cecruitred for 

direct 
recruits.

to D .G .Estt, Officers S ,0 .in  RDSO.

p ------
¥hether Period Methdd In  case I f  a "<:2ir cum stances
age and of pro of rectt of rectt DPC in which
educati­ bation \vhether by promo exists UPSC is  to
onal qua i f  any by Dir. tion tra what be consult
ligation rectt.or nsfer is  ed in  making
prescrib by promo grades its  rectt.
ed for t tion or from compo
the dirt transfer Woi ch sition
recm its • to be of promotion
vvill apply the Vac, to be
in  the to be fill made.
case of ed by vari
promotees ous methods -

8 9 10 11 12 134 7

3 .Section 
Officer

GCS
Class
I I .

900/- 50?̂
Selection
50%
Seniority
cum
Fitness,

N.A. N.A. N. A, 2 years By promo Promotion  ̂ Class
' tion 30% (Asstt, s I I

through. 3̂ ?ith 8 yrs DPC
-departmental! service |
A test ’ 7 in  the •'
I 50% on the | grade. /
I basis of ; , .. . . ■
I seniority '/ ■
,i' cum-fitness .

As required 
under the 
Rules,

Note; 1. A section Officer appointed as Establishment Officer shall get his grade pay plus a 

special pay of Rs, 150/- p.m.

2. Tvx5 posts of Section Officer are reserved for promotion by selection on adhoc basis 
from among the permanent stenographers in  RDSO m th  at least 10 years of service in

the grade in  that office, •
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In the Hon’ble Fligh Court of Judicature at Mlahabad,

Lucknow ^ench, Lucknow.

Writ Petition No. of 1983.

A

P.K. ^har and others.

Vrs.

Union of India and another.

•Annexure No.4

Copy

Petitioners.

0pp. Par ties.

No. E 64RD-3/ 15/RBI 

The Secy, UPSC, New Delhi.

5 "
Dt. ^ .8 .6 4

Sub; Recruitment rules for the post of section
Officer (Ministerial) in theRDCO Min.of Rlys.

Sir,

>

In accordance mth the Recruitment Rules draw>n 

up in consultation with the commission for the posts 

of Section Officer (Ministerial) in the RDSO vide your 

letter No.F.3/19(5) 61-B(A) dt. 3 .8 .62  and F .3/19(6)/19 

(G)/63-R(R) dt. 16.10.63 50?̂  of posts in this grade 

are to be filled on the basis of Seniority cum fitness and 

the remaining 30% through departmental. test from amongst 

, Assistant with-8 years service in gr^de. Two posts of

 ̂ •■■Section Office have also been reserved for promotion
f / : ;  J

adhoc basis from amongst thepermanenf Stenographers 

with at least 10 years of service in the grade in the 

RDSO vide your letter No.F.3/l9(5)/71 f (̂R) dt. nil.

2. It has been repreesented"by theSteno in the RDSO 

that consequent on the allotment of the same scales of.



2.

■■

pay viz. Rs.2 1 0 - 5 3 0  to both. Assistants and Stenographers 

Grade II in the other I'linistries, with the requisite 

service h^ve been allowed, to complete in the Limited 

Competitive Examination,

3. ■ ^hat on the analogy of these orders it is 

proposed that Stenographers i.n the RDSO with 8. years 

service in the grade be allowed to compete mth the 

Assistant of these organisation for the posts of Section 

Officer to be filled as a result of the Departmental 

Competitive test.

4, The commission’ s approval to the above proposals 

may please be obtained and communicated at an early 

date.

Yours faithfully,

-

A,

/

Sd/- p. Lai 

Dy,Secretary Flly,.3d,

Copy to DG RDSO Simal for information.



In the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow ^ench, Lucknow.

■

Writ Petition No.

P.K.Bhar.&

Versus

Union of India and another, - ■

of 1983. 

Petitioners

0pp.Parties.

>

O
p

Armexure No, 5■saowaiaaiwansMaM

Government of India'
, Ministry of Railways (Railway Board)

No .E64RB3/15(RBI)

The Secretary, UPSC 

New Delhi

New Delhi 17.9.64.

Sub: Amendment of the recruitoient rules for
the posts of Section Officer (Ministerial) 
in the RDSO Min. of Rlys:

Sir,

With reference to your letter No.F.3/l9(3)-64-BR 

dated 1.9 .64 I ^  directed to forward herewith eight 

copies of the revised recruitment rules for the post 

of Section Officers (Ministerial) in the RDSO for record.

2, That this' is in supersession of item no.3 of the 

reciruitment rules for the posts of section officer 

forwarded vide this office letter No.F6lEB3/83(RBI) dt 

4 .11.53,
Yours faithfully,

Sd/-

DA/As above.
P.Lai Dy.Secry Rly B.

Copy fo-gether with two copies of the revised recruit­
ment rules for the posts of section Officer in the RDSO 
is forwarded to the Director General RDSO Simla.

DA/As above. Sd/ P. ,Lal 
Dy.Secy,.Rly.Board (True copy)



Recruitm ent ^ules for the p o ^  of Se'^ion Officer (Ministerial) in  hfeo^Min. of Rlys)

Name of 
Post,

No. of 
post.

Classi- Scale 
fica- of 
tion. Pay.

l'7hether Age 
Selection limit 
post or for 
non-selec direct 
tion recru-
post, it .

Educational he the r P e rio d Method of In  case I f  a Circumstances
and other • age and of rectt of rectt DPC in  which' UPSC
qualifica­ educati proba- \vhether •by promo exists is  to be
tions requ onal qua tion, . . by dir. tion tra what consulted
-ired for lificaion i f  any. rectt or nsfer is in  making
direct prescribed by promo grades its recruitment.
recruits. for the tion or from ■ compo­

direct transfer which sition
recruits to be of promo­
vri-ll apply the V a c tion to
in  the to be be made.
case of filled
promotees. by vari

ous methods.

7 8 9 19 11 12 13

Section
Officer,

GCS
Class II

Rs.350- 50?̂
900 Selection

N.A. N.A. N .A . 2 yrs

Notes: 1. Section Officer appointed as Establishtnent Officer shall get 
grade pay plus a special pay of Rs.150/- p.m.

By promotion Promotion 
50^0 through Asstt/ 
departmental 
test.

30fo on the 
basis of 
seniority 
cum-fitness

his

Class 
IIDPC 

Stenographers 
m th  5 years 
service in  the 
grade,

Asstt. with 
8 years 
service in  
the grade.

As required 
under the 
Rules,

2. T w  posts of section officer are reserved for promotion by selection
on adhoc basis from among the permanent stenographers in  RDSO, m th  atleast 
10 years of service in the grade in that office.
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In the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

Writ Petition No.

P.K . % a r  and others. --

Versus

Union of India and another. --

Annexure Wo.6

of 1983.

Petitioners,

0pp. Par tie s.

Government of India 
Ministry of Railways 

(Railway Board)

No .E(RB)I-69/RB7/15 New Delhi-1 dt. 30.12.70

The Director General,
Research Designs and Stscndards 
Organisation, Lucknow.

SHib: Re. organisation of the Central Secretariat 
Stenographers Services CSSSRules, 1962 
applicability to RDSO.

Ref: Your letter No.A/R/RT/MS dated 18/20.8.69

The question of applicability of Central 

Secretariat Stenographers services Rules, 1969 to RDSO 

has been,considered by the Board in detail, and it has 

been decided not to apply these rules to RDSO.

The question of creating additional higher grade 

post for the stenographers of RDSO has been examihed 

in the light of the cadre strength of Stenographers 

and keeping in view the actual justification on the 

basis of workload. The Board have decided ,'fchat a post 

of section officer, (Stenos) in the grade Rs.350-900 

may be created in the RDSO in lieu of the existing 

post of Supervisor (Stenos) in the scale of Rs.210-530 

plus 50/- special pay.



a

A

2.

Sanction of the Board is accordingly coiiniunicated 

to the creation of a post of Section Officer (Stenos) 

in  the grade of Rs.350-900 in RDSO for a period of 

two years from the date it is filled, in lieu of the 

existing post of supervisor (Stenos). The date from 

which the post of Section Officer (Stenos) is operated 

;may be intimated to this office.

Sd/“ A. Krishna -murty 

Under Secretiiry, Railway Board.

DA: Nil.



r
In the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

Annexure No,. 7

a

X

of 1983

Petitioners,

0pp. Parties,

Writ Petition No,

P.K . Dhar and others, --

Versus

Union of India and another, --

Government of India 
Ministry of Railways 

(Railv/ay Board)

No.PC.III/73/PS/Rly.Bd,Sectt/Pt,II New Delhi Dt. 27.7.1976,

Sub: Provision of the posts of Senior Personnel
Assistants through upgradation in the office 
of Research Designs & Standards Organisation 

on Railways.

^he sanction of the President is hereby coimnunieated 
to the following posts of Stenographers in grade fe,425-800/RS 
being upgraded to grade Rs,650-10A0 RS vdth effect from the date 
these are filled up:

Existing §b 
Grade.

y~- 1(One post of Stenographer 424-15-500-EB-
attached to Director 
General.

9 (Nine) posts of 
Stenographers attached 
to Directors in Grade 
Rs. 2500-2750 (RS)

6(Six) posts of steno­
graphers attached to 
Addl.Directors i© 
grade Rs,2250-2500(RS) 
(Total 16 posts)

15-560-20-700- 
EB-25-800 plus 
Special pay of 
fe.50/- p.m.

425-1^500-EB-
15-660-20-700
EB-25-800

Grade in which to 
be_u£graded_______ ,

650-30-740-35- 
880-EB-40-1040plus 
Special Pay of 
te.50/- p.m.

650-30-740-35-

880-EB-AO-1040

2, Hindi version of this letter is enclosed.

(GD Sud;
Jt,Erector Pay Commission, 

Railway Board.
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In the Hon’ble Hj.gh Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Luckuow ^ench, Lucknow.

Writ Petition No. of 1983.

a

A
P.K. Dhar and others. --

Versus

Union of India and another.

Petitioners.

0pp. Parties.

Annexure No.8

X

>

No.F3/l9(5)/77-RR

Union Public Service Coimnission, 
Dhopur House.

New Delhi-110011, the 23 Oct.1978

The Secretary, 
Ministry of Railways, 
Railway Board,

Delhi.

Sub:Recruitment Rules for the post of
Officer on Special ^bty (TRRC) iii the 
RDSO.

V

p.

Sir,

I am directed to refer to your letter No. E(PS)1~ 

75/39fi>'\0 dated 18.5^1975 on the subject mentioned abov6 

and to state as follows;-

2. The Rail wayBoard have now intimated that the ' 

posts of Assistant Research Engineer, Assistant 

Design Engineer and Assistant Inspecting Engineer . 

which were proposed to be included in the feeder list for 

promotion to the post of-Officer on Special Duty (TRRC) 

in the R.D .S.O*, are already included in the field of 

consideration for promotion to the post of Asstt.Director,

t
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Normally, while laying dopromotion  as a method 

of filling a post, the uniform pratice is to allow 

only one promotional avenue to a post or a category 

of posts. In view of this basic principle, it would 

not be desirable to allow t w  promotional avenues to 

the posts mentioned above.

Yours faithfully,

Sd K.B, Parthasarthy,

Under Secretary, U.P.S.C, 
Tele No. 369158.
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In the HorJble High Court of oTudioature at iO-lahabad,

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

-A

>

R<5kcN.r

Writ Petition No.

P.K.Dhar and others, --

Versus

Union of India and another.

• Annexure No. 9
SSiSSSSSSSKmBSSS.

of 1983.

Petitioners.

0pp. Par ties.

Lucknow-11 

Dt 2fth Jan 1980

f

Respected Sir,

We hope this finds you and family well. Now I 

am working as Sedtion Officer against one of the two 

Vacancies, reserved for RDSO, Stenographers. A reference 

has been made to the Board in this connection. In case 

the policy is now reversed and reservation discontinued, 

not only me but'also the three other stenos in the 

chain promotion vail get - affected. A copy of the 

letter (addressed to Board) is enclosed for your 

information. I would, therefore, request your kind 

indulgence in this matter with a view to maintaining 

the status-quo and thus help me before relinquishing 

office by March 80. ,

I tried my best to seek an interviev/ during your 

recent trip to Lucknov/, but could not succeed due to 

your being busy.

. Thanlting you and mth regards,

 ̂ ’ Yours sincerely,

0A:One . Sd/-

Sri V.C.A.. Padmanabhan (S.M.Kulkarni)
Member Engineering, Railway Board 
Nevj Delhi.



- f In the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow Bench,. Lucknow.

¥rit. Petition No. of 1983;

A

A ,

P.K.Dhar, and others.

Sersus

Union of India and another.

Petitioners,

Opp,Parties,

.ANNEXURE No.10

GOVERIMENT OF INDIA 
MINISTRY OF RAILWAYS 

(RAILWSY BOARD) .

rto.KRDI 79/44/67 ' New Delhi, dated 21.2.1980

>

The Director General 
R .D .S .O .,
Lucknow.

Recruitment & Promotion Rules 
for the post of Section Officer 
(Ministerial) in R .D .S.O .

Ref; Your letter No,A/RT/O dated 1.1.80

In the light of the position explained in your

'o\ letter  quoted above, and in view of the fact that
f'i

iS'fchances of promotion available to the two categories of

' ''\.fetaff - Assistants/Stenographers are more or less similar, 

y* the Board have decided to maintain the status~qu^.

p, dA: Nil,

Sd/ -
(P.B, Bhagat)

Under Secy.(E)I, Rly. Board,
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In the Hon'ble High Court qf High Court of Judicature at

A3.1ahabad, Lucknow Bench, Lucknov/,

Writ Petition No,

P.K.Dhar and others.

01 1983. 

Petitioners,

. A

Versus

Union of India and another.

Annexure No, 11cs 69 K9 oaon Gfflea o» en m

0pp.Parties,

Government of India Ministry of Railways. 

Research Design & Standard Organisation,

Our Ref. A/RT/0 Lucknow 226011 dt l','4,80

MEMORANOm

p .

With reference to the joint representation dated

12.9.79, requesting for provision of existing R & P R'ules 

for the post of SO (Min) submitted by them, Sh.Sethi 

and others are advised that the Railway Board have 

considered the matter and decided to maintain the status 

quo in view of the -fact that chances of promotion 

available to the two categories of staff-Assistant/ 

'Stenographers are more or less similar.

DA/Nil

Sh.G,S,Sethi,
SO (M0¥) /  RDSO/Luckno w.

Sd/~ B,R,Sharma 

for Director Gener^
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In the Hon’ble HighCourt o f . Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow Sench, Lucknow.

Writ Petition No. of 1983.

A .

P.K.Dhar .and others. — ~

Versus

Union of India and another.

Petitioners.

Opp.Parties.

Annexure No. 12.

T,o

r '

>-

The Secretary *
Railway Board, Rail Bhavan,
New Delhi.

■ Sub: Revision of Existing R P ^^ules for
the post of Section Officer (Ministerialj 
RDSO.

Ref; Railway Board’ s letter No.E(RB)/l/79/Wj 
67 dated 21.2.1980.

Sir,

The Mnisterial Staff of the RDSO have been 

greatly shecked by the decisionof the Railway Board 

conveyed through Director General,RDSO*s letter No.

A /RlT/0 dated 1.4.80 as underl­

ain view of the fact.that chances of promotion 

available to the two categories of staff7Assistant

and Stenographers are more or. less similar, the 

Board have decided to maintain the status quo,

2. It  is clear that the points raised in the 

representation dated 12 .9.79  submitted by Assistants hav 

not been considered and the decision of the Board has be 

influenced by other considerations than the normal canno 

of justice and equity.

3. The decision of the Board is not onlj  ̂ derogatory to



2.

to the interests of the clarical staff but also 

not ^maintainable being repugnant to the statutory 

principle enunciated by the statutory body like UPSC 

vide their letter No,F3/l9/5/77-BR dated 23.10.78 (Copy 

enclosed).

1

\

>

4, It is presumed that the position vath regard to

Class II (Gazetted) posts available for promotion to 

both the categories viz Assistants and Stenographer 

has not been provided to the Board by the RDSO Adminis­

tration. A statement shomng the comparative avenue of 

promotion for both the categories upto Cl.II under the 

existing Rules is as under:-

Category Mode of 
Select­
ion.

Assistants 92

No.of No. of Cl.II
Personnel post avail- 
in the able,
categor^^

Senior^

10
(Rs.650-1200)

(Only 5 posts^ for . 

seniority-cuip- 

suitability and 

remaining 5 posts by 

competitive tests in 

v/hich stenos and 

Asstts. both are 

eligible.

Remarks.

Compe * 

50?̂  50?̂
In the Compti- 
tive test 
against 50% 
post steno 
& Steno & 
Asstte both 
are eligible.

Stenographers

112 20

(3 in scale Rs.650-1200 

and

17 in scale Rs.650-1040

Exclusively from 

Stenographers Ass1 

are not allowed tc 

participate in 

any of the posts *

It is also presumed that while making a reference to 

the Board the above position and the facts that as per UPSCIs 

statutory principle - *’that there should be only one

I
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3.

cliannel of promotion to one post or a category of. posts” 

as enumerated in UPSC’ s letter dated 23.10.1978 referred 

to above v/ere not at all brought out by the RDSO 

Administration. If  the above presumption is not correct 

then one cannot do without concluding that some invisible 

influences had played its role in obtaining a retrograde 

decision against the Clerical staff, of RDSO,

5. Inconnection mth the above decision of the Board 

the entire Ministerial staff or IDSO showed their resent­

ment ’and met Director General/RDSO to place their 

grievances once again before him. The Director General 

gave a patient hearing to the staff and after hearing
i

their views, assured that they can bring»out all the . 

facts again in a fresh representation and the RDSO 

Administration will request the Soard to re-examine the 

Case de-novo. Accordingly the following facts are again' 

brought out for the perusal and just decision of the 

Railway Board: '

Remgrks^__

1 . The R & P Rules for

Sd(Ein) should be revi&wed 

immediately by providing 

promotion to Section Officer 

(Ministerial) strictly on 

the basis of seniority cum 

suitability from amongst 

Assistants only.

Reasons.

(i) In the Board’ s office 

Competitive examination 

are held every year for a 

number of posts.. In RDSO 

a competitive test was held 

in 1966 and thereafter a long 

gap of 10 years in December 

1976 and that too only for 

one post, thereby depriving

the chances even competition.

to the eligible staff for

f±3£s years together.

(ii) Asking an old person to 

compete with youngsters does

p-K'
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not stand to any -logic and any connon of 

justice particularly when he has already 

given best part of his life to the 

Administration.

(iii )  Every Assistant can aspire for at least 

one promotion in his long service if  it 

is seniority cum suitability basis.

(iv) In view of the changed cadre structure 

of the Class II posts available 

exclusively for Stenographers, there

i
ii'is no point in allov/ing them toiiI; ‘ '
j! partiKiJi^2:2:cipate in the competitive
I

test. Therefore, these posts be ̂ filled
■f
'strictly according to seniority cum suita-
I

■ 'bilty from amongst Assistants only.

\

(v) As and m k  when there is a change in 

the scale or charge in the channel 

promotion-charge in the.existing rules 

becomes obligatory of the part o.f the 

Administration. %nce a new channel of 

' promotion to stenographers by introduction

of SPA*s grade in Class II (Gazetted) 

to the extent of 17 posts has been 

provided, the status quo in the

(vi) It is pertinent to point out that in 1963 

when the total strength of RDSO was 1347 

there were 6 posts of Class II  gazetted .
*

to dwel v/ith the Estt. This strength

p' ic.'
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of class II post had been reduced to 3.

This reduction was effective by curtailing 

two posts of Establishment Officer and one 

Section -Officer to provide the post of Dy, 

Director General. This reduction effected . 

only clerical staff and not Stenos for whom

2 posts of Section Officer were allotted 

on adhoc basis. It is horrifying that the

cadre on the basis of which the posts were

created and who had been carrying these 17 

years are being deprived of their legitimate 

right of promotion by continuing the

existing R & P ^^ules, which were framed

in 1963/1978 and not a tenable in view of, 

the facts brought out above.

>

2, ,Two posts of S.O, (i) Only 5 posts of 80(Ministerial)Class II are 

(Min.) which were

temporarily given 

to the Stenos on 

adhoc basis be 

given back to

Assistant

cadre.

exclusively available for-Assistants, \̂ rhereas 

20 class II  are exclusively available for 

^Stenographers,

(ii)  The two posts of SO(Min) Class II were

allotted to Stenographers on adhoc basis Vvfhen t

■ they had no avenue of promotion. As new 

Stenographers are having sufficient channel 

of promotions to Class III  I I , therefore, 

no justification to claim the above t\MO 

posts exclusively for them from the exclusive 

quota of the Assistants,

(iii )  As per UPSC’ s Statutory Rules *' Only one

promotional avenue to a post of category of p 

posts" It is against the basis principle that 

Stenographers are enjoying double promotional
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benefits. In  this connection UPSC's letter 

to the Railway Board being No,F2/l8(5)/77 .

/RR dated 23.10,78 is relevant,

(iv) In this connection attention is also invited

to para 9(3) of Rly. Board Staff service Scheme 

of 1969 wherein two posts of Section Officer 

reserved for Stenos, have been de-reserved 

, \\ath the coming into force the‘Rly,Board 

Sectt, Stenos Service Rule, 71 w ,e .f.

1 . 8 ,69. Similar action should have been taken 

/ . to dereserve the posts in RDSO with the

introduction'of R& P Rules, for SPA w .e.f. 27.

8 .79,

6, In view of the cleai" facts brought out above 

the Railway Board are again requested to re-examine 

the entire case and communicate the reply within one 

month as to the selection is scheduled to be held-on- 

12th and 13th July 1980,

1 ) amend the existing R and P rules by providing

promotion to Section Officer (Ministerial) strictly 

. by seniority cum suitability from amongst Assistants^, 

only,

restoration of two posts of Section Officer
!

(Ministerial) allotted to Stenos on adhoc basis 

back to clerical cadre. .

iii) cancellation of propossed Section Officer (Ministeri 

' departmental competitive examination to be held 

in July, 1980.
I

Lucknovf.

Bated 9 .5 .80 .

YourB faithfully,

Sd/- M.L.^ardwaj & others.

.A



In the i'̂ on’ble'High Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow Bench, Luckn©w.

¥rit Petition Wo, of 1983.,

P.K. I^har, and Ore—

Vrs,

Union of India and another.

Petitioners,

0pp. Parties,

Annexure No. 138  «  B a  M M c

The Secretary

R-ailv/ay Board, 
New Delhi.

5.6.1980

Sub: Resruitment and Promotion Rules for
the posts of Section Officer (Ministerial) 
in__RpSO__^___________________

Ref: Railvfay Board’ s letter No.E(FE)/1/79/44/67 

dated 21.2.80-

A ¥ith reference to their representation, the 

-Assistants in RDSO were a:dvisedof the. decision as 

communicated vide Railway Board's letter No.E(RB)1/79/44/

67 dt 21.2*80 stating that in the matter of R & P Rules 

for the posts of Section Officers status quo would be 

.maintained.

 ̂ 2. Not satisfied with the decision of the Railway Board,

V • ! the Assistants have submitted the Joint Representation 

dated 9 .5 .80 , a copy of which along with its enclosures 

is attached. Also at atta ched is a copy of the 

reepresentation dt. 14.5.80 submitted jointly by Stenos 

of this organisation.

3. The position brought out in para 4 of the representa­

tion submitted by the Assistants with regard to availability 

of promotional avenues is factually correct. Similarly,
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the statement made by them in para 3 of their representa­

tion in respect of the principle of 'promotional avenue 

to a category of posts iB also factually correct.

The said principle has been enunciated in the UPSC’ s 

letter No.F3/19(5)/77/HR' dt. 23.10.78 a copy of which 

has been submitted by them. The Assistants,have also 

strengthened their claim for restoration of the t\o 

posts of Section Officer reserved on ad-dhoc basis for 

Stengraphers , on the analogy of para 9(3) of the 

Railway Board’ s Sectt. Service Rules, 1969

4. figures given in the table appearing in

para 4 of the representation submitted by the 

Stenographer give an impression as if  the posts of 

A nalyst and A-in-C are higher grade posts. The fact 

is that these posts are Cl.Ill posts sanctioned in the 

basic grade of Assistant, but carry special pay of Rs.50/- 

p.m. The Stenographers have also averred that the post 

of Section Officer (Hindi) forms a part of the general 

cadre to which Assistants as a category can seek 

promotion. This again is not factually correct as only 

Hindi Assistants are eligible for promotion to the 

post of Section Officer (Hindi).

5. Action for holding selection to fill up the 

existing vacancies of Section Officers is in progress 

'c^hder the rales presently in force, in terms of Railway

Bo%^^»s letter no.E(RB)I-79/44/67 dated 21.2.1980.
\

„6J. -' j ^he case has been seen by the lUrector General*

K.t v s .0 .

DA: As above.

Sd/ B.R.Sharraa 

For Director General

(\r



In the Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

LucMnow Bench, Lucknow.

J-

Writ Petition No, 

P. I .  Dhar and others. —^

of 1983. 

Petitioners.

Versus

Union of India and another. — - 0pp.Parties.

Annexure No. 14

The Secretary^i f '
Railway Board,
New Delhi.

Sub; Revision of existing R & P Rules for the 
post of Section Officer (Ministerial) 
RDSO and restoration of the posts of 
S.O. to Assistant Cadre.

Ref: Our representation‘dated 9 .5 .80  in
reference to Board’ s letter No.E(RB)l/79 
M /6 7  dt. 21.2.80.

Sir,

Vide our above representation request was made to 

reconsider our request and communcate the reply vdthin one 

month as the selection is scheduled to be held on 12th 

and 13th Jjily 1980. It is requested that no reply to our 

-representation has been received till date. It will be

rie’en from the contents of our representation that Board’ s
I X
decision quoted belov; is factually incorrect :

"In  viev/ of fact that chances of promotion ■
available to the categories of staff-Assistant

and Stenographers are more or less similar the

Board have decided to maintain the status quo.”

2. It  will be seen from the following tables that 

avenue of promotion to the Assistants works out to between

5.4  to 10.8 whereas for the Stenographers it works out
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to 22 % and hence it m il  be incorrect to conclude 

that the chances of promotion available for two 

 ̂ categories were more or less similar.

Category No. of 
■'Posts,

Assistant 92

Number of' Cl. 
II available 
for promotion

Avenue of promotion 
% basis.

5 posts for seniority 
cum suitability and 
5 posts by competitive 
test in which steno 
and Asstts, both 
eligible.

5 .4  - 10.8 %

Stenographer 112

-r-

20 plus 5

(3) in scale of fe 650-1200 

and

17 in scale of Rs,650-1040

and 22

5 from the common posts 
in scale Rs.650-1200

‘ Available out of Assistants 
Cadre ,

-
^  ■ 'M/-T

3. It may be further pointed out that whereas the 

chanel of promotion for the Asstt, is only one but for the 

stenographers there are tv/o avenue of promotions- one in their 

own channel and other ai^teengk along with Assistant category 

This is in contradiction to the principles laid down fek by • 

the UPSC vide their letter No.F.3/l9(5)/77-HR dated 28.10.78

the relevant extract of which is reproduced below:-

’’Normally, while laying dov\Oi promotion as a method 

of filling of post, the uniform practice is to 

allow only one promotional avenue to a post or 

category of posts. In view of this basic principle, 

it would not be desirable to allow two promotional 

avenues to the posts.*'

D
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'4.

presumably based on some incorrect data and also in 

violation to the general principle laid down by the UPSC 

and therefore meeds revision to the extent that all tlass

II  posts (Section Officer(l'din.) should be open to the 

category of Assistants only and the class II posts 

available for stenographer category should be filled from 

them.

5, further reference is invited to para 9(3) of the 

^̂ ailv̂ ay Board's service f^ule 19^9 on the strength of which 

t\vo posts of section office (Ministerial) were allotted 

to stenographers on adhoc basis were restored to Asstt. 

cadre vdth the introduction of RailwayBoard’ s Sectt, 

Stenographers service ^\ile 1971 w .e .f. 1 .8 .69 .

6. Since the matter is urgent and has already been 

under consideration for quite some time and even one 

month has passed since the submission of our last application# 

dated 9 .5 .80 , it is requested that final reply may please , 

be communicated every early and not later than 30 ,6 .80 . 

Pending decision on our representation the ensuing 

selection scheduled to be held on 12 & 13 ^uly 1980 be 

postponed. Necessary instruction may kindly be issued 

to D.G.RDSO, to this effect. Inview of the above, it is 

felt that the Board’ s decision conveyed vide their letter 

under reference is discriminating against the Asstts of 

'̂“V\RDS0 with a resultant and corresponding discrimination in

I
!■

^favour of the Steno of RDSO thus infringing the

w -

c /provision of the constitution of India.
/  ' ■

'' Yours faithfully,

Dated 11.6,80 ,
(M.L.Bhardwaj)

Asstts.



In  the Hon’ ble High '^ourt of Judicature kt Allahabad,
Q

Lucknow -°ench, Lucknow.

’̂ rit Petition No. of 1933.

.A
■A-

P.K. % a r  and others. —

Versus

Union of India and other.

Petitioners.

0pp.Parties.

AnnexurS No,
SSSSSSSSSSSSSSS—

'Government of India Ministry of Railways

Rail Mantralaya 
Railway Board.

>

No. RADI/79/44/67 New Delhi Dt 10.10.80 ,

The Director General 
RDSO .
Lucknow.

Sub; Recruitment and Promotion Rules for
the post of Section Officer(Ministerial)

Ref: Your letter No .A/PT/O dt. 5 .6 .80

* • •

While forwarding separate recommendations of 

Assistant and Stenographers of the RDSO on the above 

Subject no recommendation have been made by your 

Administration, Before the matter is considered in 

consultation with the UPSC and the Department of 

Personnel & Adrainistratii^a Reforms i f  necessary, your 

firm recommendation may please be furnished as early 

as possible,

(S,K,Ahuoa)

Under Secretary END(l)
Railway Board.



J

17

In the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

Writ Petition No. 

P.K.^har and siiua others.

Versus

Union of India and another.

of 1983. 

Petitioners.

0pp.Parties,

A

k ' h

No.A/RT/o

The Secretary 
Railv^y Board 
New Delhi.

Annexure No. it■BfftaSOTMCinBlMMPinflBfllM

Dated 4.6.-81

Sub: Recruitment & Promotion Rules for posts 
of Section Officer (Ministerial) in RDSO

Ref; Railway Board’ s letter No. ERBI/79/44/67 
dt. 10.10.80

Vide this office let-ter No.A/PT/O dated 13.2.81 

it  was recommended as under

1. '̂ he posts of so/Min. may be filled up to the 

extent of 50?̂  on the basis of seniority cum suitability 

from the Assistants and the remaining 509̂  through 

Limited Deptt. Competitive Examination, for which the 

eligibility should be the same as at present viz. 

stenographers SPAS and Assistants.

2. ^he posts of SPAS may be filled up as per 

existing R5<P Rules.

3.  ̂ Out of the 3 posts of SO s/Min. presently re 

reserved SPAS , two posts should be dereserved and 

only one post of SO(Stenos) kept reserved for 

Stenographers.
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2. "̂ he RDSO class II I  staff Association vide 

their letter No*0TSA/Genl/81 dated 28.4.81 (copy 

enclosed) have suggested inter-alia that the 

ppeevtp€ procedure followed in the Ministry of 

Railways be also followed in RDSO in this case. 

Since RDSO is an attached officer of the Ministry 

of Railways, it would appear regisonable to do so,

3* It is seen from Board's letter No,ERBI/79/

46/67 dt 14,5581 that the procedure followed in the 

Ministry of Railways is as under:-

1) 16% by direct recruitment by UPSC

2) 28% from the Assistants on Seniority-cum- 

suitability basis

3) 28% from amongst the staff vjith longest 

period of service on the basis of merit.

4) 28% from amongst the Assistants and 

Stenographers having continuous 5 years 

service in the grade through Limited 

Departmental Competitive Examination,

h  k^'<

4. S|nce the percentage of 16 % by direct 

recruitment by UPSC vide item (l) above does not 

normally materialise and it  is invariably not found 

possible to obtain candidates for filling up these 

posts in RDSO by direct recruitment by UPSC, it  is 

felt that this percentage be distributed equally 

between the remaining three items, besides dereserving

2 out of 3 posts of S3/Min at present resei?ved for ^

SP As/Stenographers.

5. Board's early decision in the matter i s '

requested .^he, Board are alsp requested for clarification^

of the issue referred to in para 3 of this office 
letter No.A/RT/0 dated 20.5581,

DA one Sd/ L.F.X.Freites 
Direcctor General.



T'V. In the Hon'ble HighCourt of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

Writ Petition Wo.

P.K.Dhar and others. ' , --.

Versus

Unionof India and another.--

of 1983.

Petitioners.

0pp.Parties.

Annexure No. 16-A

K.D.Saha,
Dy.Secretary.

D.O.No. ERBI/79/44/67

/

Dear Shri Kulshreshtha,

29-7-81.

.Sub; Recruitment- & Promotion Rules for
posts of Section Officer (I4inisterial) 
in R.D.S.O.

k-

Please refer to the correspondence resting with 

£).G., R.D.S.O. 's  3)etter No.A/RT/O dated 4 .6 .81 on the 

above subject in which it has been inter alia suggested 

that the recruitment rules for posts of Section Officers 

(Ministerial) in R.D.S.O. may be amended de-reserving

2 out of 3 posts of Section Officer/Min. at present 

reserved for SPAS/Stenographers and for filling up of 

the post of Section Officers in the follomng manner:-

(i) 33 l/3rd from the Assistants on Seniority- 
cum-suitability basis.

(ii)  33 l/3rd from amongst the' staff with
longest period of service, on the basis of 
merit.

(iii) 33 l/3J^dfrom amongst the Assistants and . ; 
Stenographers having continuous 5 years 
service in the grade through Limited■Departmental 
Competitive Examination.

This has been done keeping in view the previsions for

filling up of the posts of Section Officers in R.D.S.O.

i .
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In  the Hon’ ble HighCourt of Judicature at iU-lahabad,

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow,

Writ Petition Wo.

P.K.Dhar and others. \  --.

Versus

Unionof India and another.--

of 1983.

Petitioners.

0 pp. Parties,

innexure No. 16-A

K.D. Saha,
Dy.Secretary.

D.O.No. ERBI/79/44/67

29-7-81.

Dear Shri Kulshreshtha,

Sub; Recruitment' & Promotion Rules for
posts of Section Officer (I4inisterial) 
in R.D.S.O.

> •

k* Har

Please refer to the correspondence Besting with 

t).G., R.D.S.O. *s aietter No.A/RT/0 dated 4 ,6 .81 on the 

above subject in which it  has been inter alia suggested 

that the recruitment rules for posts of Section Officers 

(Ministerial) in iR.D.S.O. may be amended de-reserving

2 out of 3 posts of Section Officer/Min. at present 

reserved for SPAS/Stenographers and for filling up of 

the post of Section Officers in the follomng manner:-

(i) 33 l/3rd from the Assistants on Seniority- 
cum-suitability basis.

(ii) 33 l/3rd from amongst the'staff with
longest period of service^ on the basis of 
merit.

(iii) 33 l/3^dfrom amongst the Assistants and , I ;’'
Stenographers having continuous 5 years 
service in the grade through Limited Departmental 
Competitive Examination.

This has been done keeping in view the previsions for

filling up of the posts of Section Officers in R .D.S.O .



A
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2, In this connection, it is pointed out that 

the relevant provisions in the RDSO for filling up 

of, 289̂  of vacancies by Assistants \dth longest 

period of service has been struck down by the.

Delhi High Court, An appeal against the decision 

has been preferred to the Division Bench and a 

final decision is awaited. Against this background,

it is not advisable to introduce any- quota for promotion 

on the basis of length of service as Assistant, 

irrespective of senority. It vdll be more 

apt if 2/3rd of the vacancies are filled up by 

promotion of Assistants on the basis of seniority 

cum -suitability and the remaining l/3rd from 

amongst the Assistants and Stenographers through 

Limited Departmental Competitive Examination 

Clarifications asked 'for, in para 3 of your office 

letter no. A/RT/O dated 20.5.81 have already'been 

furiiished in my D,o. of even number dated -3.6.81.

3. Your Administration's views mth reference to 

personal in para 2 above, may kindly be furnished 

urgently to process further action.

Yours sincerely,

(K.D.Saha)

Dr.C.M.Kulshreshtba, 
Director, Traffic Research 
RDSO,
Lucknow.



In the.Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad, 

Lucknow Bench, Lucknov;.

Writ Petition No. of 1983.

P .K .^ a r  and others.

Versus

Union of India and others.

Petitioners,

0pp.Parties.

Annexure No. 17
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Government of India 
Ministry of Railways

(R .D .S .O .)

SS'iFF NOTICE.

Sub; Limited Departmental Competitive Examination in 
connection with the formation of a Panel to 
fill the Vacancies in the cadre of Section 
Officers/Ministerial (Class II , Group ’ B’ )

. in R.D.S.O.

It is notified that a limited Departmental competitive 

examination for selection of section Officers/Ministerial 

(Class II,Group 'B ') from amongst the Assistants/Stenographers 

of RDSO in scale Rs.425-800 RS/650-960 RS and SPAs in grade 

Rs,650-1040 as per the existing R & P ^ l e s  will be held on

12th and 13th February 1983.
/

Vacancies: There will, be three vacancies, including.

anticipated ones, out of these___ „and _____ vacancy ^ies

are reserved for and ST communities respectively,

Assistants/Stenographers of RDSO in scale 

Rs.425-800 RS/650-960 RS (including SPAs in gr. Rs.650-1040 RS) 

presently working on regular basis and have completed in 

this organisation 5 years service as on 1.10.1982 in the 

grades of Assistants/Stenographers, vail be eligible to 

sit for the examination.

4. The subjects for the eisamination and the max. marks 

allotted , to each paper and the scheme of exajnination are 

indicated below.
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Paper
No,

Subject. Time
allowed

Maximum
Marks

Noting, drafting & 
Precis \citing.

2h hr s. 100

Date of 
Examination 
and timings.

12-2-1983 . 
from 10.30 
hrs onwards.

A

12.2.1983 
from 14.30 
hrs onwards

II (a) Procedure S< 2| ” 100
Practice obtain 
ing in the I'̂ Iin. 
of Rlys.

(b) General Knowledge of 
the Constitution of 
India and the 
practice and proce­
dures in Parliament.

INbte: Some guidance on these subjects can be had from

(l) Manual of Office Procedure issued by the 
Mini, of Rlys

(ii) Main provisions of the Constitution of India; 
and Rules of Procedures and Conduct of business 
in the Lok Sabha and R-ajya Sabha.

Ill General Rules & Rly 2-| Hrs 
Act,

100 13.2.1983 from
10.30 Hrs on 
wards.

J

Note: Knowledge of the following vK)uld be expected:

(i) Indian Railway General Codes Vol.I and II
(i i )  Railway Board Act, and

(iii )  The Indian Railways Act,

Total marks. 300

Interview: The candidates will be 
interviewed by a Committee 
and their CRS evaluated.

100 marks.

Note: The venue of the examination and the date/
time of interviev/ shall be riotified later' on.

0§ndidates will be placed on the panel in the order of

% r i t  as reflected by the result of this examination.

hoifever, the appointments of selected candidates will be

'ordered subject to the final decision on the Writ

p.iStition no.2516 of 1980 pending in the Allahabad HighCourt
■ './Lucknow Bench.

Eligible candidates, who wish to compete,in the examination 
should inform In writing through proper channel, the E-11  
feranch RDSO/Lucknow or or before 15,12,1982 Intimation of- 
mllingness must reach by 15.12,1982 and any application 
received thereafter vail not be considered.

File NoilI/SLN/0/S0(Mln.)/Comp.

Lucknow 11, dated 5.11.1982,
General.
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In the Hon’ ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.
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Writ Petition No 

P.K . Dhar and others. —

Versus

Uniom of India and other.

of 1983.

Peti'tioners.

Opp, Parties.
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
Ministry of Railv/ays

(R .D .S.o .

STAFF NOTICE

^ub: Limited Departmental Competitive
Examination in connection vdth the 
formation o,f a panel to fill the 
vacancies i4  the cadre of Section 
Officer (Min) (Class I I ,  Grx)up *B) 
in RDSO.

Ref; Staff Notice No.EII/SLN/0/S0(Min) 
Comp.(82-83) dt. 5 .11.82.

A list of the elgible candidates who have expressed 

their willingness to appear for the above examination 

scheduled to be held on 12 & 13.2.1983 is enclosed.

'^he staff concerned should report to Estt.II Branch in 

the Admn. Building at 10.00 hrs on 12.2.83. % e  

Controlling officers/section incharges are requested to 

ensure that the contents of this notice are noted by the 

staff concerned under them.

DA: One list.

/ ,  File No.ElI/SLN/0/S0(Min).

Comp-(82-83) dt. 1 .2 .83 .

Sd/- 1.2.83 
(B.R.Sharma) 

for Director General.
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Distribution.

i

1. DDE-II, JDE, DDA, SO/Rectt, SO(E-l), SO/'^-III,

SO/E-If, SO/Stenos, SO/MCW,SO/MP, SO/Researcti,

S.o/M&C, SO/Civil,. SO/Confd., SO/S&T, MG,Asstt./Arch Dte 

Asstt./Elec Dte, Asstt/TI-jpDTe,• JDP,Asstt,/Traffic Hesearch 

Dte, Sr Dy.D.G., SPA/DG, DF, SO/ED, DD,DOC, Asstt./MRS(Eclc)

2 ,^he Chief A(3mn, Officer (MIP)-R), Mear Vikas Kuteer,

Tilak Bridge, New Delhi (in  r/o Sti.RD,Sharma & Sawari Lai)

3. '̂ ’he Secretary to the Hon’ble Governor, State Govt

of U,P,,Ra;i %avan, Lucknow (in r/o Sh.S.K.Jain, Steno 

Sr II  of RDSO),

4. "̂ he Chief Project Manager,Rly.Electrification, Jaika 

Bhayan, (3rd floor) CommercialRoad,Civil Lines, Nagpur 

(in  r/o S/Sr .CR Gopalakrishanan & N.Krishnajnurthy 

Steno Gr.Il)

5. ^he Principal, ^ly.Staff College,Vadodara (in  r/o 

^hri Bowlekar, Steno Gr.II of RDSO)

6. The Managing ^^irector, Rail India Tech. Economics Service 

Ltd ., New Delhi House, 27 Barakhan ^ a d .  New Delhi

(in  r/o RNSharma).

7. Jt,Erector Insp(Eiec.) ,RDSO C/o Integral Coach Factory 

Par^bur, Madras (in  r/o Sh.S.Govindarajan, SPA)

8. Chief Engineer (Const.) Brahmputra Valley bridge project 

N.H.Railway Maligaon, Cauhati (in r/o ^h.EA Khan

Office Supdt.)'



List of eligible candidates who gave their vallingness 
to appear in the Limited Departmental Competitive 
Examination for the post of Section Officer (Min) in^ 
RDSO to be held on 12& 13-2-83.

. A

r

1. . B.N.Verraa, PA
2. EP Shardj PA

3. Karnail ^ingh, PA

4.
55
6.
7.
8.
9.
10
11.
12.
1'3.
14.
15.'
16.
17.
18.
19
20 
21. 
22. 
23.
24
25 
26. 
27 
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34. 
355
36
37
38
39.
40.
41
42
43 
44.
45
46
47 

, 48
49
50

M.Balasbrahmathan PA 
SR Krishnamurthy PA 
lyiR Sri vast ava PA
GN MallF^a, PA 
GK Wadhwa, PA 
Jarnail Singh, PA 
Mo hinder PraKash P A 
KS Murthy SPA 
R.Subramanian, PA 
RK Bhola, SPA 
ii.Keshav Rao, SPA 
MM Bhaya, PA 
AV Adishankar 0A 
RT Uppal, PA 
OP ^harma, SPA 
BD sharma, PA 
Sawari Lai PA 
GN Shahani, Asstt.
GR Mehdiratta, PA 
Tulsi Ram SPA

531
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60 
69 
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73

SK Jain, PS/Governor UP?^
GKV Naira PA 
N.Krishnamurty, PA 
OR Gopala^rishnan PA 
KR Upadhyaya, PA 
GR Bhugra, PA 
KC Gupta, PA 
Avtar Singh PA 
Basant Kumar PA 
Ram Kisha, PA 
GP Bhatnagar PA 
Dev Raj Main PA 
VR Josfe PA 
K.Bhaskaran PA 
CM :^wlekar PA 
RKBansal P^ î 
I Souren, Asstt.
KA Velayudhan PA 
R.Jagadesan PA q,
R.Jage Raghavaendiran PA-̂  
M.Vedapuri PA 
EN Verma Asstt,
RN Sharma, PA 
EA Khan Asstt 
TR Bhasin Asstt
L . Kandul ana SO/Rectt 
KP Saxena, Asstt.

75
76
77
78
79
80 
81 
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92

!!3®S_‘̂ »?®signation___

S/Shri

Salvinder Singh PA 
DPPrabhakar PA 
BN Dhavan PA 
HV Rag hup at hy PA 
KR Moorty SPA 
RP Mittal PA 
Aali Chand Kardan Asstt 
Mi hi Lai Asstt 
Ashutosh Dutta, Asstt 
SNTiwari Asstt.
HR Singh asstt,
SV jSKananikesbwaran Asst 
VB Dudeoa PA 
KC Talwar Asstt 
^shan  Lai Pharma Asstt 
NC Banerjee, Asstt 
JJ Hare Asstt 
Brahn Dev Asstt 
Om Dubey Asstt 
MM Mathur Asstt 
RN Dixit Asstt 
Ajaib Singh Asstt 
NS Budhai SPA 
TR Mooflri PA 
DN Tewari Asstt 
SN Dutta Asstt 
SK Bose Asstt 
Arshad Aii Khan Asstt 
NP Go sain PA 
S.Govindaraoan SPA 
VK Sagar Asstt 
ML Behai Asstt 
P.Srivastava PA 
KV Ramakrishanan PA 
K.Ramachandran SPA 
MLMaQ-hotra Asstt 
PD Srivastava Asstt 
IS Kamthan Asstt 
Jagdish Chand Asstt 
Gulam Husain PA 
PK Dhar Asstt 
MP Grover PA 
Govind Lai PA



■r In the Hon’ble High court of Judicature at Allahabad,
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No.WS/OC/M.

GOViENMjî T̂ OF INDIA: MINISTRI OF RAILWAYS 
RESEARCH DESIGNS AND Sl̂ Al̂ DARDS OR(iAl«.SAlION 

MaNaK'NaGAR,LUC£['JOv/. '■ ■ ,,

Dated: 19*1.1983

Sub':..Minutes of ^the meeting of the ’ 
Office Council held on 11,1.1983.

• , ' A copy of the minutes ■ of .the ateve'meeting of
,RDSO Office Council is enclosed for necessary action. The 
Officers concerned are requested to please send the progress/ 
comments., in tri^plicate> to the undersigned in respect of 
the items pertaining to their Branch/Section latest by 
21.2.1983, Hindi version will follovi/.

^A/One.
■ •

D is t r ib u t io n ;

(P.N.Kapior 
Secretary to J.G.

. dii

1.A11 Directors

2,Sr.Dy.DG, JD/Estt. , DD/l>-lI', DD/Admn., JD/P J DF ' T M  

DCOS SO/E-I SO/r^II.I SO,/i>-W So/Stenos SO/Rectt. ' 

so/Hindi AAO SO/Gonfdl, General Secy.,RDSO Sports

Association Secy, to DG and'Admn., Section, .

SO'C'-y. C ^C Ji ( /̂-r.-f ■'\ r \ / (^  - <P.-.'7-̂ /̂, f!

(-Q />.. a.!
S ’■■■' -r L "

^ '1

fO Sfy:iAr̂ i

: r

• >



c OPI'ICE G O W l L .R D S O /i n G ^ O s h >t

MliWTES 01' SHE MEETMIi OF THE OEEICE COUNCIL HEIJ)
Y  ON 11.1.1983 EROM ii ,00 HRS. ONv/aEDS IN THE ' 

GOimiTTEE R00M„ ^R,T).S.O. , LUGiqOW. ■ •

. ' E S'E'N I

Shri M,K,.G-,9mfchar ’ ,,1,*̂  Chairman, Office Council.

OEEICIlL .SIDE  ̂ . : , ■  ̂ , ■

1, Shri S.X.Jagdhari, Sr.J)y.,DG
2, Shri R.Mahto , , , JDE
3, Shri K. Kumar ' , DD/Admn,-
4c! Shri, Dharam Singh, TM' '
5»- Shri K.K, Soni , SO/E-1

.(Representing JDE)

1,Shri Su"bo.dh Behari, ' - ■
.Secy./OC(CTSA)

2 .Shri R.N.Mandal, CTSA 
3.ihri R.K.Mai'lic-k,CTSA 
4>Shri B..B.Choudhuri CTSA , 
■5-Shri inderjeet Sharma,CT'SA 
■6. Shri Gurmukh' Singh,

JtoSe,LSy/0:C(CFSA)
7. Shri 
8̂  Shri

N.B.Singh, CESA 
Baboo la 1 , CESA

■ This heing his f irst . meeting o f ' the Off ide' Council, the 
Chairman -welcomed and assured the staff representatives of. full 
cooperation from, the Administration side, so as to increase the 
efficiency and effectiveness 'of'the O;rganisation and to mitigate, 
the grievances of the staff .to .the maximum possible extent. The. 
staff side also assured the Chairman, of'.their full cooperation in 
this regard,;.' , , . ■ ’ ,

• The items listed on the Agenda, were then taken up for 
discussion as follows; . ■

1.

> '
1.1

Review of che mihutes of Office Council meeting held 
on ■ 28. 8c l982 (Number assigned in brackets shovi/s the 
no. given in. the minutes of the meeting held on 28 .8<,82)

Supply of Uniforms to Malies . and. Khalasis. in accordance. 
with Home Ministry Rdlesf" 2/82) _____________ _____________

The sta ff i^epresentatives pointed out that there were 
a-'few categories of staff, . like Malies, K halasis and Wireman etC; 
which find .place both' in the Home Ministry Dress regulations and 
Railway Dress 'Regulations, making them eligible for . supply o f 
uniforms aocording to the scale‘and style prescribed in these 
two sets of rules . and , regulations, but these categories, of staff 
w ere. b.eing ,denied this privilege in RDSO. The Chairman advised 
the staff representatives that the matter had'been referred to 
the Railway Boai?d for their approval for giving uniforms to- a 
few cat.eg'o.rles of staff (including Malies),, Board's '-approval 
is awaited.' .The staff representatives 'reque0t(ed the Chairman to

p, K -  .
: i-
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JDE

^  that proposals for creation of necesscry higher grade posts 
(including posts of SOs) are"made out at the earliest.

The Chairman agreed to keep the po-ints expressed 
hy the .staff representatives in respect of promotlpnal ■; 
prospects, in view.

The staff representatives also brought out the case' 
of regularisation of che promotion of. four SOs prouiot.ed as 
a result of. the last Limited Departmental Competitive 
Examination. In -their view, this was' not v/arranted in the 
light of the Court’s order on the Writ Petition^ The 
Chairman stated that, the case .will be looked into, :

The, staff representatives informed the Chairman 
that Railway Board had ordered certain modifications in the 
R&P Rules for the post of SO/iinisterial in RDSD and- 
requested that the same-may be implemented. The staff 
representatives also requ'ested'the Chairman to order 
postponement of the nofified limited departmental competitive 
examination for the post of SO/Minis terial scheduled for 
February.; 198.3. The Chairman advised that since the case has 
become subjudice, it was not intended to discuss the issue^ 
However, he would have the; papers-examined for;any action 

;■ as deemed fitc ■

1.5 Rationalisation of Cadre structure- in RDSO: (9/82)''

The.Chairman advised the staff repres'ehtatives to, 
expedite submission of a Mem orandum, - highlighting 
their proposals with ;]Ustification on the subject of Cadre 
restructures, as'agreed during ' the meeting held by them 
w-ith M.E.. on 1. 10.1982 in Rail .Bhavan,, to enable the 
Administration to , examine the same. The .staff re^j'^.^e.ntativas 
V'/anted in connection with the memorandum to be 

.ysubmitted on. the subj ect. by them, a liG«;;l̂ -'of 
' categories • of s t a f ft h e ir  number and, pay scales. The 
Chairman agreed, to give them, this list. '

1.6' Upgradation of technical staff in the pay-scale 
of RS.550-750/BS to Rso-5^0-900/RS; (18/82)

8.1X

- The staff representatives were advised that a 
proposal was sent to the Board to allow uniform grade of . 
Rs. 550-900/RS to DDAs in RPSO, whose present grade was 
Rs. 550-750/RS. They , were ; alsp  ̂ ^dvised that the Board 
had directed to make revised pro’posals with matching 
surrender to compensate for the extra expenditure 
involved 'due to- this upgradation. This issue was examined- 
in consultation with the technical'directorates, of RDSO, ■ 
and ;it Was'found that such, matching surrender would not 
be feasible. • .■ . .. ,

f . K - B K 4/-



r

JDE
DDA

^$^-83 will te scheduled accordlnly,. Aay suggestions/proposals 
can,however he given to the I^esident for' consideration.,

1.10 Deduction at >jhe rate of ,Rs. 10/- from the salaries
of. Class I I I  TempDrary Railway Servants of RDSO 
towards Group Insurance cover-under neiv liisurance 
Scheme from 1 .1 .19G2V( 25/82) _________ ' ' '' ■ ' '

Staff representatives v/ere advised, that the' direct ives 
on the. subject provided that the rate of subscription and 
related benefits under the new sche'me shall be d '̂teroiined with 
reference to the post held on a regular basis(hot on ,ad hoc ■ 
basis). Since the de-casualised staff ha ve been regularised 
against group'D' posts, they are not entitled for a higher' 
rate of deduction.

The staff representatives re£?4 out provisions of 
,para 2501(b ) ' and 25li of Establishment Manual, and stated 
that in their opinion, the temporary Class III.Railway 
Servants on de~casuaIisation were eligible f/)r higher 
insurance cover* The Chairman advised the staff 
representatives to furnish furth.er details and facts on 
the issue to' enable him to re-examine the same de-novo,

1.11 General Insurance premium from Class I I I  Staff of
RD50; (25/ 82). ________ 1_____ ___ ____ _______ 1̂..____

JDE _ ' ' '
The Chairman advised the staff representatives that

the matter has already been referred to the. Railway Poard
and that their decision is still awaited. The' staff

. representatives requested the. Chairman to have the matter
pursued so as to get the decision expeditiously^

1^^ 25/  ̂ of regular posts in the Artisan cadre be 
/ .filled up by temporary status ' employ ees of RDSO:

............- ___ ______________ ____ _______ ________  .

JDE
y_ The staff representatives gave reference of

Para 2511 of the Establishment Manual to j-ustify their 
demand. The Chairman indicated that these provisions 
r-elated to benefits to -casual labour, such' as pay,leave, 
Passes eto. , For the filling up. of posts of HS/SS 

•Categories, BDa.rd's'orders vide their letter Ko.E(NG)II- 
77/CL/46 dated 14/15.7.82 are very clear.and have to be 
followed. These orders stipulate that 25^ of the 
vacancies only will be filled up by th:e de-casualised 
labour who have got temporary status. The matter was 
discussed at length. The staff representatives disagreed 
and held the view that the ca: e existed under the rules 
for regularisation of de-casualised, s^a^f against newly 
created jposts of skilled/semi-slci.l^ed-'posts^ As a result 
agreement on this matter could

p. /<
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JDE 
DDE-11 
SO/
Go ndl.

^ 5 .  Condonation of break in service for abserxce on 
19,1 > 82 (Bharat: Bandjij.,.,--- ----- ----- -

wliile stressing the need for the Administration to 
maintain discipline, the Chairmaji informed the staff 
■representatives that hrealc.in service ordered in the case 
of some absenting staff on the "Bandh” day cannot be 
condoned. On being pointed out from the staff representatives? 
the Chairman agreed that in all these ca'ses the employees 
will be informed of-.break in service if not done alreadye 
The employees concerned are free in normal course to 
represent their case to the Administration.

6. Surplus Out-houses -in FJ)SO. ' •

The Chairman- advised the stf.ff representatives that 
a census had been taken by the TMo According to this 
census, 19 out houses were allotted long back and in 
addition, there vjere 58 out--houses, ■ out of which 45 are 
required for the occupants of the main house. Regarding 
the balance 1!̂  out-houses, the Chairman advised that .these 
out-houses caaanot- be segregated so as to ensure privacy 
for th,e occupants' of the main house. These out-houses 
are very old and for reasons of heavy estimated costs,, 
these cannot be pro v ided-w ith basic amenities such as 
bathroom, laterine, kitchen etc. ..provision for which is 
prescribed'as per extant orders. '"■'The staff representatives , 
stated that tne information collected by the Admn, vms 

•not factiJ^ally correct/ ‘They also pointed o’ut that the 
Rly.Board has ordered to allot these surplus out-houses to 
the Class TV staff, so the orders of the Board must be 
implemented. They also stressed thatno addition^ii^ and 
extra amenities . is needed to be provided at-'present.
The Chairman advised the staff representfeives to 
furnish facte and figures. They can offer for,a 
further examination in the light of information to be 
submitted by them«

7,

f̂c)Z.Estt-r II

Reg u 1 a r i s a t i 0 n 

..b.asi,

of Class H(Tech,) Staff officiating

SO/Confd The Chairman advised the staff representatives
of the relevant rules prescribed by the Railway Board in 
regard to the promotions, DPCs, assessment based on 
C-Rs, etc. which are being followed in RDSO. It was also 
pointed out that this item pertaining to CRs was already 
discussed v.dth ME in meeting held on 1,10,1982 and actidrig5j,,.

8 / -
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/NFIR .& 
AIKP etc, 

by tile 
RLy. Bd. ■ 
are 'being 

endorsed

decisions are endorsed to the recognised associetioas and , 
under the- circumstances., issue of yet ano ther-statemenc' 
of actions taken on the iteu]s discussed-in the'Offi'oe 
•Council'meetings, does not appear'necessaryThe st-aff 
representtives informed, that the .practice o'f attach.:.rig uhe 
statement -of actions' tal?en on :the' ‘items discussed in ■
Office Council'Meetings held in the Board ‘s o.ff ide was also 
prevalent in the Board's Office and recj'aeso-ed that the sarie 
should be adop;:ed .'in, .xiDSO. as w,ell. The Chairman advised uiê  
staff, representatives- that the position-will be -checked up to 
decide che future course of action in RDSO, ' . '

12. Supply of copies of rules'/regulations to recognised 
staff a s s o c ia t io n s :____________________ _'

The’ Chairman informed the staff representatives that 

copies of the coramunications incorpo,ra'-ing j:ules-and 
regulations on staff matters and' which are of staff 
interests, received'from- Kailv^ay Board and also endos?se'd to-̂C 
to the recognised'staff associations in KDSO a's well. In 
addition, copies of all rules/orders of Board and RDSO 
Administration which relates the'seivice conditions or other 
matters of the employees ..are s.ent to.-the directorates for
information of the staff. The staff representatives pointed 
out two cases, viz. , rules framed by the Administration in 
.respe(*t of allotment of quarters and their subsequent 
amendments, . and. holding of Dl'Cs., co pies in respect of which 
had not been supplied to the recog.nised association's. 
Chairman advisad the staff, representatives that these 
be examined and necessary action taken.

■The
will

13. Booking of Ran dhani Kall- and Auditdrium

JDP
TEt̂ r

D33/ Admn.

- The Chairman advised the staff .representatives 
that it was not intended to have any dealing with 
un-recognised associati3ns. The Chairman, therefore, did' 
not agree to the -demand of the staff ..representatives -to 
extend booking of Raj dhani Plall and' Auditorium in favour 
of un~recognised staff associations. The item is 
treated as. closed.

14, Implementation of agreements reached at the 
Departmental Council and'National Council 
in- RDSO __ ____  ' _____________

'?/e are receiving orders on all matters discussed 
through Railw!'ay Board and these are. implemented 
accordingly. . After detailed discussions the item 
was- treated as ''Closed. : - .  ̂ ,

----------------1 0 / -
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ptyfeJHiRf functicnal duties which Liac.e thrn^'lip1iblf:> for 
g'cttinf the protective clothing's. Thr Chairmn ir '̂icc-tcd

< -J-ho-h *t".hT c' T/LfT T 1 nYo. r t? n*rr .that this will be exauiriGd.

19. T). r o f  Mcxt Mratinr:

It was decidod to hold thr- next i.i(-etinr on 8^3,1983^

20, Rules and Laws applicable to HjSO staff ;

Since this itrii v/as of fenoral nature, the Chairnan 
asked the staff representatives to five a write-up on the 
specific points at issue, to get the same examined for taking 
appropriate action.

2 1 - Schedule of the meetings of-various coiridttees' 
formed in HDSO;___ __ ________ ;__ _ ________ ________

The staff representatives pointed out that the 
periodicity or schedule of the r.ieetHigs of various coi:ir..iittees 
formed in RDSO in which representatives from the staff 
associations were included, have not been laid down and that 
in absence of such regular meetings,’ the interest of the 
staff Was suffering. "The staff representatives also pointed 
out that the decisions arrived at the periodical meetings of 
the Quarters iHlotmcht itules Committee were not being 
Gtommunicated to the recognised associations. , , -

The Chairman advised the staff representatives that 
sports meetings are held once a year and the same is due next 
month. The meetings of thr Cantron Fjcdiagrment Goinmitter are; 
held regularly and that the last meeting: was held on 4,1.1983, 
In regard to the Town Area Co:..ii.ilttoe - which is an advisory 
comiaittee, TEN will be asked to actiyise this Committee, In 
regard to -the meetings of. the Manak Railway School Committee, 
the periodicity is once In 4 TxOnths and this schedule is 
being adhered tOc- In rc^gard to Quarters Allotment Rules 
Committee, the meeting, is held as and when required. It. Was 
agreed to supply the copy of decisions taken at various 
Quarters Allotment Rules Committee.-. This itea i s ’treated as . 
closed.

The nerting ended with a vo^i of thanks to the chair.

(K. KUmR)
Deputy Pirrctor (l̂ d mini st rat ion)
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In the Hon’ Die High ^ourt of Judicature at Anahabad,

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

•Writ PetitionNo, of 1983,

PiiK.%ar and others. Petitioners.

Versus

Union of India and anot her. Opp,Parties,

Affidavit.

■ y

I , P, K. Dhar aged about 52 years, son of 

Sri P.C. D liar, Assistant Selection Grade , R .D .S .O ., 

Manafe Nagar, Luckî ovj-, do hfereby solemnly affinii 

and state as under

1. That thle deponent is petitioner no,1 

in ttaje abdve noted writ petition and is fully 

conversant with tHIe facts deposed td hereunder:-

2. That ttie contents of paragraphs 1 to 26 of. 

the accompanying writ petition are true to my 

personal knowledge.

3 .That annexures are true copies of their 

originals.

Lucknow Dated 

Feb.. 6 ,  1983 Deponent.



■
\

2.

&  ■

Verification.

i.

I

I , th® abovenanied deponent, do iiereby 

verify thiat tfe contents of paras 1 to 3 of thUs 

affidavit are true to my own knowledge. .No part 

of it is false and nothS.ng material has been 

concealed, so Kelp me God.

Lucknow Dated 

Feb. 1983.

pJ<>hk<\V

Deponent.

I identify thfe deponent v;tio 

has signed before me.

Clerk of Sri Brijes’a Kumar,

Solemnly affirmed before me onp^ 

at 'O^a.m./puip by

the deponent is identified by v

Clerk of Sri Brijesh Kumar,Advocate, Lucknow. J 
I have satisfied myself by examirJLng the deponenjr 

that he understands tUi contents of thS affidavit 

\̂ rfiich has been read out and explained by me.

©ATH COMMISSIOWBs 
h Court, Allahabad 

.Ê knovv Bf̂ C;

6
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2.

Verification,

I , ttie abovenajiied deponent, do iiereby 

verify thhat tlie contents of paras 1 to 3 of thUs 

affidavit are true to my own knowledge, .No part 

of it is false and nothiing material has been 

concealed, so htelp me God.

Lucknow Dated 

Feb.^l, 1983. Deponent,

I identify thfe deponent who 

has signed before me.

Clerk of Sri Brijesh Kumar,

Solemnly affirmed before me onp^ 

at 'O^a.m./Euiq? by ^

the deponent is identified by

Clerk of Sri Brijesh Kumar,Idvocate, Lucknow. J 
I have satisfied myself by examining. the deponen)^ 

that he understands tfe: contents of thS affidavit 

\ ^ch  has been read out and explained by me.







t -

4 ^ -

16 1, 15- Xotter ^4tl0^ta«,DO

17*. kxm:w' 1C# : ■ * '. •v**̂  ^
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Xik tm Cteyrt &JieatMra' *t jai8li-ab6d,

f̂Tlt Petition lip. of im3.

% ' P* ’ E* sriar .«©:fs of irt ■ PmC»

' Asststsfiit Ci3Pade-.(fcl«cti*i<5»l)

R#jMrareit .U*iH5igais ist«siasrdsi Orgartisatlofj - 

Maaak-Msga?, l-uekmstr.

LoJ^
2« 'l#s, S*€# ¥#r»% _

^■sistsist, E9®«art-ft ■ a

3taB3arci4 trgas'^ssitioa# M m k  Stfar^ ■

I ,  Stftgh #on jiri Btjagat SiiUgh,

■ Aisaiitssntt ■ Sff»5,fKs aw5 Stssfj^sr^*

O3fgsnisatJ.0iit MiMaals hviiskmwm

*“** P^tltj.oner.«.

, f'et.sua

1* n̂l&n of Iisdit ttiroygh 0«er»ttry ;■ 
ati.lw0f ioa-rdf lisiAl Uqw

a# ^iraet®r O@o®ral, Eussafcsh' ft̂ iigii ©aid 
Stau^»ris OrgaJiiaaUGS^^ f4a«^ ' tl*gar»

X,tait̂ at50w,

0ps08it« g^artifii.

Writ nrn^r Jlrticl# 226

©f th« Cenititutiei^ « f  iBSla. ■
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fm  piitl,ti©i!itra- rsipesstfttlljr bog Ise ®,tats as 

1# .that the.p!©titio«ers er'^:.^rki^jg lis 

th^ n m m m h  l)tstsns.',Riid Stsrs«srcia

S^at prtssnt. snalf  ̂ pay tht Assistants 

i^ftr freii' tim© ■ to ■ tî e is l̂ »4.15**90O*

\ 5„. %a.t ife®' i&f pay.dt.tli© St#ii«fgr4^li^ra

griide 11 In fe,4 ^ 0 9 0 ,

■%, *%®t 'to iOiile' af tfee pc*.at of
■ %etiaa:Om©#r la 5̂ .68]&̂ iaiOil.. it-in.- ela.s$ II po$t. 

Prisr ffee |rts# if6| pi*©acitfofi t© p#0t ©f

. %0tion  0|*£i;ii«r wag ©pm to t&@ ei'il.y*

< r
&t Smtim Officer, yM^h imt, is etri«l#ut ,

tii# fesraitsierst «il«s  for t o  post of Seetion Offie«ra, 

A m pf alo'ng' %i:.th th® t o  '

. . B©ari it feGlHf m jffla€j£»r€',̂.1' t© t̂ 4.®

w it . p0tiU&ti^_ ■ ,

5 , ift ©rier t© ©rttte 

f  tft tlift' Btta©gra|>iwr«

. i îrsessiî lj.'0§«lgnsi atî : SeaRdmŝ d©. 0:rf®alsattea Ciiurel«-

to as i^if f?#D*.S,0#) the opposi'*:® ,

'pmrtf tto*t tsf- liig'ifetttr t̂ o* l^6S/Stsm €®t®d 

t2*S#,i1p- the ©presits'

r«|tt®ste4' ttiat St#nof r^^hura in th«

. . R,0,s*ci, aliso m  madia ©iigi'fcl® for

t®' Uiasi. II l̂ ests of %'stifjn, Oftlcisrs ( M n )  ,

io the a.D#S*0* A -tiros & r / th®. saS4 lttt®r is

g V  H i  Mti'USi'i'
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Ann k

' 6*: Xlittt ©n a «r?oid#ratio?i ©f . tte aforesaid: -

. roqucst .tte ftGtlwaf to provldl#. , .

 ̂ post6 of Bsction Officers (Mri}* to'.fos reserved

'■ - for tbe purpoBQmt- proBoti.R{j .'pemanent steasgrqphors- 

,;-;irji th© m  bosls* ’ . R a i l w a y a  ' .,

■'-isaî : lett-jr is 4*1l»1f-63, tru0-«opj e'f

snosas^d a9̂  5 to 'tMs’writ' ■

. petitios* %  aoan-o ot th«̂  letter tlit ■ ■

'. YlZf, ■ IhtB i2) vm â pmxCn̂  IselcW'tlie f^cmltsent 

Hyiijs Xu rc^h-wct 6 i section officers to"̂  in«llerit#'

XM  neXu facv of rosorvatltsa of tm pml3 i^r 

proisotloD i?y seloetioJi^,3*fe5e-basiO'te© â 2©!is,st ■-, 

the .pQrman'^nt ^tcftsgri^hero Is tiio liOT id.tb '

K'tleast ttiO ym m  fra^o'ii^ tftat

. p tU m ., . ■ , ■■ '

'7* it  BMpmxM t*a*s:t ’ ^  ^t^ '̂'rw^rapH$rs .': ■

• fiorkiar, Ir.. ,tH© *11)50 enlerg^sraont ftf ttto

■ field eaijiM lity  6 f  t e l r  eatesox'y far p'airpoces

■ of pmiotioa"sgair.st th'<? ClaJ^s T.I p&atS'-Qt/mtctlon ■

■ ^fficey' (j-'ii’i) aTil &.n n result tholr efforts ■

■' the b r its  lc}l!.«r HB/2/15 HU 1^

.(tateti 3*6*19S4 pro^pomd ttiBt -l-’-temigrLpliQ?fl In  the?

PJiitC 'wiih. 'f> yef;u-'6 sî 'rvico In- tt‘C Grad© K..&Y he 

. to co3apot0 Hssigtcats ia  the itCVÂ  tor the

peotof;.'Gctlon C'fficcr to be filled ao' a reault 

of depai't2aont*5l tosts. i'iio' Rsilvfsy Eae*"̂ !̂ '® siî :

■ letter vijjn ad.dri»*4i?ed to tm  Seor̂ t̂ -y,,. Unic-a ,

ior> îce Cot:>alsslo-i# Mew seoHiAi; it,o

-. apr-t'evol to 'th© proposal* 4 true copy of tnls 

l0ttar dat**srl 6,,e*1964 is beias hB Aanoxaro 4

’to this writ potiU.on#
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S* %ftt it  tpftftFff thit tb* Uaisii Public 

Strvist CoiMsi»»iori con@iar,rtiS idtu tn« 

r#co»®en<[atiofi and »a m r^m lt th«r«ef tfe#

%crult**at mnt Swrth&r aodi:fie4 uadi

3t«ii0gr«ph#r« idth 13lv® «trvi«« iî  ttm gr«d«

iftrt i^Iaaid in tht fi«3ld Qf tiigifeiiity 

ijdtii th# fcr ^p<»Jlnta!«At *ga4.ndt

50 p*r e«nt of ttot ptste «?.*? itctioa ©fiicser® (-'tin) 

^ i&h  mr^ to h9 fillti lajs th# b«»iie at' 

D€|}*rtai®atal ttuts* tima In »4dition t«> th«

re3#rv«;ti©a of tw& po^ts mm* in iWeur tf 

St^ni?sr»pr^tri: ' d / o f  Btet® <^) lypra, % t

was elrctilmte'.! by of ^erty m , l ‘ #

lott-'̂ r dat£?a 17*9» 13.64*. a tpi# oopy .of %?tiieh is twiug 

Aiirt,5 &.wrtaa i»s Ariii«xar« ■•«o» 5 to thi« p«tit.lon.

r
9* 'iliat th* A»si5t«iits m r ^  also «Xlgi^l«

^  fiar prmatlon t© tb« pssts of i-st^blisi3«»at

tiist £‘f i»#̂ i'4oa Qifimrt} (Mia.)

%  reiisoa of ttitaiaAfiir&tiv# n̂ &rrsRstiSfat t%» p*st*

of S#rjtJ.<5Q Ofti.G«r& (lUa*) ftrta twi o.f

wtrt «irr«fHisl#rt<i a

.furthi&i' sh35lî «.*f« ot pr©«otionai *ir«)tsu«» for 

^6«l«tani:fs warklaf t!?Mi RDSQ h*s r«8Ultt4l, In 

falniftss in view ojt th* s«idl »tiri£ik«g# the 

res«rvatlcn of tm pest# of Stction (Hirj.) a«d4

in favour tfeis ??t©fiogri8f)ri«roi ijy tt|>p#adl*d

to th« R«cruit»®nt HuX«w &«v» b«»fi

but the 8«a« was not ifOjRit,

10. Th.t on th* wntPijy II || fyl^igj 

zr™, th. f .e t .  lndl*.t.d  h . m « f t « .  th.
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■ la th# R£SK5 pjnovideil with furtfcier %v«nu*

&£ p«^ji»9tion th« «eld poats •xcluidvdly atnd

despito tho ai»®e the nasnflaieiifc sittdt ia th«

H*ciruit«i«2it «ulas» ia mgaril to tci® category c.r Satctiofi

la tn#ir fd\*0‘.r r̂-.-âi-i-ed xjuefomngsd.

3;% is  «t«(t'i'cS fn-it ^ae p<?i3t ..>?>otl̂ n Officyr-■

{.jrtsn©/ in ClaiiS II* Wita craiist̂ d ®xcluaiv«ly

for jjyoBiO'fcl.cH* fi-'Oi* #aor4ft;jt Stcii©© q£

. ftly^a&jird’K letter M^.X(ns) 7/13, dated

30tti <&f tMcmhrnTf t9/0# ti'ue »p y  of tlie i«ld 

^nn* 6 X©t,t«r is ik«nex̂ *S as AriHQX'are $ t«* tkls

writ petition.,

11* l^at f«rtfe«r by of th* «ly«B#iird*8

m .  -C ■III/75 ?VSly.3<3* SiKjtt/Ftai dat®d 

27. r* 1^76.̂  1o po&CB- of 1»;-tr-t**

\i9Hj- directed to.bt* t« tlî - «cal«

of jii.6S0-0:5 *. fe* 1040.00 fra# thm acalif is.45^*00

&.®00,00 to tu.*thur* af proaistlo/i

- «xciU^v«ly tc* Jla th# flBSO'

trsie ccj /̂ ~7f th« H3>* ,&.fori'«(il*;“ letter

Afio# 7 dace-i 27*7*/$ is lining anatJced m  A'inex«ir*t 7 to

triis urit pgtitiwu Xc is ralsv-mt to that

33 a r«^3ult of i^psf̂ ati'̂ tlonaf tn@ saiiS p®«t«r tney

iMieaa# gax^.tsd oiaas IX itifitsad XU

12* I'bat frwa th® fuets iiidicttad abo?« 

in th9 pr«c«ding par«« it  b# apparest that

18 p#«ts I n  feighar gra«S« via. gaa«tt«rd 21

mrm *anctioa«c! «3ielyiivtXy vita « vi««r to fsit>vid» 

ftirthtr iVftmtt ^ n ^ t i a n  •icelitt«lir*ly t© tii«
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stenographers vtoriiing In the RDbO* Despite the 

«a®Q thfi e2icti(!̂ «nt 1 made in ttie Racruitca^nt  ̂ Proaiotlon 

^ 1 * 3  to th« poats of Section Officer (Kin,) 

in favour of the irt«̂ nogr:T5herp! w«re not aodlflad 

or ^n e  tift? ^  away with though th« said e*enda®nt» 

w«rc? brought about g^voS^ f o r  fie reasons tnat 

the st'rncjrrsphfrs worfcinf; in tho f̂ CSO h?î  no 

-further ctv̂ nue of proi!f5ti.or3, tht fact that ther« 

was cartiilPiiont In the avenue of promotion of th# 

c«st©£ory of •\sntBtnnt ■Mjrfeinr; It. tho RD30 e lw  

wanted the e^ends&snts t» the ‘‘<?«!sultaent >kdo5 tc be 

<5on* away with.

15# Ih&t ^ in t  r«pr®eeatatlonf wei^ »»d« on 

lw?!3*il of th© A9«istfiint& to th3 sppositi?- p%rty 

t', thx’onjh oi>p«»<̂ ite .a;.? rtvision

of Recruitaent Prowjtion »^ulos for

Si%ctlo». Cfficorai (lUn.) in tho R.0,i3*O, It was 

«ub«»ltf«d tl!«t <5ui? to uogradfttion of o<jrt*in post* 

of ctf»nop̂ rt*t>r>orf! they h<!c! been orovi<3ed %dth 

adcqusts channel of prcsjoticn oKclusivsl;; mnd,

«l8 such, a revision of tha ii«cnjita*iit 'Salta wa» 

vmrrftnted, A further pic? Mer* M q'x i& herein 

ngein r«ttcrc.tcd th-:)t th« Union rublic 3enrice 

Coawisslon by ite lotier dattd ?3rd of October

1 9 addreseed to the oppo«ito psrty no*1 hnd 

lndiO“»ted in para 2 thereof thri th<»ro vaa « 

unifora prectica to allow only on* prcaotionul 

avenue to a post or a category of postn and in the 

opinion of the Union Public Service CoMsiisfion  ̂ in 

view of the seict baeio priociple, it \iOuld not be 

deaireble to liliow two pre^otionel evermee to the

A



s .

to ^rl Â fftanr̂ athait th© then at»bar ^glnttring 

. Ĵ l3f,3a, k tru« copy of the letttr Ib 

Ann,: $ ammted «s ^nntxiii^ 9 to this «rit patitloo.

** paryfitl-©f th« sai4 l#tt^r %î uld show that Sri 

Ku2Mc,Ti3l ir»41e«*t̂ %d tin#r#iR bt (Mr* Pa(l»antthfija) 

wultl -rtlimiwiiHinf ©ftio^  ̂.by Murciif 19SD and 

tht jstntus b« <9sl«t®la«d tw© posts ©f 

Section ■Uffiĉ r«i r«ser»f«d for HOSO,- «tfi>®gr»|>h©ra 

 ̂ tea sot d<?rn!Stf*yftd, It «ppe«rs that th<i iasaid î taiber

EiigineeTin# %tiri was the <X3®p»t»at

, ■ ft^tbsritj 'to « dtcisio.i *A%h reg>r4 to the 

RSSO taHlng ©omtsieratAoii tir̂ e psrseaal

4iffisw.ity îhioh !5£»y M  fMuata to Sri Kulkarnl,* 

t5» iialiitaift th^ »taityiS’*Quo and eoas^questlyf. 

•Uis ^eeiaioii was cf^nmxalmt^H to fcine dppositt 

paTcV* iio*i? Ir/ a IXrdlmi* tsearK*  ̂ 21*2,1980

a tru0 ecpy cf vî icH Is feeing ©s mfiexare 10

V'd£  Hrltp®titton„ ■ Th# HjtilvKif Bo«ri*s decision 

^  Isms cm^uniciitod' ĉ spos-tt#? p«rty rm̂ Z in

fcis turn, ^  n. ,̂̂ 3-rthi *ht» first algnatory to 

tho ,joint repr®?jsat«tion <iatet3 1P#9» 1979 tf his . 

I®tt-:-;r slt.uCd a trsâ fi aop-̂  0* isMCti in b®iaf
♦

Mm* 11 anne'5£ad a® attiisxur* .11 to t.ils -«lt

IS* ?ha.t ir* 5f the faet that th» 

coiaolyslon of tht R#il-biajr Board th*t cbam;«a 

of promotion «vaiifibl«? tc? the oat#g®ries ©f 

atiiff viz*, Msietasta St^mgrap’asrs in th® RDfiO 

«or« or !««« sisilar an.l̂  th«r«-Jtor«, 

quo b« «.#lr*talmd btifjg ern>jifi50.ua aad 0oati*ary to 

ttot« fsictsf th« patillsntrs •iiaotaer assistatniS furthtr 

ffiitdo ft ^oittt represtatatlon th« faotii*!

'S'
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pQilllos'i in th«t Whulf* t»s§ r«|»r%ft«t«ti©ia

mt' irtsteltwi on 9th of 19i0* A tm * copy 

12 ' bî irig- mmx^A m  ^nmmT^ I2f to thi«

«rlt iJfitltlcrj, wltli.« vltir to pl««9 on rteorti 

tftt facts îts,t#d *n.dtfe$. pl^m  r?iis*«3 th«rei«.

. 17*- i;Hat th« sai4 r«pr®#eam tion dutatf 

9t5*l980 wa?! fcjr^iar^sd t© th« ©ppcsit® party 

\w th«> opT>»«lt# pii?»ty 150,^ URdtr its; Ittt«r iia.-A/^Wo 

d-«t«4 A trut- c<jpy th« l#tttr

is nna«^.t4 *& A£sns«iJj« Ho, 13 to thi^ vsrit

pfftitloti. With a vitw show thattHt tmt*. d#t8il«d
% S ~ '^

in tht T>MiC .̂?.t«1 to

indi«-itct tilt factual pasitia;! vilth reg^srl te- the 

prQimti^^n to tm: cattoarl>3  ̂ of th# 

ifiz* a*i?l ^ Ic h

dtspittltT in tn« î?iwe5u# ot 

f»o th# t w  #at«gorl«--i issnflmfid by 

th.e s>p,::)oslt':? oaf-h/ *m^2, A tru^ sopv of tte« letter 

fu^%1y80 tif f3i50f.si't.© p*rty as*2 ia bticig 

Ann, 13 f »ir,5Xft4 •*'<'inp3?urs i5 t̂- tliis *?jrit tJttttiort.*.

^ pt-TXinnl o? tb» 0.*rtter show
\

tl'nf Vc^ *«; lA tl:f rfJHO ^Im  l>.ad

syfenti'ied a repr̂ 'r■'fl2.t»»-ti©lt c&ui'it#rl,nc. th® 

itjidfe hf *Me «ad otVisr kmint&ntB $.n

nfprasmitation* ’-fta o>̂ no.%its:̂  party ,tin /ills 

■X0tt«r stuttd that t^sts j.;idic-̂it«5<2 bf tfe«

5t£-fi©sr̂ jphcr* ill ta#ir î ici i^t

rfifijre'Sftat tfct e©rr*et pAetura,

SL 5Up’pX*î t€ntMry rspsi^tsntatiDii m n



10.

culr̂ jitttcd on bcJialf oC tiiG / malstania on 11.6.0) 

br5,.i3 to the m tlc^ of oijpocito party ao«1 

fu rtV ’̂  fao't .? to imMo'X^?. the uatonnbillty of

i,tc ro.;con coii*. ilno.! In th3 lett'T  d riW  21»2e.19S0,

<’• true copy of tha miC. v^prinmtr^lr>n d»toa 11*6.G3 

Is helnz cnncsea ae Aa*i3:mro 14 to this v*i,t potitloa*

ot? otdt©d tn̂ .-ro oxist 13 Cla?.a Xi

l<osto iu  tno \iiicri c«‘a eKcluntvclf to bs 

.fillod the t̂cac:,*p-':3h?jr2, Thocc'

the p̂0c,t̂  tt V  ?f ®csior ■

Fdisonrl Aooisttifttc cAd c»^ pont of Sc<5tion tfficor 

(r>tom)» liCv-tvSn these 10 Tjorct: t'wo ponto

of ^ m c o r  Oit2 8(1*ti.0C' bacift sro oviilault?

to tb@ sjteâ n̂ 'siî i'̂ oro wiiioh \?a**c> cottsor'tod tor tlicn 

I5j» 0? l\ior4*i? 'd'̂ ted ( “nnoxurc

3 I:; &hia pi/tiv.o.-i)  ̂ O -'Ty ■ ■.dt.H t:i v.tc‘y to 

l»rovi’io or ^romttorv to tb«s

.til nX2. t-3rc orG 20 dons jJ po.\t;j f\v ^iiablo 

t43 t̂ .-̂ \^ror^'- thry^n iri'ioll onljr

e5;lcven po3t of :ioetic'n Cffic«r (-lij.i 11^ a^Tllal>lo 

to tfe.o/ar*i3tcntc« W t  of ttionc 11 poota of 

thC3«? rjfic îon Officcrn 50:S h''.v?to b* fiJtod up by 

^Gnr»ri:Eiont'il .’oi:»uctltiv^  ̂ i b t . t i r . i  in «'blch 

'>t:'no''r^r»h'̂ ^n nrt; alco to eppecr# i’ho

IT -^r'Drbl-? to itoi^^'rrmhora oro 

esclo^ivnl for tho"i tha '.anlal'.u^u axxt not
Lfcyŷ ,ll

GllfJlblr* for proootton to t>:o 20^pontn ef«<./tono(5rrp;j

dev'lopii-mLu 
Vhat in viow of tho i-Mch

tjI qco oltir 1Vb5 in tjUu .ri&ta? ol* ijromU. *icilj

I 1



11.

«ttn©gri^h«r* tb«r* iis fio etts« ®r 

;^&tiflcatlon for eantinuing r«i«nfittlon o* two 

01ft .i,̂ hoc Vift® fsf Section Offic-nr® v^ieh 

used fjci flilt'd up frcm #m,ongi^t, tts kmtistmt9

«a« ftirth^r ptsiailt thm  te fippoar In t%4>

AXiiadaitiau in rmrimt f»t 

ID pfv»>* thii n m tlm  Oftlefts*

^  m»em c»f l«ttf‘r 10,10,80

j^arty r»*1 sif'̂ a.sjrit r«̂ ot%-ttrirfatloiiii of

' opseSit'S* partf rts*l! ir* tjf r‘»cmife»«nt

aojd i&r tk& ppBt af *«ctU>"j Qffie»r (Hln.)

A trui,' eop  ̂ ct t .̂e 10^10*80 is

% 1 .  15^^ . n i i v  licr,>%4tu S- *-;;c-..:r̂  IS tJ? |:@'Utioii.

dppaslts $«nt o.is r-cCe-mesid€.f:l®ns by

■' ^  ' iiktBee of letter d'3tp.i .f-n̂'lr;; for I
• of tw  posits ef .’:■><tl^n ■I'tfictr* ^ o h  ■

Jjsts b-*̂ » fvs.f'-r'vf'f f>>fr prosc/ticr:. C5f. on

nd-|ji<!»e'feî atis tiy ef ©PJlar It

WI3 also r*c©aG3entfei f®r rtduciiig ifi« 

foi* flllii*:^ tip vm m of ®f if€>et4on Offi,c«r by 

^-|^arta»?'tiX Osi^^atltiir# nation fr©» ,50  ̂ to 55 

^ trut ctp*- o.f 'thfi «.alH Itttttr di«it«j«l 4»6.®i in 

Ann* 1$ fXltd Ihierfĉ id''.'} as %t)ri2̂ uru 16 to tbJta w it  i>etiti©is*

■ ^n« onpoaltsi-dt-rtf mrni tmmt. cX i®tl^r d=-ted 

argr<sad faj- *ap J?/.:*rd Vftĉ ni'Ife'S fey

psromsieici* IrctTi tl*t# ov. baal« of

• s«ruoi*ity aub4^ot to a<U r«i>aittln$' l/5rd

fr©55, and atenograpusra thpo.rjh

Liifvttcil '̂ caapetitlv *̂ K;.''iiffliiiatlo'u* Vi«i

of th» d#part£a«sat i«r« oaugh-t imi-mtlr iti th« abovej 

satt<?r but it fiat no tcticjp h«en taJci

j'.
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4

■ X

^  f^Y ii!af?n(Ui3g the RecruitmGnt aii<J rix>BoUon Rulos.

jj W Wom  ̂ ^  dX ' 7 ■ ^  ^

~^~~f  ̂ A/>^ /■ /e/̂ c tu ^  >

22^ “̂ a t  whllo tho aattei' regarding tU©
i—

a?a«?ndBiQnt of Recruitsient arid Pxxwactlon imioe uer*e 

un<S«?r conelderation, the opijosito partioa circulated 

notie® for holding a coâ potitiv-is <*K.a3)ln«tioii to fill 

up 5035 posts of Section Officcrn by Liatted 

A'apai'iK’̂ jntal Cos^&tittvc l̂ cffnilaatlon JLn 1980* Some 

Assistants Cilad a writ pf^utiori irfilch hô j huQO. 

numbered as ^ I t  Petition 1^.2516 o£ 19S0 - W.L. 

î haradv?a.j and othei's vra. i'ho Uni.oa of India and 

i«n3th5fr, wiriich Is ctlll p<i:iiai.Es in tills KGn’ b.te Court# 

an intifrim or6wv wts pafitssJl to the eff^?ct that 

<?-“i^^nlnation Ijs h îld but tii.?, rvjrult iaa;y n<>t be 

-•s4'V.,are5 but fo'iibst >,uc'5tl-/ t?jl£ crdar -was iaodified 

'V- "thftn i:h<5 1- âtde on tua basis of the

Xap'upmd exfit̂ nlnation, that sh ^l ba sub^Ject to the

^  result 0^ the writ petition,

23*'^h9t thfcr opposite parties «igain olrculatod 

a TiDtloft dftted 5* 11.1932 for haltUxis D6p«rtmantal 

Cosrpctitlve KKftRlnatJLoa for calcctlon Oi £?eotioft 

''ffleers (P̂ ljn#) Qnea .?/.on 12ch and 13th Febinaary 1983. 

Xn the e?.it2 mtLcc /’jjaistantSf Stenographfeis end SPA 

(Senior Porsional Aeslfitanta) have bs»i made eXlgihl* 

to appoar ot the ex«risination  ̂ A true ojpy of th©

Anntx.17 1 4 ^  noi:lcc la fil*d herewith ris Annexur® 17 to this

writ pfitltlor.. A list hn^ bcea prgi&ai'̂ ed wMch 

Includes Q KRjfflberof »%!itox’ Pts-ranaX Asflstents A true * 

Ann# 18 , copy of the said list is filed horevjlth an Annexure 13.

2U. *fhat itmay bo atated that Racrultsent and 

Proaotion *kjl®s of Section Officers (Kin.) donot provide
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(

>

15.

f«r pPdi»Uon of S«nl»r to th« p^st t>t 

%ot.lofi Ottiomf ( U r ,) . *ocoiv!ia»» to tim 

Ritloa onl/ di;«rW)$rii(^tMra aiitd Aa«i«<uAnt9 ftTe? •iislbX# 

te un(3«rtflike #x»idnation, t/wiuiton

ol iri itiA list eAcialdttas

la 1:5 VlsA -.i'M «; or tins-

25. ■’iut III jUfloelfttl9at

vtncbi 1!% a }V€x»grtl£«d th«

CpfjO.-iti- rt,:,2 ufc..'-.i.;;,-i, sv'*! ii-.m o! trie

ii’ -EV.#10» Vi.;wa'vf Oi;itU4»JL

o"i i'- i.n̂J.STi roprar&stviUvos of

tfla fê rt̂ ssktu « ia oproiit© uar^ il^*2

jilso porUcipa iuwr r&rty nc*2 iMta tJ*.#

CRairiijSiij tasf »^'or9»ai*J \a» aidd

««rottr̂ > cppo^to pai'ty iio*rf ri-ia a-̂isujc'c’ti ttiGt. && wvtli
IV i

I'X'rf r -I ' anw v.?«l

h*.ir4 rpf n uiT. i.© f v ‘# ®I v*.#

mlwtor. rel^^tl u  to th« «bov^ is « •

Aniu 19 Artfter.W! 19 t’? vrlt petition, r îaat«j|

of the a»c: tlnr by th*

O'i tnc js-̂€<̂cArc^of< ?jkA*5 OJ tft» opj/OsXt* p*rty <«d»2»

*l.€ ti ©.'•: £ud4«r» found tnat m list of

ollSl^X« ©snildfiteu vfif? piJblinafi j on 1,2,1^«3 o 

of v;htot» hb% bo*n fiied a* f̂ nnwcurst 1d»

it tiifi test ol a»lactX^n ollowc’d to 

b& on iu&; bttslA of ttm Ia r t^eb

on tu« basis of t.jo fsots 4*t»ii«d rkftr«lasbov« sorit 

a rcirislcn ari!3 i«3kleUun o' t\  ̂yrovltloa tiiciroin 

in f«ivour of Uie .̂ itorioferaî liers \<orK5.<*i" ia wiJ« rtJMU



«• iMlng eligible to CMkp«t« against 90 % posts 

of tha Section OfJtic«r» rrjqulr^d to W  up

by ta« ii«pan»efttiil testa, tim p^iXtitt'mrn ^u l4  

ii\xi£*isr lrr<ip0r?%:il« ia^iury which oouXd not Im 

ui-UaiiCoiv good svaA In tt» «v«?nt >:if fcb.e

w i  v p«au.-) J 0«“lng flnsily si11qw9^.

T

>

27. Isft JBo stbvr iKjuslXjr

«b4 tr=e petifcicntrs

iMf to flit this i?t!ui:;i.cu on ths f«3JLoidLnig

fiuinrst otht**r fround?!-

1/ tfa« action of rj#?rttc» 1 and

a In nn<i dincrrimin-jioyy*

U )  BaeAUt-tt £':J.op ttj&ed

to tc ixllaC up fr:m t;'C' Aspiita.':!t.?; -uano 

A  )R}t ta opsti ttose •y«fw^» X©r px«so^Aoa to tho

storiogjf.̂ r̂ a-s «t Uli« tirr.t tnnM cc post# 

of Uffir.ijra woro r®3arv»4 c;; t̂ dlico

ba<ii« for th « in th* ytar 19<S5. Lat-tr on 

trt'sjn̂ rirnpha-s vors also a<«5« «llj||it(Ic to vMiU*» 

tako d Lleit4<1 î ô arosoĉ t̂ u. C^^paauiva 

Kx«wlnatl3ri to tfea axtcat of 50 ?i vaoanoiea*

Thin ’ tisna to open avonun of proootiofi t9r 

riteri>5f7.ien5ph«r!i but tft«x‘« in no ;)UBtl£Loatlon 

to oonttnu# th« »mn in ¥l«w ot tlsa foot tiiat 

9tl^r i^nua of pi?»OB»otion« îav« lwe?5 sul̂ i9̂ tia!it34f 

9ptA«4 f»r than by iKttura m£ promotion to tha



'y
I

>

c><

4vi;) i r; :i;-c *r:l/ ' ‘ic.l

t: 1 \̂zc nn‘ut? . c ■'’ ) r ' L M  ■̂ ■ vir:'>uf.' , cj’'■: ;; ■ ;)I:o.?.)

<r; a' 0 ■-;? i v. .■’ : r"''u t'.' u.r; '̂ cl- ''.r:Y3

o#' jr.nrx» -li;i «L':: O-' , rT.T

-'c ...■'?.7:i-i;-. li w  ’^ r ;  U'-Vl: 'V::-r'f,

■̂A' V'r̂ .̂ h-C-̂ , o ' 'Vv: i:i r*C If;

^ i ’ir 1 \ " ) i ^ \jZ A*4»v—.Cio

; I '-c'j’'; ‘V"' >>:■. ... ;->; ,;ov'\: .■:r':c t-'r:o

I * t * ' ' ti)

-.f o ' ■':r;n -jL C r a  .rc*̂ , . * -c-.v:; **-

’ /. 5 ■ 1 '*.' ■'* : rJ ■ .\rr: {T.::j

■.< ■ * V , ,

(vc,^S.' ur''. ,n .,'v/lic

S" C ^

' ;  Lir, < l,!:, cr-.vr

:̂.r rv v-̂ r'k n l / -m - -y . r. ' oV ,;vj

UV.O ,/  O w  ‘C\. -' i  , , , ' .■ ,  C'pi.

* <  ̂ '.' ' ■* • f*»JLW** 4^.^ 'e

^  i l  I**'* . *1  ̂ 1 \ ’•v ^  f ^ ■ V, . '*■I V ' 2 ^  M  ' '  i " "  ̂ . 1 *t V .  ̂ ^  ^  ^  f ■ , >»V*J ■ * /  ̂* ,  • » , .  V '< ♦ - ♦ < -  t  4 -# s . . * *1̂ *► , J i  -

— ♦ .■<. ,- , .1 .  •<! » •. *-•• . »  *.,M »» - » .,1* 1»»-

c--. • , ; . . ‘'j *::• :* • ' v ' . '  A ’l i-' -’ . . " i  j ' .  ;% s ' r ' J / ' j

‘. '." I  C ‘ "^vy-rn\. ':o "  ~r-‘ i.:i.-  / ‘.“ ' ; , ‘ ;1

a:- ■-*'

t... , . .-hi I . .,,»■ ■*,''■ ■•■•'»̂'>
Jb4<^ # j  4̂ *  * wf.. ^  J

jj.0 vi'.; r X o *  . “-U

(r) C‘:? f/'*'!'■' r  ̂ r:*

n ;



iltta y îsrs ««rvio« in  

iiftld of •lii&bilit/ to b* prQctot«Ki to

th« fnteatt qjT 50 through lkî tixtsuf*\t9iX 

2̂ eat <Dt ii9ctio-i Oflioor 4ai *IiO wi#«j: vation 

of t*,#9 ‘Jiisrts :i.f >?nttoa in oX

Itio -ja 2,'t;r»4i.'.' v'.;i' ii,

(to) to iiicpici a writ ef or ,i vntlt,

or 41z^tion In th« ?tat«r9 «if luRfisaMs oomiokslng 

ttM «^v>»lt« party m *i r flui4

td« ^ iu t  i'^rsd^ai^ilaia pr2ia.rrad Ut*

oUiOi' ^.!>r1'i^

tkieO .i;;,.Jby JLvJi •n.l’ii XI Q1 tukd ftMld

tti.1t Re‘Ciu.it««'£t ai^ Promtlta ^X 9 »  t» tl)*

ol Z4̂ <itZa\ Cl'fl?ii;riE j,’-,

(c) to |ma» £Utii otiia;:* v:rlt, eider or ;Lii':̂ -J.;.v.

'7' iJcDaUi-v> iVi aa o;-S't ik.;/

fii»:yr. :rit ,.•'■■ ■ ”'::i:';'*‘. I-- :lr5v.,:i3t.̂ r:cc=; rt tti*

<d) to alXOv' th? wki, \it.i

^  17*

Uwicn^n? i>at?5i (-ri^«r^h Pi^sar)

Feb. T# W ? *  Xd»»oo9trf

v^v;'M5oi foi" v.ufc pfc'vit4x>n®r*i 

C«w'ti.fief1 th*'r. l 3 m  in  tJ3t9

t̂.



In tilt Hoii*ble High ^ourt of Judicature at AUshibad#

Lucknow ^encu, Luatoow.

itrit i^etitiQii f\I oT iyd3

P*K. and others^ Fetltiomrs*

Vemis

Union of" I'fidla ■ al5d another* ,Opp.|>arti©«f

iKfMtmm'i*- Ikim t

cop f̂ of -Soard’ a letter i%. ■

'4^tcd S2.8.62 3i«Mr2ssed to tbs a«cy.7U*r>*:,^7«,?^ew. Bolhi* 
C0py to I^#C.HUiv ,

*-»abf Xor ths? ef -iieey,
to T>,M,.j-'»0ti;*OfTIcei’ aad ^tctlon, Offlctr
in th& 4-.,D* ■ ,C*

T

>

I m  direct?;!* • to rrf'^ to the 5o,3«lVision*« i®tt«r 

fe.F*3/l9/C3)/6l«f‘’\ A} 5.8.02, on, th© ebov>is UDtifd ’

£«bj«ct and is iiercfeitfa 3 &jpi'SG of tha t^eemit*

!3'GfAt ‘-liltJG farfis pOnit 01 ''*t!cy* to '>.*•%, “Bfcfc*Cl!jrie®r and, 

‘l«ction Ofac&rR/ ■ ? , . % ■  ,  ̂ ■

It if jjlso r?%D-u6.r*;c.d that the aprrov^l,©^ the Coaimlssloa 

p#nBnn.tftt a&aerption tshrX i.-ai *̂ &5 aa Secy, to 

th#' iUrsetor O^n'^ral ŷ ity fca co2JS3unicat»d «?yrly* -̂ hrl La3t 

Oas hs.f tseaa cnioie,*ilr.i,- <?a Ssc/, to t^f' n,<», ©inee ■4.7*,59 

A.n. end ie •̂ ,lue t:n supsrannuation on 14*5.63» It ^111* 

tfe€'r,=fiS7.*c» 'ce very m\uih ^ppreelat'^ci l,f tlia.# matter IS; 

tr«?atod as urgesit.

•' /  *''

■ ' ■ ■ ' ,  -V-. u a )
Board*

«b*59^-t>3/ay/HBI/ dated Z2^B^€Z

Ck̂ py ta$othor mI'Ui a eo|-y of th^ filjovv̂  ■ reefOLttacQf Mtules 

is forwar&ti to tb?s l^lrec+©r Gen»r%l, R*U,vj*o.^isll©railet

SialB. se/-

, Lra)
Dy.jecy. ‘ly ,. Board.

i
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, ■■ LuckQj^w,
' >.,.. **•

In  tUf of Ja^l^atart at .M.ltria'fetil,

, -m* F ^ n t im  19S5»

~̂. ■ ' - ' ■ ■ ■■'■■-' ’ ■ .. .' ■.-■ ■. ' --:

J  ' : ;9 J U  % a r  m«{S: ' ' P«tl''ll£fs«rs.

.„ ,i

4

>'■

.Union ■«# and'-afielhtr* : ,0p̂ -# Par ties*

' ;iS5S$3£l*wSS45

’ V ,  ' ■ /y:; ■ "-,.

Misi* . ;,

. iubr Ii#erwlt»t',i3t rwius for t}i« pijst of sŝ ttor*
, ■■ ;■ ■■ ■ Offictr CMlRistarlRj.) ir».th#irjCO #lin*^Jt ■

sirt.:

Ill: idth tb̂ ?

Ui? iir mmnXlM-^rt 'tb# £^r t&@ pe>et»

of Officer (IC|:.iiistfrial.)' fiBSD via# your

im t^r  S%>*F,5/19C5) S M C a )  -3 , 0*62 aaa ?*3 /l9 (6 )/l9  

(0}/65-ECB) ,^t, 16.* 10*61 §O|i-0.f post* In thi& grcia# 

sj‘€? ts '&«. fillet ©n ba»ia 3ejil,ority aust titm 9& «n.d

the-rs^siaiB^ ttougli itpartmtJitaX t««t tr^m liaonsat 

h m iM ta m  ^ith 8 fssr« s«.rtrieî : ■ f m  posts #f

Office feafj- 'slss h-tm tm &rmA. far pinpMiotisii 

■ ^ . s r t ' f r s s  t®o^4i«t ti*i$pfem.e!e#i3t St^oograph^rs 

■. '%dth.. at l#fest ,1v- f m m  Qt m r v i m  ir, tn« grtd# in  t\m-

■ RttX>' vid# -war <St« ail.

.WT' itfr>T
2. .Xt .h»» t e n  rtpre9f*#it#«l hf 3t*fi0 in tm  ilWO

that com»s4uant on tht @ll0t©#|it of. tht assist seal0« of .



2.

p a y ' ' t a  both dssistanto a M  St©mgrap*r!prg . 

^rade 11 .in the othor i^4.nlst?i«st ^ 'th  tht rtqulsit® 

■ser̂ iiee h&m  bs^a to'cojapl©t'6-,in ths Llaiittd:

■Coa*peii.,tiv€» >■'■■■

•3*'. ■■ .%at'a's. .tto ■anaiosy./tvf''€U9sa^or40Wi it  ia '

.prop*s«-J' tb.QT 3tQ'r}ô rp.phc*r® lii th,0 'Cjf.D-'witti f  years^ 

iSsrvlo<j In tu!:* grirde'gc iC.low»(l to; thf-.-

/iasiptFirit oa 't̂ aao-. o:r.gai'u.iatlaVis. foi*' ijA#" points-of.'Section 

Officer to-bQ ih l e C • tn- n of the. ;■

■ C0sj»et.lti¥'o

k i  ■ j:oiasl;:ciô *jyi- approval -'Uy-thc afcovr? prapusjala

?a,0y pl®ai3€ ' ' i t r t d  at an «ariy ■

Od/- lal ■ 

iy.Seeratarjr ^ay.yd*

^p v  ''to ■ X  '•tel for '.iRldnofitlort^



m

' Lu<^aow iuQkisow*

■#»#

In the lioiii*bl« Higfe t̂>urfc of JudicatusNsf ait AHahaba^#

=1

r

«rit Petition W>n . of 1983.

-« Petitioners

‘Varans.

y-nlori’ of India- nni ariother. - . 0.;pp*?airties,

■. <‘̂ .atiQXure Ho^SSI4m*rWW|i»llWWIIWiWI

. ot India

Ministry of Railways 

rio.mnWiaCOT-^: ' new ;rteiM 1 7 .9 ,6/^.

Th® Secretary, U-’;;C-‘ 

f#«w’ ,

of -ciie r«cm itme.it rules for 
th^ ponts of Section Officer (ItiLiilsteriiOl) 
in th« iiDoO rlia, of -’iiyiSJ

$iT, ■' ■

^̂ ith rofi^ronce to yuur lectar ife.i>3/l9C3)-‘64*M  

. dated I49.64 I a'9 ciirected to formi^d harewith tight

copies of th® revised r«ciiiltaaRt rul»a for the post 

of-.Section-Of fleers C^^inisterlal) In thp RO'^ for rtcord,

^liat tKls is in supe?’»ession of its® «©.3 of th#

reoruitffisiit rul«s for tlie poj&ts of aeetion officer

, forifarded vidia this office lett:*r :io.f6l‘3B3/33(HBI) dt 

4.11*53»
toiiris-faithfully,

■ Sd/«

eA/A8«bov,. P.Lal Py.Bocry Rly B.

Copy to*wgettior \dth t%?o copies of th« revised recruit- 
aent iiiles for the posts of ssctiqn Qflicer in tti# EDSO 
if  forwarded to the Birsctor General Hiaaa#

?».bove, S 6 /  ? ,  .
Dy^BmcyJUy*Board (True copy)
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In  High Court: at ^l*halitd.

I v

,; <of 1905* ■ ■, '■

F.#K,t % a r  l*a<l O t h # r g * . ■P^tltlDners,

.yjRiaxi-of' ladla^ and ■anstiier, ^

Am m um

■' , ^lodia ■
.:' l'!i«si.stry.,€3f:: Railwaya ■

’ ■ ■Ĉ ®4lway;-BQmrit) _■

: ' -nm dt,' 30, 12, 70'

■ ffe# Sir«ctor Qaiieral, V ’
Hegwgftroh, itesigsis ,eml StaB-^artls - ,

; Orgaalsatlon,'LucKi®w. ,

' ■' organlBstton-'oi'ths Ctutriai'ieer#tari.st
, ' .Steiiosrsp-hers 3iirific#6 CSfiSftulea,, 1962 

ippllcsb|.lity to ROSO*;' ■

■.'■ \ Kdf: ■ ■ tour letter flatod. 18/20.6*69.

qasfs$i©'a of of. Ctatrai '

Seerttariot St$m^r.^h«rs gtrtices Hults, 1S69 to MTO 

tes b®@R eoaeid€rt4 by the. in  'distQil  ̂ -iiiniS it tias

l5@«n dtci4«d ii0t to-appljr'thes# s*«l«s-lJo'RDSO,

the qwe»tion-©f creating’eaditismfl-hlghsr grtda 

fOft. for tb© st#i^;snph«rs of lias feegR, e%«pii£»i '

1 j5 th^.XAght of tht ©f î te-rieiiriijjbers

«nd ki!«|5iiig iQ the tetyial ^ustifteatiori on the ■ 

basis'of Th» Boards htve dsctded that o. pest

of 8«stio^ ©ffictr (s t w # )  tn  the grm^e ^♦J30-9CW' 

muf %9 ereited In  tfes RE^O ia  iStu ot the' exlatlng 

pest of Sup-frvrlsor (sterns) In the seate of 1 .21(^530 

plus 30/*^ pay,- ; , -



r
s.

St^cttoa ©f tti« Boari is aceordl%ly co^unlcst#^ 

t© tfe# creation of' a peat of Sfeatloij Dffio«r {St-sncs*) 

is the grade of ,%*35C>*9C0' la W 2 0  for  m-period of 

t m  fear# fraa tte iat« it i s  filled* ia  lieu ©f th« 

«3£i»tiiig poat'ctf;'8i^©rvisor {Stenps),, Ths dat® fm m  

whteli th« post of 'fitctloii Qfiic&r (3t€ms) in 0p»rat«d 

saF'b®intiiniit^4.t<J tliis offiG0,'/

■'':/-.m/^.kp'Krishm.mrty

■■■/■■■ : ■' ■ ' ■■ . ' ' \



In the Court ot Judic «t AHaiiab«<l,

Lucknow Bench, tucknovr#

Aan«3C«re DJ©, 7

nrit Petition fia* of 1963

P«K» i^aJ' and others.

UMon of India snd înother*

VorsiiB

Petitioners*

Opp.Partles.

I  „„

of XniSia 
HiMstry of Railways 

C^aixvai' '

fto.PC.III/75/P :/‘a^*3d.^eott/Pt.*n fiftw Deliii 2/.7.197S*

•Sub: Provision of the posts of Sertior Ftrsomitl
% sl  stents through upgradation In th« offic® 
of l̂ eaearcli Designs Standards Organisation 

on Hallways*

ihft sanetion of th« i:?r«?sident is hsrefey cdsffi®nislcat«d 
to th« following poiit'5 of ^te’r*â rupl:50i%'. in grade fe.425*300/HS 
h^Xng lî gradled to grade 650-1040 fl£ v.dth effect from th# dat« 
tftese are filled ypi

ExJ,sting fK

>

'm mr'c, of Ctenogn^hcr 4l2-̂'-15->,1̂00̂r.£- 
atta^hed to IUr«ctor t5-560*-20-700- 
Ge/jeral* I i-^2>-8D0 plus

.Special p«y ©f

15-S60-20^700 
-25-800

Qrads in v^ich to 
be upgr&aefl

G^iO-30-740-35-
a s o ^ s B - ^ i o ^ i u *
^peciel Pay of 
te*50/« p*s*

9(l»litt«‘) posts of 
, Stenograph©r» attachccJ 
to tlrectore ia Gra^t 
fc.2500«2750(a3)

6(Six) posts of stsRO- 
gr«g5h©fa- attachei to ■ 
AdiSl, ■^rectors in 
grade fe.2250-2500(HS) 
(t!?otal 16 poets)

2# Hindi version of tfiic X«ttar is esicl<jsê .

650«30-7^t0-»3^ 

880-EB-40-1 0 ^

i>4/*
(OD ^ d )

•^t. ̂ -'irector Hay Coiwiasior 
Hailvay ^gtr^.



In th« Couu’t ©f 4̂ «dioatur« at Allahabadt

‘̂ ^nch, l-uokn-̂ igt 
##•*

oi

Vfe/'sus

Uaio;r Ok Ir?!# m S  a/DtH^r, ,Cpr#t'’artie»*

A.mi ĵiure
m-mmrnmmmmmmmmmm

i^**’3 /i9(3)/'n- a" ■.

UaJ.on i-’Ublic S...:*'-vj.-it3 Coisi^ijsio/H 
House* ;

dm  UslM-HOOII, th* 23 Oct, 1978

Tuit f
Ministry of

^vt3.iî evriiiti*©at: rtul(!&"ibr‘-tfw post.of ^
■ ■ O^ficGV (nHC)-iii" th#

-ir, ■_

J (llrecttjd to m t&r to yavr letter .(PS)l-» 

755^39/10 'Jate.! IB.5,1975 oa t’i« aa’jjeot ^ontioned abort 

®n-3 to st0t0 m  £cllmfji'-‘ ■

2* Ta& iiave-iiK3w ihtifmtcd th.at tae

post® f'pslat :iit u^asmrah jlti^Xaeer, Assistant 

•*-'JtsigQ ^n^in&er' and .-isaisx-anl -̂ agi.nasr

which mrs^ prvpcse^  ̂ to b*i I'-luH:\ici .15 tho fce ’̂er list t&r 

promticn to the post t/1' oa Jpycial -̂ jvy (tiiJlC)

Ir, tht u* Ar© alrig&dy ' iaoi'ad^d in ihs of

cdnsiiiratlon f-sr p««stisr to post of As3tt.i>lr»etor,



r
r

In  Hori^bie High Court o f  Judiioature a t  AlXehabedj

Litoknow Bjsnsh, tuck no

SNirBUSE

yaiofi df aad-. aiiofcher#

Pe'tl tioners#

Cpp*Pfirtit3S<

c m m m i n  Of i^m h  
ui'

. ( ’̂ AlttnW m)i®Tl> ^

i M M *  dsatssJ 21*2^ 19^3

- 4

fhe Bir-eetor 
■ft* Js*0»» ' ■ 
Luckric-i;. ' ■■

■ ■ ■ far -tilt |>s5J5t ^i: Of Jiaer '
('Ŝ i'aAatrrlaD. la iUv*:̂ .c.

'■Sell' .,Xo^'. Ic^ttor datsd 1*1.,80'

., In the* li'^t- 5?f tbs ex|"Xc..in̂ 5i2, X--̂ yftur'

luijter qi'«3t̂ *4 c'-ove,, anta -in vlc^ ct.'iu';*. faut. t^ut ' ••■ 

ohan<^3 nr*ii!nc.tic-s -̂ .Issl.'iabl® -U© ths twc-' categories of 

staff** hspi at'aht js/ntaaogr6|>h<jirs ars-'^aors'or iess siral?iar, 

tlsQ Rt»a.rci' ĥ vt* -0:0oldetS s?vt'̂ »t..sin th®' at;at.Tjia«-qû *

ms m i,

■■ s a />  ’
(? ,E . Shagst) •

UiJder ’*1/# r̂ oard*

#«i?e ' ■ ■■



III ting Higti Court ot Blgh' Court of J«dlcstui-« at

AllahatoatJ# «uckriOw ■ lfea.cli, Luskuaw.

'-Jrit Psti,tlcn lb» of 1903*

F*K*i%a3« etherii.

?c

liniQu of India .and'.anothsr. Opp*Ptrti€s#

' i  ■
Qiomrmmt of Irk^ia MlrAstry &t ftails#ays. 

Besisai'cb l)̂ eig,ri-ti Stan^?ir<! 5^TgQ'i.la%ti,on..'

Lu€ferr,r.e 026011 &t 1*4*80

’̂ tiP'0RAni5(m

y
v'lth v^ttrmcn to' ti;« ■•joXnt representation, dat^d 

12*9.79» roqut3tl.n^ for provision of metjirtg H.& P %l«.s 

jjor.tjit post of SO\(Mlkn) ■ sufera.tt65 tbe'cft.,

■Sii'l oth^iiu -are auflscjd tfe©;ct'allv'dy ltear<i hnv^ .

coissliierê . ttie matter ond 4«*-ci<1ed-to isrdrit^itt %m -status • 

<|Uo in view ox tbo 'fsc‘5- that chmaces o'? proaaoUon.

■available tfi tlic''t%iQ ■cat?3Ŝ i.Tiai, oi gtsi*X-»%3«i,Q'fca'#3t/ 

Ste.msra*jpher-‘3 ar© .ĵ ora or X^m

.DA/mi ■

3h..a..3,3sthi, - 
SOC^02^)/aiBO/Uie!snoi(?,

-’dA- l.r:>iha,.rsn 

fr>!T



Ja tfcusj Hoa’ bl« HighCourt of at /MLlahabadp

V

tucitn«.m %acfc| ^uoki¥>M» 
• •

ti*rit fetitioft llo* . of 1983*

P*K.*%ar aiifi others, —  -»«■*-

Versus

lliiioii of India and anotht?r# Opri.^ai'ti^^s,

AnmmrB Jto* 12*
- i».iie*wai**ae*«»wiiie.«*is

Ssorot-'jrf 
Vii!illw3ay Botr^i Rail H-Havaa, .

: M h i *

Cxin-tlnf H ' î isXsa far 
the post of C»ff.lc#r (Plirdstftrial)

Rofi iWilw3| Xettar M5*i$(BH)/l/^/44/
■ 67 ast*?4 21*2*1930.

Sir,

;linisteri,al Staff of tbt have btea 

fr#atly. ilE»c&@d by tfe@ deci«ior*of th« R@il^y 3o«rd>

J . .  ®snir®,7«d tb.n>wgh- litter !lo#

^ /if/o'dat'nd 1*^*S0 !i« im<5̂ rs-

**In vlf’t̂ of the fact t^iat Gfe$nefs- of premtXon 

Jt^aila^s' to th© t%» categories of staff«*A*»i»t8at,

,.■, Btamgraptiera are m r& ©r laaa siailar, ttae

%ar<3 have 4e«5id«id to aaintatn the -stat-us quo#

2* It is cltar that tha pfiutis rtla«d -In ttm' 

represefitfitio îi iattd 12*9*?f lufeaiitted by «@si»t«ats h®v# 

m t  l>€en, eon5jl{i,ire<J ani t?te deciaioo of the Ho«r^ hi* %«tn 

influenced by other <SQftstd*ratioas th«n th© mraal erniison* 

©f ^itice^ «sd «Qoity» ■ ••

5. fto» «i*©4sl<jn Qt th« Bogrd is not osly a«rogRtory to



f
2.

t© interests of tti« elaflcid staff but tls?e 

flot h»S.n.z r%p\i$mnt to th® gtistutor/

prlnciplr. 'B-mnciAtk  ̂ 'ca/  thn statutory body like UP3C 

vl<?t letter ^.F3/l9 /5 /7?- m  a&ted 23.10.78 <Cbpy

^ni5los«d)«

4# ■ It is pr«5M»«d t^ l̂t th^ with rsgar^ to

Clas*», I I  (Gaiett«ii)'posts avnilabX^ for prcusotion to 

iKnth th« C'»t«gorl-.-s via Aasistaats «tni3 3t«fiogrg£|>h«r 

j  has m>t b»#n provided to th^ Beard ly- the kU-O *.d8siais-
A

tPaUon. st^tBmnt «ho«laj5 ti'w «ooparativ« aY«n\Jt of

profflotlon for bot:; th® cata^orli'S upto 01 II undc?r th#

is m  imieri-

Cattgory ef Ci,Xi MixSe of
Personnel p03t •Vail- S#l«et-
in tLie sb3.«* loa,

______________SSjSSSSs______________________________ _̂________________

Jjiniorl Coap€

O f eAasi®taats 9Z yity. yfeitioa

(%,65a-12X)

{Willy 0 pwJicsj for
50?4 50^ t&it Cai^tl-

tive t««t
seni ;>rit/-cyf- agftinst 50|l

suitsi’ility and 1̂ 0 St Stftfle
% steiio %

r^d.ni^^/' 5 p0 :-t5 by A«stt. both

C0i»p«tltlv« t*«ti5 in •llgibl««

^  which 9tnm% and

•̂ rrrstt:;. t>oth »r« 

eligible*

yt<»-nogr3?feer5

112 23D iSxelusivelf inm

(5 in #calf? i»«650*l200 i»tea®fripher» A*«t

arB not ellowd to 

particip&te i«
17 tn »cale «i.S50-10W

It is al;^ pr«sij®eid that *  refer^ace to

the 'Board the »teoYe p©sl"fei:;fi ind the f«ct» that a» p«r WSC9.m 

it'itutoJ*  ̂ prifiolpXe '*th«t th^*r# 3h*^yl4 b* only o*ie



/

■>

5.

ch&t:inel of pmaotlon to on® po?»t or ai category ©f posts* 

m  en‘a®erated Ir 0PSC*s letter slttefl 23.10*1978 ref^rrid 

to abovt ivF?re not at-'slLl. brought out t?y the ntm  

Administration, I f  the* ©bov© presuaptloa is fiot c0rr«ct 

tfeitu om cc^mt do yithout' concluding that som ia^lsifele 

iisflu's.n.CGB pXayoci it.> role In obtaiiiiag a rstrogrtdi* 

a^oisiofi ‘sg'^tnst the Ciai-'lo'iil -at-aff of KD::̂ *

y

5* Incoimeafcioft with the ®bov® a«oisiQ!i of thm fidard 

’ths. satiro f’ilinlsterial staff or HDSD showed tlm lr restnt* 

ffltiit and pet Direot^r Getiaral/-iD^ te plact th#ir 

grievftoe^s once agaio baf^r© lii», ■ Gen«r^

gave fi patitM; htarii^ to tba. staff and after hmrlng 

their as3^sr®5 tliat ■ tfesy ■ can feriisg out all the ;

faets agatis lit ® tvmh repi’̂sontaUoa and. the 

Admiisiatr^^tion 'wilX rr.;|*ac?ut th® Soijurji to rsj-t^&uine the 

cas'i de»novo*- ^ccovdintly the fecte are again

teought ©ui; for the penisa3. audi 4wst 4»cislon at tht 

ftalivfay 3oardi

S «a^iE &

1, Tfis ,i P ilyles & r  u ;  In the Basrd's otltc.

®(Kin) should ba rsvlewea ‘iaspetltlve sxsainatlon

lmiedlat-'*ly by pr-oi-i :!ir^ 

promotion to S m u & n  Offie*r 

(Miaisterial) strictly on

tiit basi« oi* ©©riictrity cum 

suitability fro® g©ortgr,t 

Assistj»f3t» only* ■

b®ld ®y®jy ^

m^hfJT of po«t*. In RD30 ’

a «sa»p#tltive t««t waa h»ld

li3 1566 an<l t&er»alt«r « lo;

of 10 y«ar» in D«oe»be 

1976 and that too only for 

OQB post, thcrtby dtprivl

. the chaQces co«^atltl 

to th« ■ eligible staff for |

■ tkm y#ar« together*

(li) Asklag ai* old p«r«Ofi to 

COilptt# idttl yGur^sters



r
/-

Tt,

y

not «tsn<1 to logic and m y comion ©f 

justice partieularly imtn h* feas *lr«i?tdy 

giv«?n b»»t part of his Ilf© to th* 

^^sdnlttration,

(111) AssiBtant ĉ n- aspire for mt l«ait

- orift̂ 'profsotlon in his loua »0rvi<je i f  it 

is 0«rdorlt/ dua suitability basis*

(iv) In vi#w of the ehanged eadr« mtra^tui^

of thgi Clas^ II jjOtfts avail^bl* 

excliiaiv&ly for St»nographor*t tti#r»

1© no point in illoving thes to 

ptrtiiwSapcSkcipatt in th# ooapttitiv*

■ test. iner,-fore»: thefis posts? be fill«d 

Ktriotl/ according to senlortty cun suit** 

biltF fro.  ̂ fiM-nsst ‘tsjsiatants only.

(v) . Ar< yihm there is a chunge in

tho co‘̂ lf̂  or ciinrĝ a if* the chann«l 

prmmtXor. charge ir, th© axiating rolaa 

becomes obligatory of the part of tha 

Aditlrtistr.iUoB, Hnse a maw chanmX of 

proj»ot4.on to sterKsgraphax s by intro^itction 

of JS?A*a grade in caaaa II (Oaasatted) 

to t}i« extent of 17 posts has been 

providadt the status quo in th«

<fi) - It Is p^rtifier^t to poirit out that in 1965 

when the total str<̂ ogtii of HU30 mas W 7  

there m m  6 post: of C3.asa XI gaa^ttod 

to twel 'rAtii h'att# Xtiis strength
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of oliiss II po«t hi5d hmn minotA to 3*

This mdmtiwh was efftctlw by ©urtalXlng 

t«© ponta of latabXJ shmtnt Offlc«r om 

aectiofi Officsr to pmvida th® post of Dy* 

3ir#otoi* C€ii-ril* Thi^ rt^ductioti 

ordy cleric d staff not for wh®«

2 p d t i  of .‘-aotlon Offlo^T v^re all©tt*53 

on adlhoc 'bsfiiii. It  is borjfil/liig tht 

cadrit on the hmXs of %Mcb thss posts nif» 

cr«at«sd entf who fcrid b«sn oarryAng thtse 17 

years being of theii^ le§iti»atQ

right of prosotion by ooiitinwiisg th« 

0«is$Ung u i P ^-ulesf wtsich mr& frami 

in  1963/1978 and act & tfin&blQ' in  vî -w of 

th£> fncts bKm..:;ht out atovc.

t* posts of S*0, Ci) Only 5 points of 80(rial5tjrial)Class II «r« 

(Hla#) which m r^

fivop. 

to St0m s on 

««3hao baeia b@ 

Siilkia. back to

^Ajial«taat'

otiSr««

exrs'tiT‘*lv'<̂ iy -for A£sistr'..iat©p utitrtM

20 cla^e-1" are exclusively available for 

.'?tenosrapbers,

(i i )  The tv« posts of SO(Min) Clasa II wtre

nlXotctid to 5t^mgrap^sr« on a^hoc basis n^*n t

thtiy iia- ftj a\’'0nue of promotion# As «ew

h'iVlat sufficient channtl 

of propiotlors to Clsss H I  II»' th®refor«, 

m  '^artiftcnXicn to claî a th«j abovff two 

pô sty ■̂ xcXu iiv«1 y for tiim fro« tH« exoiueivc 

(>■»' thf .\'̂ 3istan:*'n,

(iil ) A® ptr l¥SC»s Stetiitory %il«§ * Ortly on#

l>ro«o'tl<»ntl nv«riU9 to a |>ost of category ©f 

po»t»* I f  is against the b^al«. princ^ipl®' that 

Stt«noiciPsj>hfr» trt «nJoyiitg dotibl«» pro»otl.oaKl
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.benefit®* In this £s©fmif©tioni i«tt«r

to-th® Railway 32/1iC5)/7? ■

. iated 23.10,7©; is rtlev^nt. ■

Ci^) In this coim«ction «tt«iitioa is ^ao  invitei 

' to'para 9,(5) of Rl^# %mril Sc«ff smrice Seb«B« 

© f 1969- wh«r»ia two post® of' itetioA QXfic*r 

■' ■. :r«serv^4'for ,iw<i ■bfe«i».d^r«••rv«4■

. ^  the coming Jln'to‘ f@re^ th# Rly^Boatrd

3ectt,. Sterna 3@rviC0 f'Wlef 71 

' 1«S#6% similar actioa ?jUould" iiavs beta ta '̂tn

■ ■ ■ to. dsreservt* t.h,.} poTits In Rr'5-0 ^Itb th«

lutJnQdJCtlo’i of n.. P Hulf*s, for BP A. -27*

$ .7 9 .

6. Xn viQ'î  of tn.o «iear faota, bi^u^ht oat sibeve '

‘ t&« i^siii.^3r -tioard arti again r®£|\i#sted to rt-tieaiain© 

tti«i entiiM oas®,an^ coâ aufjlo'̂ t© ttiot'reply ^thta  oa«

^  aofitfe as to -the stslection is, acheCuletl to'be beid on

12th ana 13th July 1980* ’ - ,

1) ■ saend tht ■existi.afi, a F rul'ea by pr©vi<liag

promc?tir>« to .-̂ ectioia O ffic e r '(^ '^ »tsr ii^ ) atrictiy 

bjr seniority. cm  sultnMltty from anorigEt Assistsatsi 

only,

i i )  x^storatloa of two posts oi’ Action Offioei*

(fliniisterlal) allotttd t© .Stenoas uii tdhoc tJaais 

tufiols to clerical cadr-3#

i i i )  catic#llattiott of |fr^posEsed Section Offieer (flisiist^ri 

d«piirt3seTitia c©aip«titiv« m m tm tinn  t« bt h«id

in ^uly, 1980,

Y©ut*  ftittifuliy,

Ludittow# H*L*--ftardwij othtra.

9 3 .8 0 ,

I
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Liickwoi#-Beiich, Lueki»iir.
«##

4 r

In the %n*fel« Hi^h Cburt of Ja^ieaturt All«isat>adi

' Writ Pstltiois ■ of 1983*

P*!v, Ch.art mi- Ore—  .- --- Petltiofter##

fr», .-

Oaloiii ojf.liidie another* —  'Opp^Portifss*

3*^*VB 0

Ttxo' Secretafy

j'^ailway ^oard, 
m v  .DBlhl*

R^emltm^jnt and' n-Rc-liis for
tb« posts of Sectioit Officer (fliisiattrial)
in mm

mmtmtrnmrn*

Bff: Itellvsy ^ard*6 letter ?«3i*SCfE)/1/79/4*>/67

dfstetl

iath r®f«r«'ftĉ  to th-sir rtprasentftioni th»

•i'̂ ssietants ia UB30 w i v  advis^fdof th@ decision m  

csramunicated irid« BtogM*s letter

67 dt ai.2.80 stating that in'that ffiatter of -R ik P % 1«« 

for the posts " of s^tior* Officers «tatu« qm w&ul4 to# 

maifitaiatd*

2, ' Hot- satisfied with: tbe ^aclsl^ti of th« B^ardt

tfet Asslstaata have €«bfflitt©d tbfa Joint ;^epr^s«.iitatioa 

4at©i 9.5*00'^ a CQP7 of %rbich along with its eaeloimr«» 

is attached* at atta eto<3 is .a copr the

r«f«^r05®ntation dt# mhmittM Jointly W  ^t^ms

ef this organis^tioft,

■ 3, . ' position brought 'o«t In para of t^« rtpr«»«nta.^ 

tton suteltt®a Sy the Assistants with r®s*r« *» av*llabUlty 

ol proMttonal av*na»» ts fuctualljr wrreot. 3imll»rlr,
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th« »t«t«a«rtt »a(!t ^  tfmm la ptra 3 of thtir 

^  tien in rasptct of the princXpl# of ‘proaotional av«mt 

to a Category at po^tn ia alss factuslly corract* 

flte «aid priacii'lt hai bs^fi «ausclattJ la th^ l*:\SC*» 

Ittter flo.r3/l9(5)/7V/Ra 4t. 23.10.7B » c«py of which 

ha» baen ©uls&itted by timm, fiw Aasistants hav« also 

atr«agth«ft«d tb«ir elatiw tor restoration uf th* two

- |SfOitt$ Of Seotlofi Oftlctr ruaei’vefi on a^hoc baBin for 

Stengrspher.^ , «Ji th© mmlogy psrt ^(5) of tha 

il̂ allvray t^oard^a -^rvxce iy6f

4, -̂h# fi£iir*.-s .gi;v«n ia the tabXt upptijrii^ in.

para 4̂ of th« rtpr««eatatioii ««lsiltttd &y th*

3te.aograipher giv* m  i«pr«5si<3n <»s i f  th» posts of 

A ntlyet *nd ar^ hi:cher grade posts. fh» fact

is tbat those poata art poŝ tn mnction»6 in th«

basi.c grgtcl# of Asslnt!^nt» ijut carry special pay ©f 9r,50/» 

p«M, The Sttnog:r«phers ri?*v4 » lw  avernsa that tli« p««t 

©f SectiOii Ot£lcee (rdtuii) £&m s a part oi tht gomir&l 

>S c&4r^ to AsjiistaRls as a category caa «e?>k

prc^tiors^ This ardin i$ isot factually corrtot only 

^  Hindi AB©iat.;»,nts ef*e >fligibl^ for pi^isotion to th« ■ 

poat of Section Officer (Hindi)*

5# Acti^sn for haldinn ■selection to fill up th^

«xi?tin;', voc^aci#;. of 'Seetiom 0-fflc«rs is in progr«fi* 

un<''«'r thg* ralf?.-? jsrt^sently In fcrce, In temn of ^tiXway 

Board* 3 Iftttr dat̂ <5 21.2. IftO,

6« earn Was be»n snen by th«r iUrtctor U«nsral, .

; .0 .
Sd/ ii.ri,^aar»«

0A: M  abO¥«« fî or W.r#ctor <5«n®r»l
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In t!M Hta’M *  Hijh Cjiurt »f Jiidls tur* at tllahtbiidi

. ^
^  Beni^, Uiekmw^

#«#

‘̂ rit !lt̂ * ■ ■ ■ ef i:i33

IF* kf> %,6r lamd 6the*r.:-f

y^rmu

Oiiion #1 XadXa and ■ Cpp^i^artiwa*

,1<f

I

%s? Si§ri?t?5rf# ■ '
iirilK:;/ ‘oaf d^
H#w

Sq«;̂ - miintlm iot tfe*
9f fJ0«t3,!;n Cttir:t'c 

i\f^ ffifid r̂ satortt'Tiiî it s»i tlie p^sti at
■0(s‘.̂ f tK5 At** -I

Uefi Uur Ŝ|Ĵ, 1:. „v;J i*;! : ia

■W6 ‘

■

-nur r<*9r«*3t?i:tatir.r' v»« »n-i« to .
I

etir m  cŝ r-.une.̂ t'* t/;« m p l/ ■'Athlfi Qm

*1* ml9QtiQi'M. lit T? h*t 3jri 12th

fira* mth. ulmlf 19^0* tt is r«ctU0steci tsst ijo iPfe-sIf t© oar

 ̂ r«5|r'r5:|j#r£*g-ti'‘--’̂. 'm ,̂ yfcsiv^’J l i  -will fet

* # # 2 t  i m m  t m .  C.C w r  m p r u s § & t » t U n  t t e t  ,S i^ a r f« * e

br'ioi'i tac^i*r*®fc'i

Ti-gt? of fiKct tti&t e?̂ ;î ncsi;s vi 
tc' -fche ciit<Mfot*î i3 ef

m 4  »#,» »03P<- nr I'nm t,s*6

lta»« tStSicXdsiia a«iiataiii tbm sttttii

St Milt b« fsttn fiTOJ th« tables timt

W It&t  ®t tbi hmiE.iafi.%B ^ r k s  t» bet^i««n

5*4 ts- 10«» ^»r«a»  for %Umgmp^^9ts It
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%

h. It idll tkm bt sctri that Seard'ft Is

^  preattaiiblf bae@d on «oa ;̂ iacorrect d«t« ♦»<! »ls« is

violation to t;is g®is©ral prineipl# 1*14 4own fey th« UPSC 

tad thei^fort **#ds to t&t? fxteat that all

II p®ats (ikiGtlon OfflstrCKi^*) sbouia b« opm̂ i to iht 

cattf^orv of Assiat.aflfcs onl/ and the «1«*® II p««ta 

avail^I’lo for stGnagri^htr eattgor/ sttomld at fillad trm  

thta,

5, ^urthtr rafersjRC# ie ijfVit«d to parn 9(5) 9t tim 

Haiiwaj? 4*9ar4*8 Ksnriea * ^ a  1969 on tb« strangtfe ©f i»teich 

two peats of faction offiea (Hiiiiat^sriel) wtm allottatf 

t© atdnegraphara 0a adboe baaiis war® i^atorsd to Aastt«> 

cadra with th^ introduction of *H*illws.y.%ftrd* s 'J«ott» 

■St®f»graph«rs sarvici* *'ul« 1971 w.e*f» I.B .69*

6 . ^Inct tH« siatt^r la urgaat and ha» iiLre«<2y baan

uadar coDsidaristli-n for quita soaa ti»t en& a¥#n oaa 

month has passad slnc@ the sabGiis.idon of our last a|»pllcatlo{)i 

dited 9 .5 .30 , It la that jtiiial raply «ay pl«aaa

fee (Ksaauiiicatad tv«r/ aarly anJ ii»t lata/^ than 50«6»SQ* 

Psnŝ iA.; di^ciaion oti our ropr-B^nlatlois tb® Qn»uln^ 

salection ach^duieJ; to ba aeld on 12 * 13 July 1 ^  ^  

postponed. Mtcti-jsary iaatjraetion ncy klridly t« la»ua<t 

to i;, to tnid atXact# liwia^ of taa al>ov9« it ia

fait that tĥ  ̂ -t^arU's 4®ci-slun 'eonvsyad vida thair lattar 

laadtr r@f®r©iice 1? dissriiul»iatiAg agi|l«at taa ^aatta «f 

RD'5C' %fith a resultant u%6 cormspofidlrig discrisiliiatioD in 

SBvmr of thp- 3ten,c- ©f nir-v ttiiis Infriasing the 

provisioR 0f the constituticn of Iniia,

Y®ura faithfully»

(li,L,ibhardwa4)
Datad 11,6,aO A#itta«
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Isi tiie Bigh of Juciioatwî cr at Allafcntbad,

LiicMmw Xm knm *
. . ##♦

Ife*

W*%* % a r  a M  others.

% r«y «

■'. - Am fi"

Pftltionars,,

C|>p*Fart4es*

*ovtrmerit of -la^a Hliditry of Rfillwa^s

//‘-Rail Itafitralaya ■ ■
' Halli^y tfeatd#

N»* EAt?3:/79/W&7

Tn# ■ Qm em l'
h m
l,iAeliaiow*

liew-PelM m  -.10,10*

■aibi, l«aniltJ3«f:t «n̂ 'ProBiotiOjf* Rules tor
post of Section. OffictrCMiMsttri'al)

mti- ¥cur KogA/Piyo' at, §*6.80

**•

Mhilt ■ forwftifdî g separat# r^comiefiaatlom of 

Assistant $tenpgriaph@r» of the H T O  - sn th& al?0V©' 

Subject na- rscoisaifsndatioa feaw b#®n W  ^our, 

Afisliilstratlon, B«f©r0 th«i matter is coflisifered in 

eonsaltatlon ^ t h  tfa«‘ WBC ■ the D»jjarts:ent ©f 

P^mmmt &-Ad’aiiiist5rotl«« Eeforms ■ if ■ n#cesg|ir3r» yeur 

fi,m ressomsondatiori: say tee'furnished as eirly

m  poislfelt* . ■ ,

<S,iC*AtoiJa)

Under Bmmtmty
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I n  t i i « r  H a i l *  b i t  l l i g h  ^onrt o f  J u d i c a t u r e  at A l l a h a b a d ,

jUuckmw Lucknow*

»»#

Writ Petition rfc* 

F *K*%ar and wm othei*8. ■

. V»rmi3 

Oaiaa of India and another.

of 1933.

Petitioners*

.Opp*Pmrtl#«#

Aiifi(»xur« ’̂ 0,

fht Secretar|r
Bailtmy ^u ra  
Kf>w m h U

Dated 4*6,81

Recruitwent-. '■ Promotion for po«t« ' 
of .Section Officer {Ministerial) In

n&U nallm&f i^ar4*a letter .:b, Em i/79/¥ i/^7  
dt. 10.10,80

Viiit this offlc# letter iJ5,J^/PT/(, date^ 13#2*81 

it  yim recosaaended m  uMsri-

1* ^h© pouts of dO/Mlu, aty be flll«d up ts th#

«3ct«at of 50lS on the of «»mority mm suitability

from tfe« AsiiataRt* and th* reaaitil^ng 50% through 

Ltmit^& ^p tt , Ooapstltlv« Sxt^lnatloai for which tfci« 

•ligibillty #hould be th^ as at pre*tnt viz* 

8t«aograf)fetri5 SfhB and AsslstiMits*

2# ^he'f>©8t# of say be filled as f * r '

existiag Hiiles*

3. Cut of tne 5 posts of -Os/mn, prsstatljr r

rsaerve^ » two peats should bo dtreserved «n<3

o.rily oat post ©f S'(:-]t«^cs) k&pt restrved for^ 

^teaograpl'^ei'S,
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2* R0JSO III Adsoeiatlan

thtlr l«it«r Wo.ors^asRl/SI 4at«d (oopy

»nalotcd) foav« «ugg«tt«il int0|N-alt« thtt tht 

prsetdur® follewtd in th« Mtniitry of 

Hftllwiys al»© f55lloi#®a Ift ir»SQ i/i tills cas** ■

31 ISC# if  m  att«<3h«^ offio«r of th« Mifllstry 

of Kttilvaysf it would appear r«tso.ii3bla to 4© .to.

3 . It is s»tn fi^a iotrd*s letter Ko.4;^I/'/9/ ■

46/67 dt 14,5,81 that th« proeedur® follevjed i«  th# 

Ministry of ^ailmy« in as uiidsri-

1) ^6% hf direct r«cruitiient by UÎ SC

2) 2Sf̂  frc» thf A8#lstafits on 3«nlorlty-e«ja-» 

auitability ^a«is

3) 28.  ̂ froa tmn$nt th# nt^tt with ler^gest 

p«riod of itrvic* ©n th« basin of a«rJ.t,

4) 2Q% froii anoiaitti; the Asfistants and

at6mgi“̂ ph*?rs eonfciraiou« 5 year*

a«r?lce in the gra»it through Umited 

>5«psrtatntal Csjep^tltlve ijcaalAatioa*

4. ^itto# the p®rc#nt«g« of l6 f» by direct 

r«<Smlta#nt by nr-'SC vld« lt#ia (1) atjov̂ * d««» m t 

n@nially a*terlall«<i tnd it i.n invtriaoly act fouad 

po»«ibl« to Qbtiiia candidit*® for flilicg tii«s« 

posts in ;iSJO ^y dimet r«cralts®at by UPSC, it  in 

f«lt tfeat this p*rc«ntig« b« dlstrltjuttd •«5iially 

b*tw«en th9 reaainli^ thr«« lt^aa« besides der«s«rvli^

2 out of 3 posts of 30/f^in at present r«««rir*d for

SP At/ -^ttsogTaphsrs,

5* Board* a •arly dtoisloa in th« ««tt#r is

ioar4 ar« «lio f«r eimnfietk^na

»f th« issu« raf«rr«d w  iri para 3 »f  this #ffi*« 
lattar Ite.A/RT/0 datai 20.5i81*

BA m.taea%ar «aii«p^

2*



In the Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

Versus

Union of India and another. 0pp. Par tie s.

The petitioners respectfully beg to state as follows:-

That for the,facts stated and reasons disclosed 

in the accompanying writ petition and the affidavit
(

it is respectfully |)rayed that the holding of examination 

scheduled for 12th and 13th February 1983 for promotion 

to the post of Section Officers (Ministerial) be stayed 

and an ad-interim order to that effect be also granted.

Lucknow Dated 

Feb. 6, 1983. Counsel for the Petitioners,

<ki

'
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In the High Court ©f Judicature at JUlahabad, 
Lucknow Bench 

Luckn©’!*?,

,M.Application I©* of 198^.

1, Union of India through 
Secretary, Ballway Board, 
Rail Bhavan, Hew fielhi.

^2. Direct©r General, BDSO, 
Manaknagar, Luckn©w,

I
) -
) Opp* parties

)
)

In regard 

Writ Petition Ho.741 of 1983

P^K.Dhar and others

v/s

Union of India and others

Petitioners

Gpp* parties

Application for vacation of stay 
order dated 10,2,1983

The applicants abovenasaed respectfully submit 

as under:-

1) That in view of the facts and circumstances

stated in the accoH^anying affidavit, the stay order 

dated 10^^2*1983 passed by this Han'ble Court is liable 

to be vacated iji the interest of Justice*

.2) Therefore, it is respectfully prayed that the

stay order dated 10*2.1983 may kindly te vacated.

(D,S,Bandhawa) 
Advocate 

Senior Standing Counsel 
for Central Government

Counsel for applicgfits.

\

%



^  In High C©urt ©f Judicatmre at illsliajaad
Lucknow Bench 

LUGKSrOfef.

G.M,Applicati®n N®, ©f 1984

1984 - N 

AFPyDAVlT vpi'

‘ WGH'do^y^

Uni^n of liidia and 
others. Applleahts

In reg^d to 

Writ Petition JI©.741<if 1983

. P.K.Dhar and ©theris

v/s

1 Union ©f India and others

Petitioners

Op. parties

Affidavit in respect of application 
for vacating stay order dated 10,2»19© ,

* ♦

 ̂ I , P.H.Eapoor, aged 53,years, son of late

(Shri A,H*Kapoor, resident of 0/8-2, Maefiakn^ar, Lucknow 

j do hereby soleianly affirm and state as unders-

That the deponent is Deputy Director Estt.II 

j in the office of the Director General, HDS0, Maiiaknagar,
c ■' ' ■ .
S
Luclmow and is fully competait to affirm this affidavit

■ on behalf of the applica(nts mentioned in the abovenoted 

application.

That the deponent has read aid understood the 

contents of the Writ Petition and tho interim stay order 

p'assed' by this Ifen *bl® Coiirt in the above noted petition, 

he is fully acquainted with the facts of the case

doj^sed hereinafter.
! i

') That the above noted writ petition was filed on 

10.2*1983 challenging the R&P Buies for the post of 

Section Offieers(Hin) in the BDSO, and the Writ Petition 

was admitted the same day and the interim stay order was 

passed on the said application as unders

• • • • 2



*■

•• 2

“Application ferlnterim Relief#

Lucknow dated: 10*2.1983 
H©n’bl© S*C*Mathur, J ,

...-

After adroitting tlie writ petition we by our ordei* 

passedj t^sday, directed the stay application be laid 

before Court Ho,5 for hearing and disposal* This order 

was passed ©n the basis of a statement made by Sri Kalia 

that a similar stay fsn application in a similar

writ petition No^2616 of 1980 was listed for hearing before

that Court, Ati order has now been passed by H©n«

c
U«£*Srivastava, J* , that n© such matter was listed before 

him* The stay application has consequently been placed 

before us again#

After hearing the learned counsel for the parties we 

direct that the exajaination scheduled to be held on 1-2th 

laid 13th Feb, 1983 shallbe held but the result shall not 

be declared m til  further orders of this Court. The Stay 

application shall come up for further orders before a

learned Single Judge on 7,3.1983,
\ ■
V

A copy of this order shall be issued to the learned 

sel for the petitioner on payment of necessary charges

today, if possible.
Sd» S,G,Mathur* 
Sd« S.S,Ahmad*
10,2,1983,»

4t) That thereafter on August 1983, an application for 

vacating the interim stay order, alongvdth the counters 

affidavit, was moved in this Hon’bl® Court * but m  order 

appears to have been passed cun ©ur aforesaid application 

for the vacation of the stay order,

6) That in respectful obedience to the interim stay 

order dated 10,2*1983, the restilts of the limited departmental 

competitive examination held on 12th anl 13th February, 1983 

have not so f ar been declajced* The position in this regard



In the High CJourt of Judlcataire at
Luclmow Bench

Luoknotiii*

e.M.AppUcatlon Ho, of 1983

1. 0nion of India through I
Secretary, Eailway Board, )
Bail Bhavan, Mew DelM . ) ^ p .  parties

8* Direclxjr Generali HDSO, )
Manafenagar, Lucknow, )

^  ^  In regard tc5

V^it Petition -Wo .741 of t983

P*K.Dhar and others Petitioners

v/s

trnion of India and others Qpp* parties

Application for vacation of stay 
order dated 10,2,1983

4 .

The a|>plioants abovenamed respectfully submit 

as undert-

1) That in view of the facts and circuiastances 

stated iJi the accos^anying affidavit, tl:  ̂ stay order 

dated 10,2,19l^ passed by this Hon*ble Court is liable 

to be vacated in the interest of justice,

2) Therefore, it is respectfully prayed that the 

stay order dated 10,2*1983 may kindly b& vacated,

(0,S,Eandhaiira) 
Advocate 

Senior fitanding CJounsel 
for Central Governiaent 

l,wclmow . 1 1̂ 0/ '
dated 3 ^ '® ;  ' Counsel for applicants.
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In th0 High Court of Judicature at ^lahabod 
Luclmow Bench 

LUCKSIOW.

C.M,Application No, of 1984 

Union of India and
others. i^plicants

In regard to 

Writ Petition No,741of 1983
•>

^  P.K.Dhar and others Petitioners

^  v/s

tfnion of India and others Op. parties

Affidavit in re£5pect of ^plication 
for vacating stay order dated 10,2,19®  •

• •

I , P .N .K^oor, aged 53,years, son of late 

Shri A.N.Kqpoor, resident of C/8»2, Monalaiagar, Luclsnow 

do hereby soleimly affirm and state as unders-

1) That the deponent is Deputy Director Kstt.II

in the ^office of the Director General» HDSOy Manalaiagar,

Lucknow and is fully cocipetent to affirm this affidavit 

on behalf of the applicants mentioned in the ahovenoted 

application*

2) That the deponent has read and understood the

contents of the Writ Petition and the interim stay order 

passed by this Hon*ble Court in the above rtoted petition, 

and he is fully acquainted vdLth the facts of the ease 

deposed hereinafter,

a) That the above noted %/rit petition was filed on

10.2,1983 challenging the R&P Rules for the post of 

Section Officers (Min) in the RDSO, and the Writ Petition 

aais admitted the sai^ dqy and the interim stay order was 

passed on the said application as underi
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♦*Applleat»l©n f®rlfit©rlm Eellef.

Iittcknow dat©ds 10,8* 1983 
Hbii*ble S,G,Mathiir, J*

After adBdtting tbe writ petiti©n w© by our ©Mer

passedj today*, directed felie stay application be laid

b®f®r© Court Wq *6 jf©r hearing and disposal# Tliis ©rder

vas passed ®n the basis ©f a statement made by Sri Kalia

that a siisiilar stay tec application in a similar

writ petition M©*g616 ©f 19® was l is t ^  for hearifig before

that CS©Uipt, im order has now been parsed by & n ,

U,S^,Sriyastava, J * , that n@ ^ e h  mattel* was listed before 
i' ■ 

him. fhe stay applicat^n has consequently been placed

before ua, again.

Mf tBt hearing the learned counsel for the. ps«*tl©s we
■I ■

direct that the ®xa*aihatioft scheduled t© b® held on Vgth 

Mid 13th f©b*1983 shallb® held but th© result shall not 

bo dec^lared until fur^er  orders of this Court. The Stay

application sh ^l  come up for further orders before a 

' learned Single tfudg e on 7.3 .1983.

A copy, of this oMer shall be issued to the legrned 

counsel for the petitioner on payment ©f necessary charges 

today, if possible.
Od. S.C.Mathur.

.'■> ■-Sa. 'S,,S.Ahmad.
10.2.1983."

4 ) fhat thereafter ©n August 1 9 ^ ,  an application for 

iracating the interiffi stay ©rder, alongwlfda th© counter*

. affidavit, was laoved in this Hon’bl® Court, but n© order 

appears to have been passed on our aforesaid application 

for tip Vacation of stay order.

5) that in respectful obedience to the interim sts^

order dated 10.2.1983, the results of limited departmental 

competitive eXOTination held on 12th and 13th February, 1983 

have not so far been declared. Th& position in this regard

• • • • 3



was also eicplalned specially in paras 22 and 24 of the 

counter»affidavit already filed against the Virit PetitjUsn,

6) That there are at present three vacancies of Section 

Officers O'lin) to toe filled up and there will be tvo more 

anticipated vacancies in June and August, 1984, vhen two 

of the officers will retire on attaining the age of 

superannuation, thus making the total number of vacjfficies 

as five,

^  7 ) That unfortunately, the relevant file not being

traceable in the High Court for l^spietion, the file has 

been reconstructed by t)w orders of the Ifon’ble High Ck>urt 

and this has further considerably delayed the submission 

of the present application,

8) That the work of the HDSO Administration is suffering 

badly. In the absence of regular appointments against 

the existing vacancies, tMeh can be got filled up only 

after the iiDSO AdodLnistration is allowed to declare the 

results of the aforesaid limited departmental con^otitive

y  examination held on February 12 and 13, 1983 subject to

the final decision on writ petition,

9) That in view of the averments mcide in the foregoing

paragraphs, the interim stay order passed on\l0,2,l983 

is liable to be vacated, \  J

> •

Verification
♦

I ,  the abovenamed deponcmt, do hereby verify that the 

contents of paras 1 and 2 of this affidavit are true to my 

own knowledge and the cont^its of paragraphs 3 to f  are true 

to ay knowledge derived from records, No^pBRt of this affidavit 

is false and nothing material has b^en colF\ceaked. So help 

me Ck)d, , ^

Lucknow
dated
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Before the Hon*ble Chief Justice,

Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at Allah'aJ^ad,

Sitting at Lucknow.

C.M* Applications.^Nos* , 6 ^  of 1984 
" " « 8386 of 1983

'? 1341 of 1983;
In res-

Writ Petition no.741 of 1983

. .  .Petitioners.

*Opp*partiesi

P .K . Dhar and. Ors.

V s

Union of India and others 

, My Lord?

Respectfully it  is  submitted -

1  ̂ That the abovenoted applications were listed 

in the Cause List of today of Court n o .6 (Hon‘bie 

Mr. Justice H.C. Deo Sharma) at SI. Nd. 17. But this 

list of court no#6 could not be taken up, as the Hon’ble 

Judge did not sit today.

2- That the matter is  veiy urgent, as the results of 

the selection have been held up since Februaiy 1983 

and our applications dated 3.8.1983 and d ^  ed 10.7.1984 

for vacating of the Interim Stay Order Dt« ,10.2.1983 

have not yet been takoi.

Wherefore, it  is  respectfully prsyei that the- 
abovenated case may kindly be takai up tomoo?row as sin 
unlisted case*

Dated. 25\?.1984. 

Luckno-w.

(D.s. m w w .
Advocate,

Senior Standj.ng Counsel,
Coitral Govemmeat

Counsel for Union of India &  Ors.

(0pp.parties nos. 1 and 2)

__ _— - ' - A ■ ./
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IN THE HON‘BLS HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD 

LUGKIQW BSMCH. LUGKHQW.

O.K.Application No, 1983

lr=^

. Union of IndfSTand another
r '

In re:

Writ Petition No. 741 of 1983

Applicants.

Vi-.

t

\

P.K.Dhar and Others

Union of India and another

Petitioners.

Ver sus

.Opposite Parties.

n

Application for vacating Interim Stay Order,

The applicants above-named, respectfully submit as 
' /

under : - '

T|mt in view of the facts and reasons given in the 

accompanying Counter-Affidavit, the interim Stay Order 

dated 10,2,1983 passed by this Hon’ble Court is liable to be 

sracated.

viSierefore , it is respectfully prayed that the interim 

Stay Order dated 10.2,1983 may kindly be vacated.

Lucknow:

Dated: August ^

( D.S. RANDHAWA )
A ^V O  C G ̂

( Senior Standlng‘*Counsel,Central Govt. ),

,1983.
Counsel for Applicants.
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IN THE HOK‘BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATUTE AT ALLAHj\3AD

LUCKNOW B£WCHf LUCKMOW.

Petition No, 741 of 1983 
<i 4 --- -------

P.K.Dhar and others

Union of India and another

Versu.s

Petitioners

Opposite Parties.

Counter Affidavit on behalf of Opposite Parties.

I , S.S.Jagdhari aged about years, son of

<^'T^C^'^3<?-^^:?Ct^A^resident of Manak Nagar, Lucknow, do 

hereby solemnly affirm and state as under i -

1, T|at the deponent is Senior Deputy Director-General 

posted in the R .D .S .O ., Manak Nagar, Luteknow and he 

is competent to affirm this Counter Affidavit on 

behalf of opposite Parties.

2. That the deponent has read and understood the contaits 

of the Writ Petition as well as those of the Stay 

Application and he is fully acquainted with the facts of 

the case deposed, hereinafter,

3. That the contents of para 1 of the writ petition are 

not denied.

4, That the contents of para 2 of the writ petition 

are not denied. However, it is stated that certain

Contd.. . . . .*2
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V posts of
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of R.D.S.O. are designated

t̂4Bikftgsi,ap4iea:̂  ( Selection Grade ) and are in Scale 

of Rs.650-960.

.-4

>

6, That Ibhe contents of para 3 of the Writ Petition 

are not denied. However  ̂it is stated that certain 

posts of Stenographers of RBSO are designated as 

Stenographers ( Selection Grade) and are in scale 

Rs. 650-960.
«*

6* That the contents of para 4 of the writ petition

need no reply.

?• That the contents of para 5 of the writ petition are

not denied, but the date of lett«^ should read as 

28.8*61 instead of 22.8.61.

8* That the contmts of para 6 of the writ petition

are not denied.
\

9* That in reply to the contents of para 7 of the writ

petition, it is stated that the said letter dated 

6*8,64 was addressed to the Union Public Service 

Commission for Comaission*s approval.

10, lEhat in reply to the contmts of para 8 of the writ 

petition it is stated that the Railway Board vide 

their letter dated 17.9.3964 issued the Revised 

Recruitment and Promotion Rules for the posts of 

Section Officers C Ministerial) in RDSO.

1 1 . That the contents of para 9 of the writ petition are 

dsiisEl. It was not the Assistants but the Section 

Officers who were eligible for the posts of

Contd... ..3



>

V

>

-  3

Establishment Officers in RDSO. The shrinkage in 

the cadre was due to re-organisation in the Adminis- 

^  trative structure. It  may be stated that, whereas

in the case of Assistants, the proiaotiGnal prospects 

were reduced as a result of posts of EB/SG having 

. bem surrendered, in the case of Stenographers the

deBeservation of the two posts would have amounted 

to leaving no channel of promotion barring the one by vay 

of lijaited departmental coMpetitive examination to 

which both the categories were equally eligible.

> V

f

ff

V ^

12, That the contents of para 10 of the writ petition

are not denied but it is stated ibhat in lieu of the 

post of SupervisQiD ( Stenos), a post of Section Officer 

( Steno^"^ was created as per ^Board's letter dated 

30,12#7 © . ' ^ - s i g n i f i c a n t  to mention that with the 

creation of the Class II  post of SO (Stmos) in lieu 

of the Supervisor ( S te n o ^^  even though the promo­

tional prospects of the Stenographers g^t 

enlarged, the Assistants could not be made eligible 

for promotion to the said post of SO ( Stenos) for 

the obvious reasons that the functions of the 

Section Officers of the general cadre and those of 

the SO(Stenos) are basically different by virtue of 

the fact that the staff working under them have differe­

nt types of duties to perform. The fact, however, is 

that the tvjo posts of Section Officers, which were set 

aside on adhoc basis for promotion of Stenographers 

exclusively still, roaain reserved on ad hoc basis for 

the promotion of Stenographers.

13 ., Kiat the contents of para H  and 12 of the -writ petition

Contd* • 4
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are not denied. However it is stated that based 

on the general policy of the Government of India 

the posts of Stenographers were upgraded to Senior 

Personal Assistants grade Hs.650-1040 in gazetted 

cadre in all the Ministries of the Government of 

India. But, the scale is lower than that of Section 

Officers, which grade is Rs.650-1200. However, the 

upgradation in the cadre of Stenographers has not 

resulted in the curtailment of avenues of promotion 

of Assistants in RDSO.

14»

16,

V

That the contents of para 13 of the writ petition 

are denied. Since a copy of the Joint representation 

has not been annexed with the writ petition, no reply 

can be given. However, the observation made by the 

Union Public Service Commission is in regard to 

framing of the Recruitment and Promotion Rules for , 

the technical post of Officer on Special Duty 

( Track Recording-cum-Research Gar )- RDSO which is 

 ̂ an es-cadre post.

. . I

That the contents of para 14 of the v/rit petition 

need no reply. However, the Railway Board Secretariat 

Stenographers Service Rules 1971 are not applicable to 

RDSO.

That the contents of para 15 of the writ petition

are not denied but the r epresentation made by

Assistants and Shri S.M.Kulk:arni, Section Officer/

EDSO v;ere considered by the Railway Board and it

was felt that the chances of promotion available^

to the two categories of staff viz. Assistants and

Stenographers weBi" more or less similar and hence

. status quo be maintained. It may, however,

be mentioned that Jjoth S/Shri V.C.A Padmanabhan

' . . .  *5
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and S.M.Kulkarni have died.

19.

>

18.

That the contents of paras 16 & 17 of the writ 

petition are not denied. However,it is stated 

that the RDSO Administration expressed the v ie«s"^  

but the final authority to take decision in

the matter was the Ministry of Railways, Railw^ 

Board, who, in turn, could only take decision 

keeping in view the everall policy of the Govermaent 

of India in such matters.

That in reply to the contents of para 18 of the 

Writ Petition only this much is stated that lihe 

representation is only froa an individual viz. Shri 

M.L.Bharadwaj, who has already filed a separate writ 

Petition No. 2516 of 1980 on similar grounds for the 

same purpose.

That in reply to the contents of para 19 of the 

writ petition, it is sfeated that as stated above, it 

is a fact that certain posts of Stenographers were 

upgraded due to the general policy of the Government 

of India. Since they have to perform stenographic 

duties, the Assistants cannot be made eligible for 

the posts of ‘̂ Senior Personal Assistants. The 

sanctioned and working strength of stenographers is 

much more than that of Assistants and based on the 

yardstick and justififation, more number of Section 

Officers postS'could be created out of which tlue share 

as per existing Rules will accrue to Assistants

also. These Rules provide thtt 5(^ of vacancies are 

to be filled up by seniority from amongst Assistants

........6
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only and th% remaining 50^ by Limited Departmental 

Competitive Sxajnination from amongst Assistants 

as well as Stenographers with five years service 

in the respective grades. The SIU team of the 

Railway Board, has already undertaken the job 

analysis and the work of finalisation in this 

connection is in progress.

That in reply to the contents of para 20 of the 

writ petition it is stated that the posts of Senior 

Personal Assistants have been upgraded and allotted 

scale Rs. 650 - 1040, which is lower than that of 

Section Officer, scale Rs.650-1200. is such, the 

two posts of Section Officers for Stenographers 

still continue.

21. !Siat in reply to the contents of para 21 of the 

writ petition, it is stated that it is a fact that 

the Ministry of Railways called for the views of 

the RDSO, as stated in para 21 of the w i t  petition

*
and the views of the RDSO were adht to the 

Ministry of Railways. It may further be added that 

the RcSP Rules for the post of Section Officer 

(Min) are based on the Ri^ Rules of the Ministry 

of Railways and that of other Ministries and 

attached officer's of the Government of Xnaia and are 

framed with the concurrence of the Union Public 

Service Commission- and the Department of Personnel 

and Administrative Reforms and any suggestions/ 

opinion made by the Director General, RDSO in this i 

r e g ard  cannot be considered in isolation, as 

decision in the matter rests only in the Ministry
I
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of Railways. I’he procedure for any change in the 

• Rules involves consultation between the Ministry 

of RailwaySj Union Public Service Commission and the 

Department of Personnel, keeping in view the overall 

policy of the Government of India in such policy

is a

) tine consuming factor.

> It may be reiterated that any 

changes in the R<SP Rules have to be made by the 

Ministry of^^^ilways, Union Public Service Commission 

and the department of personnel keeping in view the 

general policy of the Government of India for all 

Ministries. It may be mentioned that the Railway 

Board have now advised that since the case is subjudice, 

no action can be taken. The staff representatives 

through the Secretary, RDSO Glass III  staff Association 

have been accordingly advised.

That in reply to the contents of paras 22, 23 and 24 

of the writ petition, it is stated that the representa­

tion of Assistants and Counter-represeitation of 

Stenographers was under consideration. In the Meantime^ 

the Assistants chose to file a Writ Petition in the 

Hon’ble High Court in 1980, bearing No. 25IS. The 

first circular for holding the Limited Departaental* 

competitive Sxaraination was issued in 1979 and not in 

1980, as stated. The court was, however, pleased to 

perait the RDSO A(teini strati on, vide their order dated 

21.4,81, to fill up the vacancies so that the work may 

not suffer. A true copy of the order is filed herewith 

as Annexure No. A»l. Accordingly, the results of the

>8
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selection held in 1980-81 were declared and four 

successful candidates were appointed, subject to

the final decision of the Court on the writ petition 

siallar orders of the Hon’ble High Court are 

the selection held in February, 1983. 

However, the Assistants have again chosen to file 

another Writ Petition on similar matter and similar 

grounds with a view to preventing the Adaini strati on to 

hold another examination, which was scheduled to be 

held in Febru^y, 1983. The Hon'bl® Court has, -
- I  -

however, been pleased to peraiit the RDSO Administra­

tion to conduct the examination, as scheduled, and 

the examination has actually been conducted in the 

month of February, 1983 and in all 56 candidates 

including Assistants have appeared in the said 

selection/examination, as per the existing R(SP Buies.

The Senior Personal Assistants have also been included 

for the reason that they are working in the grade 

Re . 650-1040, which is Ic^^er to the grade of Section 

Officer. Further, it is relevant to mention that the
........  ’.....  - ■

Senior Personal Assistants are still holding their lienli> 

their substantive capacity as stenographers grade II, 

the category which is eligible for the competitive 

ei^ination. As the circumstances are similar to the . 

1980-81 selection and in that case the Hon’ble High 

Court had permitted to fill up the posts subject to
s/

the final decision on the v^t petition. Now, the

court may be pleased to permit the Administration to

declare the results of the s^ection held in February

1983, to enable fill up the posts/vacancies of Section
- . I

officers lying vacant so that Government work may not

suffer. Q '

t
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That the contents of para 26 of the writ petition

need no reply. Hovjever, it is sWted that the

functioning of the Glass I I I  staff Association 

and the Director General, BDSO is a matter outside 

the ambit of the petitioners* plea. It is relevant 

to mention that the Chairman Director General had 

admsed vide para 1.4 of the minutes of the meeting 

referred to by the petitioners, that since the case 

had become subjudice it was not intended to discuss

the issue. '

24.

26.

26.

That in reply to the .contents of para 26 of the 

writ petition, it is stated that as indicated in the 

foregoing paragraphs^in accordance with the iq,terim 

order dated 10,2.1983 passed by the Hon'ble High 

Gourt^ the examination has already been conducted 

on 12 and 13.2.83, in which 56 candidates including 

Asaistantsy a category-to which the petitioner belongs* 

have already appeared. The results could'not be 

declared as per the directions of the Court for 

which it is prayed that the order dated IQ .2.83 may
I

be vacated as PDSO have to follow the ^|^^,ting R<SP 

Rules for the posts of Section Officer,s.

% Ceŷ e. fM\ctc,y> ^
That the deponent has been advised to state that, ^  

inview of the averments made in the foregoing 

paragraphs, the Application is liable to be ^

dismissed and the interim Stay Order d^ed  10,2.1983 | 

passed by this Hon’ble Court is liable to be vacated, j

That the deponent has been advised to state that 

there is no infringement of any legal’or Constitution a] 

right and there is no ejax)?,Hiuch less any manifest

10
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error of law in the action taken-'by the opposite 

parties and the action is also not arbitrary and 

discriminatory.

V '

27. That the deponent has been advised to state that 

the grounds taken by the ' petitioner are not tenable 

in law and the writ petition being without any merit 

is liable to be dissiissed with costs.

Lucteaow; 

Dated: August

D e p o n e n t

1983.

V e r i f i c a t i o n  

X, the above-named deponent, do hereby verify that the 

contents of paras 1,2 of the affidavit are true to my own 

knowledge, the contents of paras 3 to 24 are true to my knowledge 

derived from the office records and the cont®itg of paras 

to 27 are true to my knowledge based on legal advice. No 

t of this Affidavit is false nd nothing material has b e ^  

ceiled. So help me God.

D e p o n e n t ,

I identify the deponait, who has 
signed before «e.

1 Ad^cate."'—
Sol«Bnly affimed before me on

at 1/̂  5^ iK^arby Sri S 

the deponent who is identified by 

Sri 3)*^'

Advocate High Court Allahabad* |i

I have satisfi«<i myself by examining the deponent that 

he understands the contents of this affidavit which has been 

rgad out and esjplained by me, .

f»hxn coasMissioNit 
High Court, AlUhabafl. 

tuckeow Swicfe.

mm-
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Iir THE HOIf’BEE HIGH COUEIP OF JTOCATUEB AT AI2.AHABA3)

BJOTOW BMCH LUCKiroW

Writ Petition Wo. 741 of 1 9 ^ .

P«K« Dhar and others ...petitioners

Versus

Union of India aad another ...Gpp. Parties,

kaaemve U0 .AI

IN THE HiaH COURI OP JtTOKATUEE AT AliAHASAD (LUOMOW

BMCH) IiUCKNOW

C.M. APPLIOAIION NO. 5U 7  of i960

M.ll. Bhardvaj ...petitioner

Versus

Union of India and others ...0pp . Parties*

Application for vacation of stay older 

dated 10-9-80.

liucknow dated 21.4.1981. 

Hon’ble K*S. Varma, J.

On 11th December, I98O an order was 
«

pa^ed by this Court that '^e selection for the post 

shall be hC.d on 12th December, I98O but the result

< • 4 ■

shall not be declared. Aftertioc the order was passed 

an %plication as moved by the Union of India for the

vacation of the stay order, in paragraph 4 of the

 .......... .......  ■.......................  ’.................... ;

application it has be® stated that t hisre is an urgenc;j

to fill up the vacancies of section officers and to



1'

if

O '

V

fc ■ ŷ  i 
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put an end to the adhoc officiating arrangeiuents 

so that the best talent is available, Ihe 

application for vacation of the Stay order is 

contested by the petitioners.

Without expressing any opinion on the 

merits of the case the ends of justice would be met 

if  respondents 1 and 2 aie alloved to fill vtp 

vacancies so that their voik may not suffer but the 

appointments made shall be subject to the re silt of 

the writ petition. Ihe ^pointment orders issued 

to the appointees woixld clearly indicate that 

their ^pointment is subject to the decision of the 

writ petition, For the reasons stated above the 

order dated 11,12*$0 is modified in the manner

indicated above.

Sd/- K.S/Vamaa 
21.4.1981.

True copy,

Sd/-

Section Officer 
Judicial (B) Department

High Court, lucknow Bench, 
Lucknow.

Hiijli Court, Allnhabas 

tucfenot? 6© ,

a

•^3



I

••

> i

/

In  the Hon'ble High

y

Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow ^ench, Lucknow.

V/rit Petition No. 741 of 1983.

P.K. Dhar and otherB.
Petitioners,

Versus

Union of India and another.
0pp. Par tie s.

■4‘ ■ 
'U Rejoinder Affidavit to the 

Counter A-ffidavit dt. 5“8~19.^.

I ,  P.K. %ar ,' aged about 52 years, son of 

Sri P.C, Dhar, Assistant (Selection Grade) R.D. 

Manak Nagar, Lucknow, do hereby solemnly aXfiif

State as under: -

I.That the deponent is petitioner no/ 

above noted writ petition andis fully cô  

with the facts deposed to hereunder

'2. % a t  paragraphs 1 to 10 of 

affidavit need no comments.

3.'^hat as to para 11 of the 

it is not denied that the Sectis 

were eligible for the postof

post of Establishment Officer

/
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promotion^of Assistants thrx)ugh the ladder of S.O, 

(Ministerial). As prior to 1963 all the posts 

of S .O ,(M in .) were filled as admitted by the 

respondent in para 6 of the counter affidavit 

from theAssistants. Later on because Steno had no 

avenue of promotion, 2 posts of S.O. (Min.) \jere ■

given to Stenographers on adhoc basis.^j^^en 2 posts 

of Estt.Officers and 2 post of Section Officers 

were surrendered resulting in appreciable decrease 

in the avenue of promotion of Assistants it  would 

be logical that the two posts of S .O ,(M in .) should 

have been restored to Assistants, but it was not 

done. It is further denied that the restoration of 

t\\TO postsof Section Officers to the Assistants would 

have resulted in the Stenographers having been left 

without any channel of promotion, as they were 

eligible, though unjustifiably, to the 50% quota 

of Limited Departmental Competitive Examination for 

the post of Section Officer ( M i n . N o v ;  the’position 

is changed. Stenographers have at ]^esent 21 promotion 

posts exclusively for them.

4. That in para 12 of the counter affidavit it

A
has been contendec( that the Assistants coiil^ not be 

made eligible for promotion to the post of SO (stenos) 

on the ground that the functions of the S0(Stenos) 

and S0(Min.) are different and the staff working under 

th^m have different types of duties to perform.

In view of the above admitted fact the opposite 

parties should not mingle the two cadres of Assistants 

and stenographers for the purposes of promotion to 

higher post of S.Os. (Min. ) v/hich was initially done 

in a limited manner only with a view to provide

/
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some avenue of promotion to the Stenographers^J

>

. A

5. That ±h reply to para 13 of the counter 

affidavit it is stated that the post of Senior Personal 

Assistants in the scale 'of Rs.650-1040 fall in the 

group B gazetted cadre and derive all the beneiSits

of gazetted posts. Only Stenographers'are .eligible •

for promotion to the post of Senior Personal Assistants.

% t h  the introduction of these posts of Sr. Personal

Assista-nts(Sr. P .As.) Rs.650-1040 numbering 18,

the t\vo posts of SO(Min.) v/hich wfere given to Stenos

on adhoc basis should have been restored to Assistants

in R.D.S.O . as was done in, the Railway Board's office

but this has not been done in R.D.S.O.-' and the

injustice perpetuated. In this connection para 9

of the RailwayBoard Secretariat Service Rules, 1969

may kindly be seen a copy of which is filed herewith

as Anne:cure 19 (annexures 1*to 18 have been filed

with the writ petition). With the upgradation of
-4*

certain posts of Stenographs as Sr. P.As and Private 

Secretary to Director General and ‘S,0.(^tenos) (Groi^

B gazetted cadre) which are exclusively in the channel 

of promotion of Stenographers, tilted the balance in 

favour of the Stenographers in the matterof promotional

I  • .
prospects .of the tuo categorie/4 of staff. In the 

above circumstances the original position should have 

been restored, and the promotioi^o the post of S.O.

(M i^ .) should be restricted from amongst the Assistants 

nly.^f

6, That in reply to para 14 of the counter 

affidavit, it is stated that the joint representation

A
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referred to in para 13 of the \vrit petition
.

is dated 9 .5 .80  (-^nnexure 12 to the \rrit petition).

In this^ connection attention is invited to para

16 of the w i t  petition^, A perusal of the last 

stotence of the Union Public Service Commission 

letter in question (Annexure 8 of the w i t  petition) 

•would indicate that the Union Public Service 

Commission (hereinafter referred to as U .P .^ .C ,) 

has mentioned it  a basic principle and has not 

considered desirable to allov; two promotional 

avenue to one categgry of posts.' This fact has been 

admitted by the opposite parties in their letter 

dated 5 .6 .80  ("^nnexure 13 of thewrit petition).

Whereas Stenos in R.D, S.O, are allov/ed t\\)0 promotional 

avenues - one in the category of Sr,Personal 

•Assistants/p. Secretary/Section Officer (Stenos ) 

and the other in the category of S.O .(Min.) This, 

is contrary to the principles enunciated by the 

U .P.S.C . :

It'may be that the U .P.S.C , had made an 

observation about the basic policy ■while dealing 

m th the Promotion ^ l e s  for technical post but the 

basic principle indicated by the U .P .S.C . will be 

applicable in all the matters of promotion. The

avenuesU.P .S .C , has laid do’i-tfi about the promotional^
, \

as foliowss-

” Normally, while laying down promotion as a 

method of filling a post, the uniform practice is to 

allow only one promotional avenue to a post or a 

category of posts. In  viev: of this basic principle, 

it would not be desirable to allow tv;o promotional 

avenues to the psts mentioned above.
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The above position regarding promotional 

avenue has been accepted to be correct by the

i&rector Generkl^^.D.^.O. opposite party no,2 in his

letter dated 5 .6 .80 (-^nnexure 13 to the writ petition)

-4-

7. % a t  in reply to para 15 of the counter 

affidavit it is Stated that the opposite parties 

have put the positiisn in a wrong v^y. It  is not 

the question of.Railway Board Secretariat Stenos 

Service ^ules5‘-1971 being made applicable to R .D .S.O , 

ut the grievance is that in the Board's office w .e .f.

1 . 8.69 with the introduction of'grade I posts (which 

are equivalent to Sr. P.As. posts in scale of Rs.650-1040 

the two posts of S.O. (Mini.'). given to Stenos. were 

restored to the category of Assistants, l^iereas 

in  R .D .S.O , m th the introduction of these posts 

of Sr. PcAs, the two posts of S.O .(M in.) given to 

Stenos purely on ad~hoc basis have not been restored 

to the Assistants as done in the Board's Office. 

’•Therefore, it is not the question of applicability 

of Railway^oard Sectt. Service Rules to R .D.S.O . 

but to have similar Recruitment and Promotion ^viles 

of S .O .(M n .)  posts in R .D.S.O . as in the Boards 

office as already admitted by the opposite party no,2 

in para 21 that the Recruitment and Promotional ^ l e s  

for the post of S .O .(M in ,) are based on the Recruitment 

and Promotion Rulesof the Ministry of Railways and 

that of otherMinistries and attached offices of ^ovt, 

of India. It may be mentioned that in the Ministry 

of Hailv/ays (% y .  Board) the reservation of S.O. (Min,) 

posts for stenos does not now exist. Also, the 

percentage of post of S ,0 .(M in ,) required to be filled
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through L .D ,c .E , is only 28?̂  in Board's office as 

against 50?̂  in R .D .S.O , iKgl^Henoe the

reservation of two posts of S.O.(Min\) for stenos and

continuance of quota in L .D .C ,E , in S.o,

\ "I
is discriminatory and should be disensed vzith. .

8. '^hat in reply to para 16 of the counter 

affidavit it is stated that a perusal of annexure 9 

of the va’it  petition would reveal that it is a personal 

letter of ^h, S.M. Kulkarni, 2 ,0 ,(M in .) (who had 

earlier wrlded directly under /sh, Padmanabhan in D.B.k,  ̂

Rly. Project) to Shri Padmanabhan,

%gineer,Railway Board, Nev/ Delhi and not a representa­

tion as put forth by the opposite party, A perusal '

of the letter ('^nnexure 9) ^vould further reveal that 

Sh, Kulkarni requested for indulgence in the matter o 

for personal favour and Sri Padmanabhan, M.E, who was ^

ihcharge of ^R.^.S.Ol and the competent authority

in the case sho\m indulgence in the matter.'^^herefore, 

the decision given by theauthority to maintain status 

quo in the Recruitment and Promotion Rules for 

the post of S,0, (j^lin.) was biased and away from the

merits of the case^^It is not correct to say that the 

chances of promotion available to the two categories 

of staff i ,e . Assistants and stenos. were more 

or less similar. As would be seen from annexures 12 

and 15 of the writ petition there is a wide disparity 

in  the promotional shances of Assistants and stenos 

in  R .D.S.O , This fact has been admitted by the 

opposite parties in their letter dt. 5 .6,80 (Annexure 0  

to the 'tinr’it petition). It  was indicated in the

A

/

/
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annexure 14 that the promotional chances of 

Assist^ts were10,8 9o where as the Stenos had 22 % 

promotional chances. In  this connection the position 

clarified in paras 16 and 17 of the writ petition 

is reiterated.

V

9. That in reply to para 17 of the counter 

affidavit it is  submitted that over all the policy 

of the Governmentof India has not been indicated 

in the paragrapii under reply, '̂ ’he Miew and basic 

principle as given out by the U .P .S.C , on the point 

have already indicated in the earlier paragrajph of 

this rejoinder affidavit to theeffect that there 

should not be t w  promotional avenues for one gadre.

'̂ he petitioners are not aware of any policy of 

Government of India which muld support.the position 

that stenographers should have avenue of promotion

to the higher posts which is restricted to them alone 

and also share the promotional' avenues available to 

the Assistantants specially when the promotional 

avenueopen to the stenographers* alone is by no me^ns
*• * *" 

less , rather they have more and better chance of 
in . '

promotion their ahannel in comparison to the assis-
'■ »

tants* I'he assertions made in paras l6 ’and'l7 

of" the writ petition are reiterated.

10, ■̂ hat in reply to para 18 of the counter 

affidavit it is stated that the representation dated 

,11.6,80 of Sh. M.L.Bhardwao holds good as he is also

an affected assistant and filing a w i t  petition by him 

does not alter the facts as stated in para 17 of the 

w i t  petition.
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Besides the representation dated 11«6,80 representa­

tions were submitted to the opposite parties

earlier as well. Attention to those representations

was drawn in the representation dated 11.6.80,

'^hus a renuest was already before the opposite 

parties to review the whole situation and frame 

^  appropriate rules and issue suitable orders

^  restoring back the position relating to promotions

as existed earlier, Annexure 12 to the vjrit 

, petition is the representation dated 9 .5 .80 . It i\?as ■ 

a joint representation on behalf of many other 

Assistants besides F̂ r. M.L. Bhardwaj. ‘̂ he representa­

tion was also forwarded by the opposite party no,2 

to opposite party no.1 vide their letter dated 5.6 .80 

(%nexure 13 to the writ petition* It may be also 

^  pointed out that in the present \€rit petition

there are some additional points also.

11, That the contents of paragraph 19 of 

the counter affidavit are de'nied.'^n this 

connection it is mentioned that on the analogy of 

different duties and functions as the Assistants 

can not be made eligible for the post of Sr.P.As. 

it  would not be justifiable to make eligible Stenos 

for the post S .O.(Min) particularly v/hen they 

have been provided a separate and exclusive channel 

of promotion^ It may be mentionedthat the post of

S .O ,(M in ,) are created/sanctionedon the basis of mrk-

load of clerical \̂rork which are not performeqor

/ A
by Stenos^l^nd, it would be quite improper to make 

Stenos. eligible for the post of S .O .(M in .). It

shared
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lyould tentajnount to deprive clerical staff, i.e .

Lo\'^r Divisiona clerks, Upper Division HLerk’s and 

Assistants of their due chances of promotions The

/  4*,
clerical strength (i .e.  L.^^.C./U.D.C./Assistants) 

is about 300 whereas the strength of Stenographers 

(Grade III  and Gr, II is about 180 only. Therefore, 

it ĥ as been Ârrongly put forth by opposite parties that 

the strength'of stenographers is much more than 

assistants v/hereas the fact is othervd.se. The Qob 

analysis done by the SIU team and anticipatory 

creation ijssi of Section Officers post on its result is 

irrelevant. It  may, however, be pointed out that S.O, ' 

(Min.) posts are created on the basis of Job analysis 

of clerical worlfeload and justification thereof 

Vv̂ hereas the .post of Sr.P.-^^./P.-S. are created on 

the basis of fixed yard stick based on the creation 

of the posts of officers.^^herefore, there is no 

justification to make stenos eligible for the post of

S.O. (Min, in ijj;ie Recruitment and Promotion Rules.

■̂he Staff U n it (2 .I .U .) examines onljr wrk-

load and requj.red strength of staff onits basis.(It

has nothing to do with the recruitment and promotion 

Rules nor it can examine the demand of the petitioners 

for. restoration of the original position, namely, 

confining the avenue of promotion to the post of S.Os

to the Assistants alone. It is beyond the perview of the 

functions of S .I.U . ^ clear effort has been made by 

the opposite parties to mislead this Hon*ble Court.

12. That the contents of para 20 of the counter 

affidavit .ip not admitted, as stated. It  may be pointed

out that there is nc higher post of scale 650-10A® for



_ -------- IlL.

>■
10.

% O ir^

Assistants which is available to the stenographers 

only, ^he stemgraphers have t w  posts in the 

grade 550-1040 Exclusively for them, namely,

Private Secretary to the Erector General and 

Section Officer (Stenos)» ^t is further submitted 

that in stead of marrying the chances of promotion 

of the assistants , the opposite parties should 

upgrade some more posts in the scale of 650-1040 

for the stenos from amongst the post of Sr. P.As. 

in  case it is considered necessary. At present two 

posts of Section Officers are already reserved for 

the stenographers on ad»hoc basis as indicated in 

the writ petition and earlier paragraphs of this, 

rejoinder affidavit, '-̂'hus the ̂ stenographers have four 

posts in the scale of 550- and over and above that, 

they have also been made eligible to complete under ^

50 % quota’ of S.O,(m in.) through competition, '-îhe 

reply submitted to paragraphs 13 and 15 of the counter •

affidavit may kindly also be perused,

13.^hat in paragraph 21 of the counter affidavit 

it  has been stated by the opposite parties that ihspite 

of the recommendations of the Director Genera 1, , I

for revision of the Recruitment and Promotion Rules, 

for the post of S ,0 .(M in ,), the change can not be 

effected as it involves consideration by the Ministry 

ofRailways, UPSC and the Department of Personnel, 

keeping in view the policy of Government of India in 

such policy matters, ^t has further been stated 

that the Railway ®oard have since advised that as. the 

case is sub-judice no action can be takfen. The viev/s 

of the U .P.S.C, on the question are clear and evident 

from their letter ("^nnexure 8 to the writ petition})
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in which it has been very clearly stated that

it is a basic principle that as a matter of

basic principle t\io avenues of promotion should

not be open to a post or a category of posts.^o ' 
views

far as the of the Director General, RDSO,are

concerned, they can be seen from annexure 16 to
*-

<1 •

' the w i t  petition which is in favour of change in R.3&

Promotion-Rules as urged by the petitioners. Sq far

as view of the Railway Board is concerned, it is«

evident from annexure 16-A of the writ petition,

which has recommended the filling up the posts of S.O.

(Min.) by seniority to the extent of 2/ 3rd from

amongst the Assistantants and l/3rd from the L.D . C.E.

from the Assistants and Stenographers both through

competitive examination. It has not been indicated

as to whose views are. against, the viev/s of the

three authorities mentioned above nor even the All

India Policy of the Government on the issue in'

question has been indicated, ^he petitioners submit

that the question is not~somuch of policy as of '

facts, ^he promotion to the post of S.O.(Min) was
only

confined to assistants alone but/with a viev; to 

provide some avenue of promotion to the stenographer^ 

they were also made eligible for the posts of S ,0 .(M i^  

to certain extent. Sincp'after opening the promotional 

avenue in their own channel of promotion that situation 

does not exist at all.'^(^Hence there is no justification 

for their continuance in sharing the posts of S.O.

(Min. It may be reiterated that the Assistants 

are not eligible for a higher job available to the 

Stenographers in their channel of promotion, '̂ 'he 

disarimination is apparent on the face of it and inaction

1
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is only mth a view to harass the assistants as a class.

In this connection it is relevant to point out ■ ^

that if  no change in the R and Promotion rules can |

be made vdthout-the approval of UPSC and the department \

of Personnel, then how the Sr.P.As,, in the grade

Rs.^SO'-IO^ have been made eligible and permitted to

appear in S.O, ( M n . ) Limited Departmental .^oirpetitive v

Examinations held in the month of December 1980

and February 1983 v;feen there is no such^provi'sion in

the Recruitment and Promotion ^ules,). Apparently, no '•
■ , . . . :■ 

approval of UPSC and DP^ has been obtained to'include f

Sr.P.As. in the aforesaid L .D .c .Es. and, therefore,

the examinations held are violative of R ind P Rules

and need be quashed by th^Hon ble Court, Secondly,

if  no action can be taken as the matter is subjudice,

then why and how the L .D .E .S . have been held and the

staff promoted as SOs, Secretary to Director General

and Dy.Director. In this connection, it may be mentioned

that Hon ble court have permitted to fill in the
o

Vacancies of SO(Min.) pro'fisionally on the basis of 

LDCE held in December 80 subject to the decision of 

Writ Petition no,2596 of 1980, It  \\rould,hovrever, be 

seen that Sri P.N. Kapoor has been promoted from S,0.(l'lin,) 

to the post of Secretary to D,G, and again from Secretary 

to D,G, to the post of Deputy Director/Estt,

i , e , ,  from one adhbc post to other adhoc and to the 

further adhoc post even \d.thout completion of prescribed 

probationary period ignoring all the rules and . 

regxilations and violating the relvant R. and P Rules for 

the respective posts. It hasnot been indicated if  the 

Hon ble'Court's approval was obtained for these promotions 

if  the matter was sub-judice. >
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It is pertinent to mention that convinced by the 

imbalance of promotional avenues of Assistants and 

Stenos, the B.Gf.,RDSO, had recommended the revision ■ 

in Recruitment and Promotion Rules vide letter.dated 

4.6,1981 ( nnexure 16 to the w i t  p etit^n ). ^he 

Ministry of Railways‘Vide letter dt. 29.1.81 (A nnexure 

l6Ato the writ petition) counselled for filling up 

2/3rd Vacancies of SO(Min) by promotion from the 

Asstts. on the basis of seniority subject to 

suitability and the remaining l/3rd vacancies 'from 

Assistants and Stenos through Limited Departmental 

competitive examination, “̂'he Asstts, including those 

who are parties to the writ petition filed in the 

Hon'ble court have also given an undertaking vide their 

application dated 16,8.82 that they agree to withdraw 

the v/rit petiti n in  case the Administration agree to 

make change in the R and P. ^ules for the post of 

S.O(Min) and cancelihe L ,^ . held earlier and 

dereserve 2 posts of S .O .(M n ). In spite of all the 

facts mentioned above the attitude of. inaction by the
A

Administration on the plea that the matter is subjudice 

prove their malafide intention to carry on discrimina­

tion and injustice to the category of Assis%^tants,

14. "̂ hat the contents of para 22 of the 

•counter affidavit are denied. It is incorrect th 

say that Assistants chose to file a wrrit petition 

in this Hon’ble Court (Writ Petition No. 2516 of 1980) 

while their.representation for revision of R and P 

^ l e s  was under consideration. In fact the 

Assistants submitted representations dated 12.9.79, 

6j,5.80, 11,6,80 and 13.9.80 requesting for amendment 

of existing R and P. Rules for the post of S .O .(M in .)
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All the existing imbalances in the avenue of 

promotion of Assistants as compared to the Stenographers 

\vere brought out in the above representations, ^he
*

representation dated 9.5580 of the Assistants 

along vath the representation of Stenos was forwarded 

to the Railway Board vide D.G, RDSO's letter 

No. A/RT/o. dated 5 .6 ,80  (Annexure 13 of the writ 

petition) certifying that the entire position as 

given^in the representation of Asstt. was factually 

correct and that given in the Stenos. representation 

was not correct. It was prayed in the various 

representations that till the Board taKes some 

decision on the representations the competitive 

examination scheduled to be held in September/December- 

1980 should be suspended,. But the R .D .S ,0 , gdministra- 

tion decided to hold LDCE by issuin;! notice thereifor. 

Anothefrepresentation was submitted on 13.P .80.

'̂ ’he Admiiiistration postponed the examination but 

again notified the date of exajnination to be held 

in  December 80. The grievance of the Assistants 

is that once the highest authority, i .e , ,  Rly,

Board was considering the representation of Assistants 

its decision should have been awaited by the 

opposite parties particularly, \\rhen his recommenda­

tions were called for by the Board vide their letter 

dated 10,10.80 to dispose of the representation 

dated 9 .5 .80  and the examination could b.5 held 

after the decision of the Railway Board was received.

It  may be mentioned that on the representation dated

9 .5 .80  forwarded to the Board by KJ, RDSO, on 5 .6 .80 

as'mentioned above, the Board vide their letter
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No, ERBI/79/ 44/67 dated 10,10.80 (Annexure 15 to 

the writ petition) directed RDSO to give specific 

recommendations so that the representation of Asstt, 

could be decided. The recommendations from the 

DGjRDSO, v/ere deliberately ^vithheld nor any decision 

of the Board as mentionedj above, was made kno/unto 

the Assistants but the RDSO Administration was going 

ahead in holding the LDCE ignoring ggnuine grievance of 

the Assistants, Feeling aggrieved by the discriminatory-

attitude of the Administration the Astt,s v/ere left mth
 ̂  ̂ i

no option but to knock the door of the Hon'ble Court by • 

filing the aforesaid virit petition no, 2516 of 1980.

Again the Assistants submitted representations dated 

16,8,82 and 14,11,82 requesting the Administration 

not to hold another LDCE till their representations were 

decided but paying no hee^ to the grievance of the 

^Assistants the Administration again chose to hold the LDQE 

in February 1983 dated 5,11,82 (Annexure 17) Hence due 

indifferent attitudeof the Administration the 

^sstts, had to seek shelter of the Hon'ble Court for 

Oustice by filing writ petition No.741 of 1983.

[As already submitted vide para above the, 

inclusion of Sr,P,As working in the grade Rs,650-1040 

in the LDCE held in December 1980 and February 1983 is 

violative of the existing R and P Rules for the post of 

S0(Min,) inasmuch as there is no provision of Sr,P,As in the 

said rules and that the said rules do not provide 

'^for promotion of Sr.P. As to the post of S ,0 ,(M in .)

According to the said rules only Stenographers and 

Assistants are eligible to undertake the LDCE against 

50% quota^V^t may be mentionedthat the post of Sr.P.As 

in scale Rs,650-1040 is a class II post for which there
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are separate R and P rule's notified vide 

No.SRB1(ERB) 1^75/44/8 dated 27.8.'79 which are approved 

by UPSC, It is the matter of consideration that 

how the holders of class II posts in the scale of 

Rs,650” 1040 can be considered for another cadre of 

class II  posts of SO(Min) in scale Rs,650-1200.

As earlier admitted by the opposite parties in para 

above that any amendment to the R and P F^ules require 

approval of Railway M inistry, UPSC and the Deptt. 

of Personnel, The inclusion of Sr.P.As in the 

aforesaid LDCEs is certainly mthout approval of 

the above mentionef^authorities and also violative 

of R and P Rules and illega 1. It  may be mentioned 

that many Sr.P.As, previously promoted on provisional 

basis have now been made regular Sr.P.As and a few ^  

the Sr.P.As who are v/orM.ng on regular basis were eiig 

eligible to the post of S.O, (Min.) and they appeari> 

in the LDEE which is in violation of the Rules. "In 

this connection AnnexuresXZ +  ̂ S' may please be seen.

■̂he argument that Sr.P.A s. hold lien in their 

substantive capacity as Stenographers Gr.II 'v̂ ;hich 

is eligible for the competitive examination does not 

hold good for inclusion of Sr.'P.As in the LDCEs 

without the amendment in the R and P Rules by approval 

of the competent authorities i .e . ,  Ministry of 

Railv/ays, UP SC or DPAR in this case.

The opposite parties have requested the Hori*ble 

court to vacate the stay granted in the piresent \in?it 

petition on the analogy of the vacation order n- in 

Writ Petition No.2516 of 1980 so that they could 

declare the result of the LDCE held in February 1983 and 

thereby could fill in the Vacancies of the posts of SO 

(Min.)* It may be mentioned that this Hon’ ble Court
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granted the stay order on Writ Petition no. 2516 

of I960 vide their order dated 21.4.81 (Annexure/^| 

on the plea of the Administration that there was an 

urgency to fill up the vacancies of Section OfficersC 

Min.) and to end the adhoc officiating arrangement.

It  is submitted that as explained In  detail against 

the remark's in the foregoing paral^'^__ —the Adminis­

tration should have fii’ed the vacancies of S.0.(l4in,) 

as per RailwayBoard's letter No. ERBI/79/44/6?
*

dt. 3.6.81 (Annexure 20 to this,rejoinder affidavit) 

in reply to RD0O letter No. A /R T /0 ^ ^ a t e d  20.5.81 

(Annexure 21 to this rejoinder affidavit), and R’Ule 9 

of Rly.Board Secretariat Service Rules, I969 from - 

amongst the seniormost eligible. Assistants but the 

Administration hasdeliberately chosen not to fill the 

vacancies.

The services of many of the Sr.P. As'have been 

mado^regular. Some of the orders to that effect are 

be^®^^iled heremth as Annexure s 22. 25. 24 and 25 

to this Rejoinder Affidavit, -In persuance of the 

vacation of the stay order by this Hon’ ble Court 

promotions were given by the opposite parties of the 

post of S.O.(Min) Ki±]a''vath the mention that they M  

subject to final result of the w i t  petition. Such 

S.Os. from amorist all the Stenographers have been 

further given ad-ho'c promotions but there is no 

mention that such adhbc promotions are subject to 

the final result of the ]®rit petition, 'l̂ his amounts' 

to non-compliance of the orders passed by this Hon’ ble 

court.

It  is incorrect that the earlier writ petition 

and the present one stand on the same footing. In 

the present \>rrit petition there are some additional-
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points, for examples inclusion of Sr.P.^s in the 

L.D .C . . whj-ch according to rules is open only for 

Asstt. and Stenographers.

'-̂ here is no bar or, restriction ka placed on 

the opposite parties by the court prohibiting them 

from considering the representations of the petitioners 

^and Assistants.in spite o f .having filed a writ petition 

in 1980 , No decision has been taken by the opposite 

paibties. The deponent begs to submit that since the
♦ .

opposite parties feel that it is administratively 

necessary to fill up the vacancies, the opposite 

parties should have taken steps for early decision 

on the points under their consideration to resolve the 

bottle neck which has been created due to their, own 

inaction.

'■̂‘he R.D. S.O. had been advised from the Railway 

Board in some ovther matter T,\rhere appointments were 

stayed by orders passed by the Hon*ble Delhi High 

Court, the Railv/ay Board had advised that the posts 

could be filled up6n the basis of length of service 

cum-merit from amongst the Assistants during the- 

pendency of the writ petition. In view of the above, 

there is no question of the Government wrkUsuffering 

by reason of the order passed by this Hon'ble Court.

The post in dispute can be filled up, as indicated 

by'the Rail wayBoard vide its letter dt. 3 .6 .81 , a true 

'copy of which is filed heremth as annexure 26 to this

idrejoinder affidavits 3^  gazette.:

posts in  the R.D.S.O.^ out y'f. 150 are®filled up on
A

adhoc promotions. There is no difficulty in filling 

up the posts in question by means of adhoc orders.
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It  may. further be stated that the opposite parties 

have not even filled up the 50% posts of SO(Min,) 

which are to be filled up only by senio,rity cum 

suitability from amongst the Assistants alone. This 

shov/s the hollov/ness of their contention that the - 

Government vrark v.'ould suffer if  the appointments 

'are not permitted to be made on the basis of LDCE 

held in February 1983. If  that was the position, 

there was no reason not to promote Assistants on 

the basis of seniority cum-suitability, which matter 

is not at all subjudice. The inaction in not 

taKing a decision on the questionjstl involved on 

the pretext of ’ sub-judice' is nothing but a deliberate 

harrassment to the Assistants,

153; -̂ hat the contents of para 23 of the

counter affidavit are dealed. RDSO Class III

Association is a representative body of entire

class III  staff of RDSO under the scope of joint

Consultative Machinery, of ^Mch the petitioners are

the members. Therefore, the functioning of the

Association mth relation to the action of the

Director General as Chairman of the Office Council

falls clearly within the am/bit of the plea of the

petitioners. Regarding the matter being subj«^ice

1
the submissions made in para --—. above may please be 

seen.

16. I’hat in'reply to para 24 of the counter 

affidavit, it is stated that besides the submissions 

made in reply to paragraph 22, it is further submitted 

that the grounds on which vacation of stay order 

is desired by the opposite parties are malicious -
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and mis representation of the facts. The plea 

that i f  the vacant posts of Section Officers 

(Min.) are not filled in by 31»8.83, the posts are 

likely to come under ban and cannot be filled up 

without approval of the Board. It may be mentioned 

that the Administrationis deliberately not filling.-up 

the Vacant posts of SO(Min.) numbering 3 at present 

from a’iiongst the Assistants on the basis of seniority 

cum fitness ‘despite repres-entatisrns from the 

senionaost effectd Assistants. In this connection 

copies of the representations dated 16.3.83,

7 .5 .83  and 20.7.83 are annexed heremth as Annexures ^  

27 and 28 to this rejoinder affidavit. As per 

Railv/ay Board’ s letter No. E(RB) 1-79/44/67 dated

3.6.81 (Annexure 21) in the event of non-availability 

of selected candidates the vacant posts of SO(Min.)

are required to be filled by adhoc promotion of
/

seniormost Assistants subject to suitability^ (This

is also in consistent to the rule no.9 of -the Railway

Board Secretariat Service Rules 1969 ” corrected upto

1.5.80 (-^Wexure 19) which lays down that in the

event of non-availability of candidates on the

select list the vacancies will be filled by temporary

promotion on the basis of seniority, subject to

rejection of the unfit of the officers of the Asstts.

grade who have rendered not less than 8 years

approved service in that grade. Such promotions are
\

ikely to be terminated when persons included on 

the select list',for the section officers grade 

.become available to fill the vacancies.) Besides 

there are about more than 150 posts of officers (which 

vjorks out to nearly 50?o of the to^al sanctioned 

strength of gazetted cadre i .e . 3®0 of RDS0)in various
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grades viz. Class II  and Glass I (i .e . ABE/ARE/ Etc. in 

class II and DD/JDs in class I) v;hich have been 

filled up on adt&c basis in RDSp and in many 

cases adhoc arrangements are continued for more than 

5 to 8 years. It  is significant to mention that 

some of the above mentioned adhoc promotees have also 

filed w i t  petitions but still their adhoc promotions | 

are continued and the vacancies in these categories,are 

also filled up but in the case of vacancies of S.G.(Min.', 

this procedure has not been followed. Therefore, 

the action not to fill the vacancies of iSO(Min.) 

which numbering 3 only, at present, by adhoc 

promotion of the seniormost eligible Assistants on 

the basis of senioritycum-fitness is biased 

attitude and m lful harassment and .calculated move
I

on the part of the Administration/respondent and the 

vested interest, ^t is mentionedthat if  the 

vacancies are filled even npv/ before 31.8.83 on adhoc 
' *' 

basis as per rules and procedure indicated above 

the Vacancies will not come under ban and the question 

of vacation of stay order on that ground v/ill not arise.

It is also mentioned that the opposite 

parties have' taken more than 5 months in filing the 

counter affidavit to this ^vrit petition and during
I

this period also .they did not deliberately fill the

vacancies of SO(Min.) to make ground for approaching

thi.s Hon*ble Court to vacate the stay on this false
f

plea.

'therefore, Jilful inaction to fill up the 

vacancies of SO(Min) and then to approach the 

Hon*ble High Court for vacati6n of stay order dated

10,2.83 on the grounds that the vacancies, if not 

filled are likely to comê  under ban is complete
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misgrepresffitatlon of facts to misguide and mislead

the Hoa'bleCourt. Secondly, when the Administration

feel that there Is  a need for revision of R and P 

Rules in view of the meagre avenue of promotion 

to the category of Assistants in RDSO as is apparent 

from Director General, RDSO's recommendations vide 

his letter No.A/RT/0 dated S .6 .84  and KLy.Board's 

letter Mo.ERBl/79/44/67 dated 29.7.81 

Bea¥dJ-s-le%*eiP- (Annexures l6 and 16-A to the v<rit 

petition) the holding of LDCEs on the basis of 

exi-sting R and P Rules for the posts of SO(Min.) rfnich 

lost its. efficacy and to ask:fcr vacation of tlie 

stay order of the Hon'ble Court on the ground is 

unjustified.

If  the posts are filled up ujnder ^ule 9 of the 

Railvfay Board Secretariat Services Rules, 19^9 as is 

' being done in many other matters, there is no question 

of posts coming under

17. Tiiat in reply to paragraphs 25,26 and 27 

of the counter affidavit, it is submitted that in 

viev/ of the irregularities, contravention of rules 

and regulations in force and utter disregard 

of the Hon’ble Court orders on the subject by the 

Administration/opposite parties as mentioned in the 

foregoing paragraphs, the biased discriminatory attitj 

the request of the opposite parties for vacation
suay order may not be accepted and the LDCES 

' e“  “  December 80 and February 1932
entirety. It i ,  ^

is also prayed that

p Rules for tho * " ^^^sting R
lor the post of S .O .(Ja u j
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to be revised as in according mth_Director General, 

RDSO's letter dt. 4'.6.81_ and RailwayBoard’ s letter dt.

29.7.81 (Annexure 16 and 16~A of the ^vrit petition)* 

^ ^ e l i n g  aggrieved by the unreasonable attitude of the 

Administration the petitioner pray to the Hon’ble court 

to. confirm the stay order and to grant suitable relief 

, to the petitioners finally after final hearing dif the 

writ petition.

\

i ..

Luckknow dated 

\igust 1983,

7 ^
Deponent.

I , the abovenamed deponentj do hereby 

^erify  that the contents of p a r a g r a p h s ^ \ - ^ ^  Cs

Of this rejoinder affida vit are true to my o\vn knowledge,*

those of p a ra s\  ^

^ IhaC-k&hUJ

are true to my information derived- from records and 

those of p a ra s^  2. J  5  i>hto.cU(Ltfe.A  ̂ \

^  6, IIj 1} J6 \

a^2 based on legal advice. No part of it  is false and 

nothing material has been concealed, so help meGod.

LucKnow dated 

Aug. t  1983.

a ^ o u
Deponfent.

I identify the deponent who has 

signed before me.

Clerkof Sri Brijesh Kumar.



In the Hon'ble High. Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow Bench, Luck now.

V :-

V/rit Petition No. 741 of 1983

P.K %ar.and others ■—  Petitioners,

Versus

Union of India and other. —  Opp,Parties,

Annexure No. 19

Extract of Rule no,9 of PO.y.Bd. Secretariat Service 
Hules, '19'69 (corrected upto 1.5.80) , ' " ^

9» Recruitment to the Section Officers and the 
Assistants Grades:

1. Subject to the provisions of sub-rule (3) recruitment 

to the substantive vacancies in the Section Officers 

Grade shall be made on the folloiving basis, namely:-

One sixth of the substantive vacancies in the 

Section Officers Grade shall be filled by direOt 

recruitment on the results of competitive examinations 

held by the Commission for their purpose from time 

to time for recruitment to the Central Service ’Class I 

and Class II . The remaining vacancies shall be 

filled by the substantive appointment of persons 

included in the Select List for the Section officers 

grade. Such appointment shall be made in order of 

'seniority in the Select List except when for reasons 

to be recorded in writing, a person is not considered 

fit for such appointment in his turn.

2. Subject to the provision of sub-rule (4) temporary 

vacancies in the Section Officers Grade shall be filled 

by the appointment of persons-included in the Select 

List for the SectionOfficers Gra'de.*Any vacancies 

remaining unfilled thereafter shall be filled by the
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temporary promotion on the "basis of seniority, sulDoect 

to the rejection of the unfit, of** officers of the 

Assistants’ grade who have rendered not less than 8 years 

approved ser- îce in that Grade, ^uch promotions shall 

be terminated when persons included in the Select List 

for the Section Officers' become available t§

fill the vacancies.

@ ..Provided that i f ,any person appointed to the Assistants'

, _ grade is considered for promotion to the Section Officers 

grade, under this sub rule, all persons senior to him 

in the Assistants grade who have rendered not less 

five years' approved service in that Grades shall also 

be so considered for promotion notmthstanding the fact 

that they may not have rendered eight years'approved 

service in that Grade, provided further that the aforesaid 

considition of five years' approved service shall not 

apply to a person belonging to the Scheduled Castes or 

the Scheduled Tribes.

3. Out of the authorised permanent strength of

the Section Officers’ grade, tvro posts in that grade 

* shall be reserved for the appointment of officers of 

Grade -A of the Railvray^oard Secretariat Stenographers' 

service selected on the basis of merit by a Departmental 

promotion Committee for such appointment.

The permanent posts specified in this sub­

rule, shall be deseserved from the date of coming into 

force of the ^^ly. Board Secretariat Stenographers 

Service Rules, 1971, namely, the 1st ^ugust, 1969.

9 ( 1 ) vide EBBI/70/37/2 dated 2A^-i4.1971.

Words 'permanent' deleted vide ERB-174/37/2 dated 

19.12.1974.

@ Substituted vide ERB-I/76/ 9/2 dated 26.12.1978
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In  the Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

Writ Petition No, 741 of 1983.

V

P.K. ^har and others.
%

Versus

Union of India and another. —

Petitioners

0pp.Parties,

■^nnexure No. 20.

No.ART/0 .

My dear Saha,

Dated 20.5.81

Sub:Recruitment and Promotion Rules for 
the post of Section Officer (l^lin.) 
in  R .D .^.O .

Thanking you for your letter No.ERB.1/79/46/67 

dated .14.5.81. ,

2. It is mentioned in para 2 of the aboveletter

that the provision regarding Item(3) namely 28?̂  from 

amongst the staff with longest period of service on the 

basis of merit,has. since been struckdown by the High

. Court of New Delhi and that the matter is at present
\

sub-;judice.

3. I ^fesll be grateful to know as to how the

Vacancies which lould have othervdse been filled up by '

this quota or 28% are being filled up during the interim

 ̂period while the matter is subjudice. Is it  that adhoc

arrangements are being made on seriiority-cum-suitability 

basis or is it  that.the adhoc promotion are made from 

the select list of the successful candidates in the 

limited departmental competitive examination which is

being gEat regularly held every year in the Board* s off 

Office? I shall be grateful for an early clarification..

■ With regards, Yours sincerely,

Sd. (S.M.K.

■ /
i
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In the Hon’ble High ^ourt of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow,

Writ Petition No. 74̂11 of 1983

>

■V

P.K, % a r  and others.

Yrs.

Union of India and another.

Petitioners.

0pp.Parties.

Annexure No. 21

No.E(RBl) 79/44(67) %ted 3 .6 .81 ,

Dear S ,hri Kulshreshtha,

^ 6 ^ '

Sub: Recruitment & Promotion l^ules
for the post of SO (M n ,) in RDSO

Refj' Your D.0 .No, A/RT/0 dated 20*5.81

With "reference to item (3) of this/letter /^office 

dated 14.5.81, it  is clarified that 28?̂  vacancies ' 

are filled from amongst. Assistants only, on the basis 

of length of service-cum-merit. As the operation 

of th3.s provision is suspended due to court's verdit, 

which is under g^ppeal, the vacancies against this quota 

^^a r e  treated as temporary vacancies and being filled 

X  from amongst Assistants on the basis of seniority cum- 

fitness, on.adhoc basis.

With regards,

Dr. C.M.Kulshreshtha, 
Director Traffic Research 
R.D. SiG .,Lucknow.

Yours sincerely, 

Sd/» K.D.Saha



V

>

•Ov

n /

In the Hon*ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow. 
***

Writ Petition No, 7^^-ot 1983.

P.Kj: Dhar and others.
/

Versus

Union of India and a:nother.

Petitioners.

■Opp.Parties.

i

. *

\

?/a J

Armexure No" 22.

#

Government of India 
Ministry of Railways.

Research Designs & Standards Organisation,

OFFICERS* POSTING ORDER NO.118 of 1982.
*

The provisional and temporary promotions of the follo\ 

ing Grade I I  Stenos as Senior Personal Assistants in 

Group 'B*(Scale !?s.650-1040/RS) ordered vide officers’ 

f: Posting order Nos. 86 of 1976 and 100 of 1977'are treated 

as on regular basis from the dates indicated against each

I.Shri Shambhoo Nath 
2. ” N.P.Ramakrishnan 

Randhir Chand 
J .U  Bhalla 

R. Guiati 
^.Raghavan

22.9.1976 (Since retired)
22.9.1976 — do-
22.9.1976 (Since promoted as S.(
22.9.1976 ( »-do-»
22.9.1976 (Since promoted as S,(
25.9.1976 — ~ .
22.9.1976 (Since retired)Desh Raa --- -

R.S.Ramachandran 22.f .  1976
B.N.Das Biswas 22.9.1976
J.S.-°hatnagar 22.9.1976 Since retired.
M.L.Mallick 22 9.1976
K.pSharma 22.9.1976

” B.R. Gupta 15.12.1977 ^  --

\thority5 (i) Railway Board’s letter

‘- W W 8 ia« 2 U I

'  in fileCA: 2H,

Fj, , ^-3-1982
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DISTRIBUTION.

'\

DS(E) DS(C) D(TR) DS(¥) D(M&C) DR DS (S&T)

D(TI) DS(MP) PA/Sr.DY.DG SECY. TO DG ADDL. DIR. STDS

(TRACK) JD(F) ADS(TELE) JD (ESTT) DDEfll

DD (Admn.) TEN AA0-II S0(CIVIL) SO (M8cC) SO(MCW) 

SO(RES) SO (S8cT) SO(MP) SG(Rectt) SO/E-I SO/E»III 

Asstt.Eiec.Dte, Asstt.(Tl) Asstt.(TR) Secy. RDSO 

Officers* Association SO(Conf.) Estate Supvr. Security 

Insp.' Pass Seen. Admn, Seen. Audit Officer 

Receptionist I & II  Officers* concerned 

P/files Notice Boards SO(Stenos) SO (E-IV).

)
.4.
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In the Hon’ble High *^ourt of Judica ture at Allahabad,

Lucknov/ Bench, Lucknow,’ 
***

Writ Petition No, 741 of 1983

P.E'^^har and another.' ——

Versus

Union of India and another. —

-Rs- Petitioners, 

•»
tf •*
0pp.Parties,

V

> /

4 ,.

p; ^

Annexure no.23

'Government of India 
Ministry of Rsalways.

Research Designs & Standards Organisation, 

Officers* Posting Order No.138 of 1982.

Ref: Officers* posting order No.99 of 1977 
and 54 of 1978.

he provisional/adhoc promotions of the following 

Stenos Grade II as Stenior Personal Assistants in Group B 

(Class II) Scale Rs.850~1040/RS, oiJdered vide Officers 

Posting order No,99 of 1977 & 54 of 1978 are treated on 

regular basis w .e .f. 13,10.1982.

(i) Shri R.C.Gypta

It

It
(ii) 

(i i i )

•Authority

N. S. Budhal 

Tulsi Ram ■

S/C candidate 

-do-

DA:' nil

Lucknow -226011 
dated 18.12.1982 
File No.DG/ORP.77/ G

DG/RDSO‘ s orders dated 16,12.1982 
in file no.DG/CRP-77/G

s:

(Hindi version will follow)

Sd.S.K,Jagdhari 
Sr.-Dy.•director General

DISTRIBUTION,. , .

(Carr.) DS(l'lPj Dir,(EO Addl.I^ir.(Arch.) JDF

JD(Estt.) DDE-II DD(Admn.) Ten AAO-II

Audit Office SOE-1 ,SOE H I  S0(Stenos) SO(Confdl) 

SO(MCW) SO(I'^P) SO(ED) ADE/Tele Secy,iRDSO Officers 

Association Pass Section Admn.Section Security Insp. 

Estate Supervision Receptionists I , II Officers 

Concerned, PpjFiles Notice ©cards.

i



Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.
***

In the -Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Annexure No i 24

>

P.K. % a r  and others.

Versus

Union of India and another.

In ' . ' .

Writ Petition No. 741 of 1983.

Petitioners.

0pp.Parties.

/■
m r
'0 f f
u  ̂  \ \

\  1

-*^overnment of In d ia ,. Ministry of Railways. 
Research Designs & Standards Organisation.

Officers' Posting Order No. 4 of 1983 

Ref; Officers' Posting Order No.12 of 1979

J
The ^rovisional/Adhoc promotion of ^h.^ .̂, Ramachandrani: 

as Senior Personal Assistant in Group B (^ l .I I ) , scale 

Rs,65O-1O40(RS) ordered vide 0 .P.O.Mo. 12 of 1979 is treated . 

on regular basis w .e .f. 13 . 10. 1982. ‘
i

"uth; DG's orders dated 5.1*1983 
in file No.DG/CRP»77 /  G.

Lucknow 226011 
Date: 6 . 1 .1983 
File No.DG/CRP~77/G.

Sd.
(*S*K. Jagdhari 

Senior Director General.

DISTRIBUTION.

Addl.%re Res,(Tract) JD(F) JD(Estt.) . DD(Admn.)

DDE-.II ' Ten AAO-II Audit Officer SOE-III

SO(Research) SO(Stenos) SS(Confdl.) DDE/Tele

Estate Supvr. Pass Sec, Admn.Sec. Receptionist-I & II

Officer concerned and P/Pils Secy,/RDSO Officers Assocn

Asstt, Security Officer Notice, Boards,

S,0,(Hindi) He may please arrange to issue Hindi version 
to all concerned.
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In the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at Allaha’dad,

Lucknow Bench, U iC k n o w .
It i t  t t

Writ Petition No. 741 of 1983.

P.K.Dhar and others. —  Petitioners

Versus

Union of India and others, - Opp.Parties,

Annexure No.25

Tl-ia Director General/
P. eTD eS «0 « ^
Lucknovj.

R/Sir,
t

Through Proper channel.

Res Posting of SO(min,)

Consequent upon the promotion of S/Shri K.K.Soni j 

and P.M.Kapoor as DDS-I and Secretary to DG respectively , 

there are tvjo resultant vacancies of SOE-I and SO(ED'),

It is requested that being the senior most
assistant ’ a r . • v

may be considered for promotion as SO(Min.)

Hope t^at needful x-jill be done at your ^enign hands

Thanks,

Yours‘ faithfully,

Sd/- j . j .  Hare 

A “I n—C (R&D')

dated 16.3*83.
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In the Hon'ble High Court, of. Judicature at Allahabad,

Luckkiow Bench, LucKnow.

Writ Petition No, 741 of 1983.

F .K . Dhar and others. ——

Versus

U-nion of India and another. —

-Rs Petitioners.

0pp.Parties.

Armexure No. 27

'T-

W / '

•.y

The director,
R .D .S .O .,
Lucknow.

Sir,

Sub*. Filling up of the posts of
Section Officers (Ministerial),

Kindly refer to ray application dated 16.3.83 

wherein it was requested that the tv/o resultant vacancies 

of Section Officers (Ministerial) lying vacant w .e .f .

1.3.83 due to 'the retirement of S/^hri PR Rao and YR 

Nagar, may be filled up on ad- hoc basis by promotion 

of seniormost Assistants. »

2. he above case was also discussed mthSr.Dy.DG

when he conducted ’get together' of staff wo riding under
 ̂ *

him in connection with Railway week Celebrations. In 

the said discussions Sr.Dy.Du desired that a copy 

of Railway Board’ s letter No.S(RB)-1/79/44/67 dated 

3*6.81 wherein it was mentioned that these vacancies 

can be filled from amongst seniormost Assistants on
• *

the basis of seniority cum-suitability, as an adhoc 

measure, may be given to him for examination. The letter 

in question was immediately given to Sr .% .D G .



In  the Hon'tie High Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucl̂ Jnow Bench', Lucklnow.
*** '

111.

f

P.K . har and others, 
d .

Writ Petition No.74l of 1983

Petitioner,

Versus

Union of India and others.
0pp.Parties,

Anrif̂ xure No. 25.

Governiuent of India 
Ministry of Railways _ 

Research Designs & Standards Organisation.

Officers* Post-inĉ  Order No. 1^0 of 1982

In  supersession of Officers* Posting Order no.119 

of 1982, Shri S.Govindaraoan, Stenographer (SG),Scale 

Rs.650-960 (RS), presently, working in RDSO, Inspection 

Cell at IGF., Madras is promoted as Senior Personal 

Assistant in Group ’B’ (scale Rs.650-104&/RS) at RDSO

Siectrical Inspection Cell* at ICF, Madreas and is
't ' • ■

attached iidth Jt.Director Inspection (Elect) against the 

post of Senior Personal Assistant, transferred from 

RDSO/Luck now to RDSO/Madras, videVRailway Board's 

letter No.ERBI/82/4l/21 dated 25.10.'1982. For this 

purpose the element of the post of Sr.Personal Assistant 

attached to Ad'dl.%rector Research/Me ch. (now do\\rngraded 

Jt .'Director, Beaearch Mech.I/c) is transferred to R.D.S.l 

Madras in exchange with the post of Stegrapher(SG) scale 

Rs.650-960 (RS) as a special case.

2.
As a result of the above, Shri-K.S.Murthy, Offg,

h
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2.

'"i

■X'

^^hri R.Raghavendran to class-III post, who was 

promoted as Sr. Personal -Assistant on adhob basis against 

the leave vacancy of ^hri M.L.MaliMcSPA, vide OPO 

No. 65 of 1982, Shri R.Raghavendran should report to Estt.

II  section for further posting,

3. • ^hri N.S.Bujjinai^ Offg.Senior Personal Assistant

attached to Addl.Erector Stds/MP .(nov/ do^mgraded as 

Joint Director Stds.(MP) I/C) is posted in the sajne 

capacity to work with Director (ED),

4. Shri Harbhajan Singh, Steno, presently

attached \\dth ^^irector (ED), on being replaced by Shri 

N.S.'^udhal, should report to Estt, II  section for 

further posting.

5. . ^he above postings are ordered with immediate e

effect and the charge reports of the concerned officers may 

 ̂ be forv/arded to Estt.II/Confidential sections accordingly.

Authority : DG/RDSO’ s orders dated 16.11,82
in file No, DG/CRP-77/G,

•' (Hindi version ^11- follow)

DA; nil

Lucknow 226011 
Dated 18-11»1982 
(File no,DG/CRP»77/G,

Sd, S,K,Jagdhari 
Sr.Dy,Director General

■«.



> 2.

3. A perusal of relevant rules (p) of the ■ 

i^ailway ^oard Sectt. Service Scheme vdll also 

leave no doubt that whenever the Select List of 

Section Officer is not available the vacancies of 

section Officers are filled in the Board's office 

from out of seniormost Assistants on the basis of 

Seniority cum suitability.

Even after a lapse of about 2 months, no orders 

have been issued in connection idth the filling up 

of the t w  vacancies of section Officers ( M n , )

Sjn adhoc basis, based on seniority cum suitability, 

as per instructions contained in the aforesaid Board’ s 

letter dated 3 .6 ,81 .
I

5, As the aforesaid two vacancies have now been 

lying vacant for over two months, it is requested that 

adhoc officiating arrangements as permitted in Railway 

^card's letter dated 3.6.81 may be made immediately as 

the pending court case is likely to takte quite some time 

and it is apprehended that till then these vacancies may 

come under ban.

6. , In view pf the above an immediate action is 

solicited in the matter.

%anM.ng you,

Yours faithfully,

Dt. 7.5.1983,
(M.L.Bhardwaj) 
Assistant (SG) 
Recct.Section 
RDSO/Lucknow-11,



> ■ In  the Hon‘ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

Writ Petition No. 741 of 1983.

P .K ,% a r  and others.

Versus

Union of India and other.

Petitioners.

0pp.Parties.

Annexure. No.28.

- I

•̂ he Director General, 
RDSO,
Lucknow.

ir,

ub;

Ref:

(^hrough Proper Channel)

billing up of the posts of 
Section Officers (Ministerial)

My- applications dated 16.3.1983 and 7 .8 .83

Please refer to my application dated 16.3.1983 

and 7 .6 ,83  and advise the action taken on my above 

applications. It  is regretted that inspite of clarifica- 

tion given in the f^ailway Board's letter No.E.(RB)l-79/ 

44/67 dated 3 .6.81 and ^ule no,9 of Railway Board Sectt, 

Service Scheme the posts of Section Officer(Min.) 

are not bei.ng filled. As per existing R and P Rules 

for ’^ .0 . (Min,) at any point of time 50?̂  posts are 

required fobe filled on seniordity cum suitability basis, 

‘̂he'^re suit ant post released by transfer of ^hri R.P.Jetley 

should have been filled by as Assistant on Seniority- 

cuni-suitability basis as on that day out of 10 posts of 

S.O.Crain.) five werg held by the officers promoted 

from LDCE and only four held by seniority quota. After



J

2.

tliis Vacancy four vacancies (including nev/ly sanctioned 

post for Pass section) occured, Out of these five 

Vacancies 3 vacancies are required to be filled in 

on seniority basis, But as per clarification given 

in Board*s letter dated 3.6,81 referred to above 

all the five posts are required to be filled on 

adhoc basis from Assistants pending posting of regular 

officers, '

V'

2, I , therefore, once again request you to Me 

k indly fill up the posts of SO(Min) lying vacant 

and order of my promotion against one of the 5 

vacancies may be issued.

Thanking you in, anticipation.

r Dated 20,7.83

Yours faithfully,

(M.L.Bhardv/aj) 
Assistant(SG) 
^ectt.Section,



/

A- In the Hon .ble-High Court of Judicature^^^xiahab^d,

Luck'ngw Bench, Luck'novr.

V
■V/rit Petiti n No. 741 of 1983.

P .K .% a r  and others.

Versus

Union of India and another. — ■

Petitioners.

T

V
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p<i»t s>f Ett&tatittteat Offiotr iift« in  ^  avt«»« of
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In  ^aot hao ton to.

xstBUcito. portion in tftGlp lOwtcr ?St* il̂ 6«€3 (̂ ciJKnuŝ o 13 
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'̂ Tvvvlî f t'«tu ■ •'.h-';̂ C9rvl«;ut: 6T ■ rj’:,y},'p. J Â%yJd; 2£,. . /■ » • , >t l T . I V 5  ̂V .  ■ •̂ ■■♦1' • ‘ ,4  • * --t.:'' ^  ^  '^^w m  ^

^  of thl'» r ''»lnd«r afttS - v4t. or^ trup to mj (»>« knoiil*<g*»

o f ?^ v / 2 /  ̂ J>C\hJs<A 3/^^/

7 j ^ j ' i i  ll> fktJh> kkc^^kttfe^

f t o  / r«oor(4» ,«na

. thau^’ p irii% ^  -sa/vT ̂  ^  ^^kir^Y)
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3t id®r*tify-tfe# d©p'On©alfe' «lso isss 

sigttffld b"’Xci*«- aa*
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f li'.J THE HO:-.!'BLEHIGH COURT OF JU D IC A T LB E  AT 

ALLAHA'Bi!\OLiJa<.id;aE?CH LUCK^'iOW,^'^'^

CHA_^No.

i n ' W r i t  p e t i t i o n  N n . 7 4 l n f i 9 B3

i-''

V'f^r%

*̂51

P .K .O h  n r  nnd o t h e r s

'U n io n  o f  I n d i a  and 

o t h e r s

V e r s u s

Pat i t  i o n e r s

H c s p o n d e n t s

4 :

^l-py9cinQii-.£2£_B££AtliiiiG„IHi„®Q£^

2fiI£2-3jst^jyLY__i984__PA3SEg_.BY_H 

MR. R . C . D E V  SHARl'iA 3 .

The pe t  i t  ion e rm o s t ,  r e s p e c t f u l l y  s t s t e s  as 

u n d e r :  '

1. T h e t  f o r  th e  f o c t s  and rees 'ons s t e t e d -  

i n  t h e  accom pany ing  a f f i d a v i t  i t  i s  

most r e s p e c t f u l l y  p ra y e d  t h « t  th e  H.on’ ^ le  

court .u  may be p l c e a s e d  t o  r c c i  l i .  th e  

o r d e r  d n te d  3 1 s t  3 u l y ,  1984  passe d  in



r»- ■

the obove noted writ petition by His Lordship 

Justice R.C.Dcv Shnrmo and may make such other 

orders ss this Hon'ble court may deem fit and 

proper in the circumstnnces of ttfc/case.

.2 .

DatedjLycknoW the Counse

;i'>v©(.day of 4*:^,1984

it ioncrs

_ _ j

V



/ IN THE HON’ dLEHIGH COURT OFJUU ICAPJhE AT' 

ALLAHAd AD LUCK..OW ■bÊ JCH LUCKNOW. ■

rC,

P .K .K h a re  and others PeLitioners

Versus

r-

X

Union of India  and 

others Re spondents

AF  F 1 D A V I T

. I ,  A j s i b  S in g h ,ag ed  about 50  years son of S r i

- ^^tihagot Singh , resident of C - 3 4 / 1, Lucknow

do hereuy on solemn affirmation  statcj b s  undesrs

Thot the deponent is one of the p et it io ne rs  

' in the above noted writ pstit ionand  as such

is fu l ly  convcrs^int withthc ffacts deposed 

he rounder ;

2* That oy an interim order q d iv is io n  bench 

of th is  Hon' ble court h.'^d p ro v id e d 'th s t  the

,2.



e x a m i n a t i o n  impugned in .  the  v s r i z  p e l  i t i o n ' ' w Q u l d  

t s k s  p l a c e  b u t  th e  r e s u l t  t h e r e o f  s h e l l  n o t  be 

anno unced .  The s n i d  i n t e r i m  o r d e r  h'ss been 

v a c s t e d  by H i s  L a r d s h i p ' M r .  F - l .C .Dev Sharma j .

. 2 .

3.  T h s t  r c c c n t l y  in  o s i m i l a r  s i t u a t i o n  when 0 B i v i s i o n
\ ■ \ ■

oench h a s  pnssed en o r d e r  which 'was v a c a t e d  by  a s i n g l e

• KsE?ijatli Jud g e  a S p o c i a l  Leave  P s t i t i o n  was p r e f e r r e d  by 

t h e  p e t i t i o n e r  b e f o r e  th e  H-on’ b l e  Supreraci C o u r t ,  D e l h i .  

The Supreme C o u r t  e f ter obtoining r e q u i s i t e ;  r e p o r t  

froMi t h i s  H o n ’ b l e  c o u r t  h e l d  t h o t  t h e  o r d e r  pcsstJd by  

n D i v i s i o n  Bcnch c a n n o t  be v a c o t e d  o r  r e v i s e d  by 

the  H o n ’ b l c  s i n g l e  Ju d g e  o f  t h e  s p i d  c o u r t .  The 

t r u e  copy- o f L h c  o r d e r  o f  the  H o n ' u l e  Supreme C o u r t  

i s  b e i n g  annexed h o r e w i t h  0s AN i j£XUH E - l  t o  - h i s  w r i t  

p e t i t i o n .

4 . T h a t  in  v i e w  o f  the  l e g o l  p o s i t i o n  as p o i n t e d  o u t  by

th e  H g n * b le  Supreme^, C o u r t  i t  w i l l  n p p e e r  t h n t  the ^p rd er  

passed by t h i s  H o n ' h i e  c o u r t  c a c s t i n g  t h e  i n t e r i m  

o r d e r  i s  w i t h o u t  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  The e q u i t y  demands 

t h a t  th e  o r d e r ,  or che Supreme C o u r t  may be g i v e n  

cffGct to nnd the  o r d e r  passed' by t h  i s  f l s n ' b le  c o u r t  

be p u t  i n  sbesyance^^- 'ti ll  the m a t t e r  i s  f i n a l l y  d -ecidcd 

by  a D i v i s i o n  Bench .  ,

D o t e d j L u c k n o y  the  

o ? rr doy o f  J t t - ^ ,1 9 8 4

D e p o n e n t

\ £ R I r I C A T I Q N

I j  th e  above named de po n e n t  d a ' h e r e b y
^  / / ' • • ^

v e r i f y  t h n t  t h e  c o n t e n t s  o f  p a r a s .  /, ^  3  e f

th e  above a f f i d a v i t  a re  t r u e  t o  the  b e s t  o f  my

.3,
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J .3 .

(y S
p e r s o n a l  k n s w le d g e  snd t h o s e  o f p a r a s  

o f  tht) same s f f i d s v i t  a re  b e l i e v e d  by  me t o  be 

t r u e .  T h o t  no p a r t  o f  t h i s  a f f i d a v i t  i s f s l s e  and 

n o t h i n g  m a t e r i B l  has  been c o n c e o l e d  j so h e lp  me God.

S i g n e d  d a te d  ond v e r i f i G d  th  i s  t h e  day  o f

1964 e t  Lucknow .

Hr-

-V,

'Deponi-jnL 

I  i d e n t i f y  th e  de p o n e n t

Salemnly affirtueu before r/iB on

At by S r i

tho deponent who is id e n t i f ie d  by

S r i  h  . ^ ^ <?A P  Iŝ

AdvQCato of Hj^gh Court of Jydic?=ture at

A l l a h a b a d ,  Lycknow B e n c h , LyCknow.'

I hove s a t i s f i e d  myself by examining 

the deponent who understands the contenLs 

o f  this a f f id a v i t  and which hfsvG been 

readover and explsined  by me.

s.

^dvocfats . a h ''-omrnissionef 
Allahabad High C ourt 

Lucknow  Bench, Lucknow.

.....
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IN  t h e  h o n ' b l e  h i g h  c o u r t ' o f  j u d i c a t l r e  a t  

•  ̂ ALLAHAbAD LUCKNO^J BENCH LUCKNOi'i.

P . K . D h a r  and o t h e r s

V e r s u s

The U n i o n  o f  I n d i e  Qnd 

e t h e r s

ANNcME-1

i tem i'^a. 7

. P e t i t i o n e r ;

RespondencSi

Section I /

vjQur ti' i'io • 3 

Supreme C o u r t  o f  I n d i a  

R e co rd  P r o c e e d i n g s .

Petition for Speciel Leave to Appeal (Civil )No.843ly

(From th e  Jud je n icn L  end o r d e r  f i s t e d  27,5.83 o f  

H igh  C o u r t  o f  A l l a h a b o d  i n  C i v i l  M is c .  Appl in

R o j  B s h e d u r  V is h  wakorrna

Versus

V i c e  Chon c e l l  o r ,  N o re n d ro  Dev 

U n i v e r s i t y

( F o r  O i r o G t i o n s )

Doted; 2 5 .U .B 3 :  This petition yi

h e a r i m g  t o d o y .
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Co ram:

H o n ' b l c

H o n ‘ };-le M r . J u s t i c e  S . M u r t s z a  P Q zu l  a l  i  

H o n ' b l t i  H r . J u s t i c e  S n v y s s a c h i  H u k c r j i

i

F0 f  th e  p e t  i t  i o n e r ( s )  ; M .R . K. jorig , 3 r .  A d v .

H r . S .  N . S in g h  & Mr.  T . N . S i n g h  A d v s .

F o r  th e  r e s p o n d s n L C s )  : H r . A l t a f  AhmsdjAciv.

Upon khK K h a o r i n g  c o u n s e l  th e  c o u r t  madG t h e  f o l l o w i n g
■ f*

o r d e r :
' ' ' * I

«

We h s v s  gone t h r o u g h  the r e p o r t  o f  the  H igh  C o u r t .  

and t h e  H i ; h  C o u r t  h " s  informfsd t h a t  the  m a t t e r  . w i l l  

be h e a rd  by  D i v i s i o n  B ench .  I n  t h i s  v i e w  o f  th e  

m a t t e r  t h i s  p e t i t i o n  i s  d i s p o s e d  o f  w i t h  the  o b s e r v n t #  

io n  t h a t  t h e  o r d o r  ©f s i n g l e  j u d g e  daced 27th May, 

*1383 w i l l  be k s p t  i n  abeyance u n t i l  th e  rnfattcr i s

■ heard ' . -by  t h ^  U i v i s i o n  Bench.  The B p p l i c n t i o n  w i l l  

be huard .  and d i s p o s e d  by  th e  D i v i s i o n  B e n c h .

( K . C . S e t h i )  
C o u r t  H e s t e r

«S. „..■ >
A d v e e a t s   ̂ a th  C o m m is s io n e r  

rtlUhabad High Court 

Lucknow  Uench, Lucknow.
; No.......

.............
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In UiQ non'bie Court of judicature at idlahabad,

Lucknow Ben<5h,Luc know, ■

C.M.Application No. (IV) of 84.

, , In re:

Irit petition No. 741 of 1983.

P.K.Dhar and others -- Petitioners^

Versus ■

Union of India and others — — Piesr>ondeni

Objections against the Application 
for recalling the order dated 21,7.84^ 
passed by Hon‘ble Mr,Justice R.G.Deo' S

The respondents-objectors, abovenamed respectfully 

submit as under

That for the facts and reasons given in the 

accompanying counter-affidavit,the petitioners' 

Application for recalling the order dated 31.7.84 

liable to be dismissed sumnarily.

Luc know, dated, 
August ^ 3 ,1 9 ^ .

(D. S.Randhawa)
Advocate,

(‘Senior Standing Counsel o; 
the Central Government)

Counsel for the Hespondents- 
Objectors.

//

1
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jcati.on A ______of 1984.

In the Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabaxi,
Lucknow Bench,Lucknow.

Sl984

In re;

m t  Pet. No, 741 of 1985. 

P.K.Dhar and others

Versus

Union of India and others

-- .petitioners.

— Eesppndents,

J-.,.
Counter-affidavit against the Affidavit 

filed in support of the Application for 

Recalling the order dated 31.7,84, 

passed by Hon'ble Mr,Justice R.C.Deo 

Sharma. ■

I ,  Prem Nath Kapoor,aged 5S years,son of 

late Shri Amar Nath Kapoor, resident of C-^E, 

M<^a,k Nagar, Lucknow, do hereby soleimly affirm 

and state as under

1. That the deponent is Deputy Director Establish 
«

ment-II ,in the Re search,Designs and Standards 

Organisation, Manak Nagar, Lucknow, and he is 

fully competent to affirm this affidavit on 

behalf of the respondents-(i) Union of India 

through the Secretary .Railway Bosrd,Rail Bhawan, 

New Delhi,

---trisiri
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(ii) Director Generel,Research,Designs 

8Jid Standards Organisation, Manak Nagar, 

Lucknow.

2, That the deponent has read and under­

stood the contents of the Application for 

recalling the order dated 51.7.84 passed by 

Mr.Justice R.C.Deo Sharma as well as the 

affidavit filed in support thereof and he is 

fully conversant with the facts of the case 

deposed hereunder.

S. That the contents of para^ 1 and 2 of the 

Affidavit need no reply.

'•#Y,

- ^uri;

4. That in reply to the contents of para 

3 of the affidavit, it is stated that 

the situation in the case in which the stay 

order was vacated by a Single Judge as 

referred to in this para wa  ̂ not at all

similar. The impugned order in the Special
t

Leave Petition before the Hon’ble Supreme 

Court,New Delhi, was the order dated 

27.5.85 passed by an Hon’ble Single Judge 

of this Hon'ble High Court sitting at Lucknow, 

in Civil Misc.Application No. 6516(1) of 1985 

in IM t  Petition No. 1961 of 1985- Raj Bahadur 

fishwakarma ts. Vice-Ohancellor,Narendra Deo 

University of Agriculture and Technology, 

Faizabad and others. A copy of the aforesaid 

Special Leave petition No.8451 of 1985(Raj 

Bahadur Vishiakarma Vs. Vice-Oiiancellor,



Narendra Deo University and others) has been 

obtained and some of the material facts  ̂

gathered from the aforesaid special leave petition 

are stated as under:-

i) that on 13.4.82, the w it  petition 

was filed by thafc petitioner in the 

Hon'ble High Oourt challenging two 

orders of. the Vice-Chsjicellor,

ii) that on 14.4,83, Status quo was

grafted by the Hon’ble High Court and 

the writ petition was ordered to be 

listed on 25.4,83,

iii)that on 25.4.83, the Hon 'ble High 

Court allowed time to file rejoinder- 

affidavit against the counter-affidavit 

of the respondents and also ordered for 

listing the petition on 2,5,83, In 

the raean#iile. Status Quo as ordered 

earlier was to coitinue to remain

in force.

iv) ^hat on 2.5,83, the Hon'ble High 

Court after hearing the counsels of 

both the parties was pleased to 

adrrit the m*it petition and also pa^s 

the following stay order;-

"Operation of the two in^ugned 

orders of the Vice-Chancellor 

dated 31,3,83 shall remai.n 

• suspended".
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v) the applics.tion for vacating the 

interim order dated 14.4,83 was 

set aside.

vi) that on 19.5.835 again an Applica­

tion for vacatdng the Stay Order 

dated 2.5.83 passed by the Division 

Bench of the Hon'ble High Court wa^ filed 

by the Counsel of the respondents before 

the Hon’ble Single Judge.

vii) that ch 27.5.839 the Hon’ble

- Single Judge of this Hon’ble Court after 

hearing the counsel of the respondents 

but mthout giving any time to the 

counsel of the petitioner to file reply

and giving him hearing vacated the stay
\

order dated 2.5.83 passed by the Division 

Bench of this Hon’ble High Court.

V": •'
5. That the situation in the present w i t  

petition before the Hon’ble Single Judge 

of this Hon’ble High Court was entirely 

different from the situation as it existed in 

the aforesaid l:it Petition No. 1961 of 

1983 (Raj Bahadur Vishwaitarma Vs, fice- 

Chancellor, Narendra Deo University and 

others). The main points of distinction 

are as under;-
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i) that the present Ifrit Petition No.741 

of 1983 (P.K.Dhar and others Ys. Union . 

of India and others) m s  filed on 

10.^.8S and the Division Bench of this 

Hon'ble High Court was pleased to 

admit and pass an interim st&-y 6rder 

the same day. The relevant extract from 

this order is reproduced as under

."After hearing the learned counsels 

for the parties, m direct that 

the examination scheduled to be 

held on IZth and 12th, February, 1985 

shall be held but the result shall 

not be declared until further orders 

of this Court.' The Stay Application 

shall come up for further orders 

before the learned Single Judge on 

’ 7.5.83".

ii) that in the present case, the Division 

Bench of this Hon'ble Court has specifi­

cally ordered that the Stay Application 

would come up for further orders before 

a Single Judge for further orders,

#iile in the other case,no such 

Specific order was passed by the Division 

Bench of the Hon’ble High Court,

iii) that in the other case,the first

application for vacating the earlier
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stay oi'der was rejected ihereas in the 

present case, no Application for 

vacating the stay order las ever 

rejected.

iv) that in the other case, it was on 

‘ the second application for vacating 

the Stay Orde-r that the impugned order
o

dated 27.5,82 vacating the Stay Order, 

dated 2,5.83 was passed even without 

giving time to the counsel of the 

petitioner to file reply and giving 

him hearing, ,v/aereas in the present 

case, the order vacating the itay Order 

was passed after hearing the counsels 

for the parties.

V) that,in the present case, the Interim

Stay Order as passed by the Division 

Bench was to continue only till 

further orders to be passed/by Hon'ble 

Single Judge, whereas,in the other 

case, the Stay Order as passed by the 

 ̂ Division Bench was not time-bound. It 

is reproduced as under

"Heard Counsels for the parties.

The operation of the two impugned 

orders of the Yice-Ghancellor dated 

Si.S.SS shall remain suspended”.
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6. That in accordance with the orders 

dated 31,7,84 passed by this Hon’ble High 

Court, the Selection Board nominated'bythe 

Director General,R.D.S.0 .evaluated the iwritten 

examination papers of the 51 candidates.

3 candidates were declared successful, 2 candi­

dates belonging to G-eneralCategories securir^ 

only pass marks and the third candidate belonging 

to Scheduled Caste cramunity qualifying only 

on Scheduled Caste weightage considerations.

The result of the Selection Board proceedings 

was announced on Srd.August, 19SA and the 3 

successful candidates were interviewed by the 

Selection Board on 4th August, 1984, The 

selection proceedings were then put up to 

the Director G-eneral with the observations 

of the Selection Committee that considering 

the performance of the candidates in the 

written exafflination, it was felt that the 

question papers set for the above written 

examination were tough for the general calibre 

of the candidates and should have been more 

broad-based to enable better opportunity being 

available to large number of candidates and 

also the performance of the 3 cajididates 

in the interview w ^  mediocre. The Director 

G-eneral,therefore,cancelled the Selection 

proceedings with the directions that fresh 

selections should be held. Necessary notifica­

tion in this regard is being issued and the 

proposed selection m il  now be held on jX)th and 11th. 

November, 1984.



^

been
7. That the deponent has/advised to state 

that in view of the averments made above, 

the order dated 25,11,83 as passed by the 

Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Special 

Leave petition No,di31 of 1983 ( Raj Bahadur 

Viswakarma Vs, Vice-Chancellor ,Narendra

Deo University and others) will not apply to the 

present case and the order dated 31.7.64,passed 

by the Hon’ble Single Judge in the present T/rit 

petition is perfectly within jurisdiction.
%

8. That the deponent has been adviced

to state that in view of the position stated 

above, the Application for recalling the 

order dated 31.7.84, passed by Hcn’ble 

Mr. Just ice R.C.Deo Sharma is liable to be 

summarily dismissed.

Verification.

I ,  the abovenamed deponent do 

hereby verify that the contents of 

paras 1 and 2 of this affidavit are 

true to my own knowledge, the contents 

of paras 3 to 6 are true to my 

knowledge derived from office records
I

and that the contents of paras 7 and 6

I
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are true to my knowledge based on 

legal advice. No part of this 

affidavit is false and nothiiig material 

has been concealed, so helo me G-od,

Lucknow,dated, 

August 23,1984. D e p ^ s n t r ^ '^

I identify, the deponent #10 

has signed before me. -

Advocate,

Solemnly affirmed before me m  ^ .) 
at by ^iOiv •
the dex3onent iJsho is identified b y ^

Advocate High Court Allahabad.
I have satisfied myself by examining the 
deponent that he understands the contents 
of this affidavit ihich have been read out 
and explained by me,

d v o c a t c  O a t h  C c m in is s io n e j  

Allahabad H igh Court 

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

N o.........................................................

n^tr.............................................

V.
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In the Hon’ble High Court of 

Judicature of Allahabad

(Iiuclffldw Bench) ,Lncknow 

^plication for Amendment 

C,M»Application No ^

Writ Petition No, 741 of 3983

P,E,Dhar &  Others .Petitioners,

V / s ............................

Union of India-and others. . . .Opps Partiesl

% i s  application on behalf of the above 

named respectfully shoveth*-

That due to certain ambiguities left in 

the Writ Petition and subsequent to the filing 

of the writ petition certain further developments 

in the matter of creatlon/tpgradation of posts 

a few amendments in the w i t  petition have becoie 

necessary for proper appreciation of the contention 

of the petitioners. Hence it is expedient that 

the follo'wing amendments may be allowed to be made 

in ttie writ petition*-

Proposed Amendments,

a) That paras 11 ,12 and 39 of the writ petition 

may be allowed 1»  be substituted in the following 

manner
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U » ...  ®hat further by me^s of the Railway Board*s

lettOT Ho.PC III/79/PS .^y*Board Sectt/Par^^^^^ dated 

27i7,76, 16 posts.ofSteao§ ia RBSO vere directed to be 

tip graded to the scale of, Rs*660-1040 from scale 

lfc;*42^800 in group **B* ii,e* class-H Gazetted so q_s 

to pi^vide further avenue of promotion exclusively 

to Stenographers working in SDSO; A true copy of the 

Railw^ Bo ard* s afore said letter dated 27* ?•76 is 

annexed as An^OTe-7 to the. Writ Petition*# Further | 

t ^  more posts of ̂ St^os in grade Rs*426-800 were 

upgraded to the scale Js‘i650-1040(RS) in cl ass-n

vide Railway Ibard's letterJToVPC III/73/PS/Hiy,Ba.SectV 

Pli.II.dt,29^*9«,79 and Railway Board^sJ^o.E RBI/80/44/69 

dt.20,1.81. %ain  5 morejppsts of stenos gi^*!! fe',425-800 

w®e upgraded to the post of SPAs in scale Rs',650-1040 

vide Railway Board’ s letter ^o*ERBI/80/44/89 dt.l8'i'^,84 

which are placed as.Annexure 18(a) and 18(b) respectively 

of ttie Writ Petitionv It is relevant to state that 

as a result of upgradation of tie said posts, they 

become gazetted class*H instead of class*HI non- , 

gazetted* One n»re post in. cl ass, II as Private Secy* 

to DG/:®SO in the scale fe‘*650-1200 has been sanctioned 

in lieu of one post of SPA in the grade Es,650-1040 plus 

Special pay of k*60/- vide R^lway Board* s letter 5Jo* 

E R BI/8^4V24 dt*15.3*83, a true copy of which is annexed

as Annexure 18-C to the Writ Petition*

i



-3 -

V. •'

12i 35iat as stated la ppeceeding para there exists 

24 posts in class’, n  in ^  are to jje filled

in exclusively ft?om aiaongst Stenographers* li^se 

24 posts include •fee 22 posts of Senior Personal 

Assistants one post of Section Officer(Stenos) and 

one post of PS to DG. Besides these 24 posts, t«o 

other posts of S^tion Officers aiPe available on 

adhpe basis to ttie Stenographers whifch were earmarked 

to them by me^s of ^Railway Board’ s orders dated 

4#li*63( Ann® ^e»6 tfee Wri^ yith

a vie¥ te pro?ld« ̂ ^me ayentte of proiao t^li twxttrix tp tto# 

stenographer s. , ttiere $ir e as many as 26 clas4 'n  

posts available Ibr prcmotlpn to stenographers vherea st 

tiiere.are IQ posts in ail of Sectian Officers(Hin) 

e la s ^ II  available for promotion to the Assistantil,

Out of the 10 posts of Section Officers only 5 posts 

(SO^  are available exclusively for the promotion of 

Assistants and the remaining 5 posts <50^) are filled
j4/Wv

by Pepartioentsl Coape tltive Ixaialnation ^ Ic h
A

* * , V •

Stenographers are also eligible to appearV

2hat from the facts indicated above it isould 

be apparent that 2 4 posts in the higher grade viz, 

Gazetted class*!! posts were sanctioned with a view 

to provide further avenue of promotion exclusively 

to stenographers working in HDSO; Yet the provisional 

amendment made in tiie Rectll, and Promotion Hales 

for the post of Section Officer(M ^) in favour of

\
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the Stenographers were not modified or done avay id.th 

thotJgh the said amendment was brought out provisionally 

for the reason that stenographers In had ho 

further avenue of proiaotion at that time* fact 

that t^ere were curtailaeat in the avenue of promotion 

open for the category of Assistants working in RDSO

> also necessiteited the annulment of the amendments

to the Hecruitment and promotion Kules #iich were

brought about in favour of the Stenos in the para 6|6,8 

provisionaHy*

39; Ihat as stated earlier, there exist 24 class-H 

posts in the BDSO ^ ic h  are exclusively to be fill eft up 

from amongst the Stenographer^. Ihese posts include 

the posts of 22 posts of Senior Personnal Assistants,

^  01̂  post of Section Officer(Steno) and one post of

PS to 350, Besides these 2 4 posts two other posts of 

Section Officer on ad-hoc basis are available to the 

Stenographers T^ich were earmarked for them by means of

Board's order dated 4*II* 1963(Ann«xure 3 to this

Writ Petition)>^Oniy vdtii a view to provide some avenue of 

pro Ration to Idbie Stenographers# %us in all there are 

26 class*ll posts available to the Stenographers 

whereas there are in all only ten posts of Section 

Officers(Class *11) available to the Assistants* Out 

of these 10 posts of Section Officers, 5 0 %  have

be filled up by Departmental Coiqpetitive Examination in 

^ Ic h  Stenographers are also eligible to appear, 

class.II posts available to the Stenographers ore 

exclusively for them and the Assl stants aiPe not eligible

for promotion to the 26 p class*tE posts for Stenogrsphers^«
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b) %iat the following new paras may be allowed to be  ̂

made after para 26 of the % i t  Petition, and para 2: 7 

may be renumbered as para 371

2 7, That the Assistants have now and again 

represented for revision of R&P Rules for the post 

of BO(Min)i Convinced by the unfavourable tilt in 

the avenue of proiaotion for the category of Assistants

> and a^^3^r deliberations with the Stenographers aol

Assistants and the Glass*n2; Staff Assdciation the BG/WSO' 

made specific recomiiiendation to the Bail way Board vide

his letter Io^A/R|!to dated Ce.8l(Annexnr© 16 of % i t

Petition) ^#ich ha1*e been agreed to by the Railway Board vide

iiieir letter Ifo.l2RBI/79/W67 dated 29.7,8l(Annextir© 16-A) 

but BI>SO Adadnistration not only deliberately witSiheld 

its implementation but held selection in 1980 on the 

obsolate R<SP Rules* In the I>td*Departmental Coa5>etitive 

ExafflinatlGn held in 3980 Assistants/Stenos (including SPAs 

^  -Korking on adhoc basis)were made eligible to appears

!Ihe Administration also managed to hold on -tile basis of 

same obsolete R<SP Rules a s^ectlon for the post of SO(Min) 

in F@i3*83 which was however cancelled by the Administration 

due to irregtQarities and manipulations etc. involved In 

the marking of question paper^,

28. j^ain 1XVEBS0 vide staff Hotiw No.B,II/SU/C/SO(Min)/ 

Coii?)/84^85 dt.25.8V84(Annexure 3B-D to Writ Petition) 

and 21.11.84 h ^d  third selection on lltfa to 33th Jan*85
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and the Administration itself felt that it needed amendment  ̂

Like the LDCB held in 19B0 and 198^ in tfoe Ltd. ^epartffisntal 

Scaffliiiation in Jaft*86 also^the Assistants/Stenographers 

(including Senior Personal Assistants in grade Es.650-1040(RS^ 

presently working on regular basis) were made eligilSLe to 

appear in the said examination,
*

> 29!# Ihe SPA is a separate category of post in Class#II

vith separate cadre for which separate B&PRoies duly 

approved by the IIP SC have been introduced w .e .f, 27.8*79 

vide Railway Board’ s letter No;ERBI/7^44/fi/D^ted 2 7 * 8 * ^ ^  

(Annexure 18wB). Ihe inclusion of SPAs in scale Rs.660-1040 

(RS) in Class.II in the Ltd,Beptt. Oomp.ExaBJination held 

in the years 3980, 1983 (test since cancelled) &Dd 3986 

did not have the approval of the UPSC iMch is the ofily 

Con?)etent Authority to make any relaxation in the R ^  Rules. 

So the tests held in 3980, 1983 and 3985 were in violation 

of the approved RS^ Rules for the post of SO(Min) to be 

filled through the Ltd.Qeptt.lt Con9>,Sxajaination without 

. prior sanction of tiie tJPSC to the amendment of the R&P 

Rules* % u s , the sdLection held in 1980,3983 anl 3985 

were not held as per approved RSJP Rules laid down for 

the post of 30(^10)5;

30. the permanent post of Stenographers Gr,II(fe.425-800) 

in class^HI have been upgraded to the permanent posts of 

SPAs (Ks .650-1040) in cl ass'. H .  Ohe imcumbents of SPA 

(te.660-l040) in class.H  have been regularly proniotld 

against the permenent upgraded posts of SPAs retrospectively 

-;jyK w .e .f . 22.9*76( 12 nos) and v .e .f . 15.12.77( 1 Ho)
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(Annexure 22 of the ¥pit Petition), and thus ttiey 

have got no perma^ient posts of Stenographers Gr«n for 

their lien to fall back* Hence, the SPA in class.H  are 

not eligible to appear in the selection alongwith the 

Assistants/Stenographers in Ciass*HI for the post of SO(t^in) , 

The inclusion of SPAs in I»td,I*eptt* CoBjp*,i5rainlnation for SO(Mih) 

is an arbitrary act to give them a second avenue and charnel 

of pronaotion at their om  instance idthout tSie approval of 

the Competent Authority i*e. WSC, HeiJie, the inclusion of 

SPAs in cl ass* n  LDGE for SO(Miri) i§ arbitrary and in
*

contravention of fee s^provtd BfSP Rules for the post of SO(Min) 

■sdiich lays down that the Stenographers/Assistants with 5 years

service are eligible, %erefore, the Ltd*0«ptt. Con^,

examination held in the years 3980, and 1985 need be quashed* 

(LDQE 3983 already camelled by Administration)*

31* In the selection for the post of SO(Min) in class*!! 

held on 11th to 13th Jan*85 in response to Staff Notice 

!fo,SII/M/0/30(Min)/CoiBp.(84-85) dt*25,8i84(Annexure 18-0 to 

Writ Petition) read with Staff ^̂ otiarwi No^S.H/SLN/O/SP/MiV 

Con5>*(84-85) dt*21.11*84, the vacancies for which the selection 

has been litld have been shown as under*-

5 vacancies(includlng existing and anticipated) out of 

these 2 .vacancies are reserved for Sdaeduled Caste and

Scheduled Tribe commuhitftes ( one for each community).

One vacancy reserved for scheduled tribe community in

the said selection held in Jan*85 as shown above is on

a/e. of c a ^y  forward from the reservation made in the 

selection for S0(Min)held .in the year 3980*

-7-.
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In this connection, it is subiaitted that in 

terms of Bailway Board* s letter Ho,SCSGT)73CM/iVl3 

dt*17*g;74(Annexure B-J* to Writ Petition) in the 

Case of Qlas^il and n  posts filled by s^ectioa, 

the quota tiiat remained unfilled in a sslection/year 

Itself will lapse as in ihis case there is no

provision for carry forward,

Thus the calculation of vacancies showi aS

reserved tioT  Scheduled-Tribe Community for -which 

selection has been held in ^an*86 is erroneous*

Hence, the selection held in *Tan*86 be declared null 

and void*

32* The Becruitment and Promotion Buies for

the post of SO(Min) in class,n  in RDSO as approved 

by t he UP SC and intimated by the Hallway Board vide 

their letter lo. B 6l/HB3/BB3/ dt.4,H,83(Annexure 3

to this % i t  Petition) and No,ERBI/6g/BB^27 dt.4,l0*68 

(Annexure IS-G) provide ttiat 60^ of posts should be 

filled by promotion through Departmental test from 

amongst Assistants/Stenographers with 5 years service 

in the grade and 50^ of posts on the basis of seniority 

cum-fitness from amongst Assistants with 8 years service 

in the grade* According to Hole 6 of the Railway Board’ s 

letter dt.4,l0,68( Annexure 18-C^to % i t  Petition), quo ted 

above, the power to make any relaxation in  the appfPoved 

Buies is vested with the Union Public Service Gonmissioii*
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2Jae selection for the post of SO(Min) 

class#H In B D ^ held in JanuaryjUBSS as pgp Staff 

Hotice Nowi,n/SLN/0/SO<Min)/Goi^'i/84«85 dt.25,8,84 

was aiTangeS to fill in S (five)vacanciesCincluding

2 Vacancies reserved for SdbiedtJled Castes and 

Scheduled Tribe communitiesCone for e|eh Cbianunity)!

In terms of extant Huies for the said selection^ the 

field of consideration of etkisdi eligible en5>loyees for 

departmental selection is tD be limited to 3 times of liie 

number of vacancie^i Accordingly to fill 6 vacancies 

the zone of consideration should be limited to 15 eligible 

Candidates in the order 6f combined seniority of

Assistants and StenographersCrelative inter-seniorily 

to be maintained)'Who had given their idllingness*

In the said selection for the post of SO(Min) 

class,II held in ^an*S5 as isany as 98 candidates 

Assistants and 64K Stenographers including SPAs)

'*̂ 0 gave feeir willingness have been allowed to appear 

whereas according to zone of con si derat ion,only 

fifteen(l5)enQ)loyees in the order of combftned seniority 

of Candidates of Assistants/Stenographers should have 

been made eligible to aPpear, therefore, the selection 

for the post of SO(Min) in clas^*Hh^d  in Jan*85

is erroneous and need be declared null and void. In  case 

the said selection foJs; the post of SO(Ktin)cls.s;^*Il 

in ^an*8S was held on the basis of mode or method of
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selectioii/test/recpuitnient otiienris® than laid down 

in the approved B&P Rtaes fop the post of SO(Min) 

vide Railway Board’ s letter d t ,4 ,ld 3 8  quoted above^ 

it is ^thout tiie approval of the coD5>etent aathority

l ,e .  UPSCI 3he Staff J^otice dated 26#8i84,27^ 10,84 

and 21.1^,84 issued in connection with the holding- 

of the said s^eetion indicate that ©(^IlDSO at its 

om  interpreted thei^Departaental lest* as provided 

In 1ii« approved Rules to a ** Liiaited Departmental

Competitive ®camination\ !Ihis interpretation of the 

approved R ^  Rules for the post of SO/Miri, clas^.II does 

not Carry the consent and 8«)proval of the ccmpetent 

Authority i.e . ĴPS C, Heme the said selection held 

in January 3985 for the post of SO(Min) in class^H 

was illegal and need be quashed#

33^ In this connection, a perusal of Research 

Designs and Standards Organisation(Grot^-B Technical

Posts)-Recruitment Rules 1983 regulating the method of

recruitment in the group B in the Mechanical,Civil, 

Electrical sM  Signal &  Telecommunication Engineering 

Beiiartments as approved by the UPSC and forwarded under 

Railway Board*s letter Ho.ERBI/t^/44/24 dt. 16,6;83 

(Annexure 18 H to Writ Petition) i®uld indicate that 

there exist a provision that 25^ of liie vaeancies 

in the aforesaid various Engineering disciplines
•

shall be filled 3d through a Limited Departmental 

Con5)etitive Examination* In these rules, a specific 

reference has been made that the vacancies shall be 

filled through L t d .D ^ t t .Comp.Examination whereas in

the case of R ^  Rules s^proved by the HPSC for the

i
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post of SO(l^n) there is no fflention of the 

Beptt; Gom )̂*#Examination, bat it specifics that

of the vacancies should be filled by departmental test*
i-

Ihere can not be two meanings of *d^artffientaa. test* 

or LDCE each in ttxe same Organisation* Departmental 

test or liDCfi are two different media of selection

>  differentiated by the word* competitioii* and by Zone

• of consideration(field of comsideratlon)etds therefore, 

the interpretation of the words "departmental test** 

to read as *I»td.Deptt'*CQnp*ifeam* by BG/RDSO and to 

hold the test on that basis (i#ef« IDCE) is misconceived 

and erroneous, %erc  the Intentiia of the UPSC is to 

fill ttie Vacancies through the 55’eptt# Comp. %aHi* a

^ecific  reference has been made as indicated above

in the BSP Rules for class*H Technical posts of RDSO,

t o  tiler example of specific mention of LIX3B

. is that vide Rule 2 (l) (e) of the Schedule containing
A

’Regulation for the constitution aM  Maintenance of 

the Select list for the Section Officers and 

Assistants grade‘,I  of the Railway Boaxd Secretariat

Service Rules, Extract annexed as Annexure 3B-J)

A«Section Officers Grade- a specific reference 

has been made that the select list will be maintained 

from the persons sheeted on the resiCLts of the

Limited Departmental Con5)etitive Examination held by 

the Coiamlssidn from time to time in  order of their

merit • It farther pasodaoe- that the rules for Gompe®

titive Examination referred to in dause(l) above 

shall be as determined by regulations made by the
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Central Govti in the Ministry of Rlysfii In ccaisultation 

^ t h  the UPSC* It  is, therefore, clear frpia the 

sabffilssion made above that where the LDCB ig

prescribed a specific reference has been made, 

regulations framed In constaltation -with the t!?SC,^ich

is the only CoB5)etent Authority,i>h«Pe as^the

W  Buies for the post of SO (J^) in SDSO there

is no’ mention of IDCB, no regtilations framed In

that respect in the consultation with the IPSOi ^he

interpretation of i*I^artmental tesi* in the M F

R?ales for Hie post of SO(Min) in Ri>SO is the figment

of ±SB|dc imagination by without the approval of

the trPSCi Hence the tests held fbr the post of

SO(Min) in 1980 and 3985 on the wong interpretation

bl^d^a^tmental test to read as are illegal

and nltPavires of ttie .Statutory provisions iii

the B&P Rules and therefore, be declared Null and Void,

34|  It is submitted that for making Ltdji ©eptt*

Coap, IbcaainatiGn i^pplicable to the IfiP Rules

for the post of SO(Min) in class**!! in with

the approval of the TIPS C it has to be examined

Aether the follbidng pre-requisit^es as per extant 

Rales and instructions t on the sub jects which are

essential for the scheme of IDCE can be made applicable^, 

The reasons for its non-^s^plicabllity are given in 

juxtaposition 5-

' -12-
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(l) 2^0 Scheme of I.DCB 

apply only to vacancies 

for v^iich normal selections 

are being processed or vhich 

m y be conducted hereafter.

(il) !&ie LDCB(25^ 
should be held in. 
the same yea;  ̂ m  
gsm  in i3hlch tfa® 
normal selection is 
heM  for filling up 
75% vacancies in. 
group

In the HSa? Buie s for the 
post of SO(Min) there is only 
one Selection i*e. 50% of 
Vacancies are to be filled by 
departmental test} the 
remaining 50% vacancies are 
to be filled by prouotion 
on the basis of seniority 
®um-fitness only, ^ i c h  is 
not a selection whereas the 
examination to fill In 75% 
vacancies & 25% vacancies 
herein referred to are both 
selectioii* In the fonner 
(l’,e* rules for SO(M^) the 
HBtbod of filling 50% 
Vacancies by seniority 
cum-fitness is not a 
selection,

35iis canu0t be ma<3e 
i^plicable to the B&P Bales 
for the post of SO(Min) 
as 50% ot vacancies are 
filled by seniority-CTim- 
fitness and tiiere are ibA  
seldom chances of aoie than 
one -vacancy In a year**.
Rather, there is not a 
single vacancy for a long 
chain of many year^.

vr

5) In  the matter of 
seniority the number 
of Vacancies to be 
filled at iny one 
time through th^ mode 
of selection(75^)and 
comi^Ation 2 5% .
Hhe employees selected 
through the tW E  will 
rank junior to those 
empanelled through 
the media of 
selection(75^’.

4»The v ^an dles(75^  
and (25%i are 
assessed at one time.

It is not so in the case 
of fixation of seniority 
of those promoted to the 
post of So(Min) Group 
on the basis of seniority 
cam-fitness(50jy and depart­
mental selectionC 5 0 ^ ,
In feat Case the seniority 
is assigned in ther atio ef 
U l ,  So, this criteria 
Cannot be made applicable 
to the post of SDCMin) ,̂

Ihe vacancies thcougB the 
media of seniority cum- 
fitnessCSO^) and 60^ d^tf^., 
test are not assessed at 
one time, The vacancies 
in the case of SO(Min) are 
assessed as an^ i^en it 
occur^*
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It is 3iK)t feasible to make the es sential

reqtiiiftit̂ s’s of LDCE applicable to the R«les for the

post of SO(Min), Hence the interpretation of B(yRDSO 

that ’Departmental test* is I»DGE ig misconception and 

the tests held in the years B80  and 1985 be anjMsledi 

35# On the results of,itd*Deptt, CbmpiSxaH  ̂ held in

Dec*80 for toe post of SOCMin) | the folloxfiag employees

were erBpaneHeds- 

lli Shri F*H«Kapoor

Shri ^yam Ehatia 

3; Shri IiM*Murall

4 . ^ r i  ]!i^K^.Sehgal. ’

There were manourings, scriblings, erasitjg

and manipulations in the above LJ>CB 1980, which 

led to the total revision of the result o| selection 

and made the selection a fqrcet It  is understood

y- that an enquiry has been conducted in  respect of

ttie proceedings of the above selection by the 

Vigilance Branch of the Railway Board(Ministry of Railways) j 

New I!5*elhi; It is also learnt that the origina3. result sheet

of the examination held in 3S80 has not been made 

availableJEbrinspection to Vigilance branch of the Railway

Board which act speaks of the ix malafide and manipulations 

in the said tesl̂ * It  is understood that the inquiry report 

of “toe Vigilance Branch is being hushed up or set aside 

because higher ups ani involved. As the proceedlni^s 

are confidehfcial in nature, the petitiomrs have no ‘ 

records in this respect, ^̂ le Hon'ble Court would
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he gracious enought to «3c call for the proceedings for 

perusal and in case some malafide is establisheid, the 

above said.selection held in 2980 need be quashed*

It  is significant to point otit that BG,HDS 0 has 

 ̂ cancelled the IDGE for the post of SO(Min) held in

1983 on similar grounds of irregularities inirolved 

in the proceedings of the test tiiough on paper some 

other reasons have been recorded but it -would be

clear if tl» asnwer books of the candidates are perusecfci

36* It  is submitted that the Hori’ ble Court

vide interim orders dated 21.4.2981 in the Wpit

Petition 2616 of 2980 ordered that the Respondents

may fill the vacancies but the appointees may be

informed that ’ their gppointments will be subject 

to the decision on the Writ Petitiori* As tiie promotions 

of S/Shri P I  Kapoor, Shyam ^iatia,SP*M#Murali and

^.H*.Sehgal as Section Officsrs(Ministerial) on the 

results of examination held in December,2980 and

subsequently those of ^S ir i  Kapoor ^  Shyam Qiatia 

to the two higher posts of Secretary to DO and 

Directors/Establishment even though they do not 

fulfill the conditions laid dom in the ^proved B&P 

Rales for the said 2 posts, are subject to the

decision of the Court on the said Writ Petition, they 

have not been ini)leaded*

-1&.
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c) Ihat in tbe coimnn '* ground# of the writ 

petition, the ground nos ( ill) ,(ir) and (vit) may 

be allowed to be substituted in the foHowjjig 

manner*-*

iii) Because in all 26 cl ass. 31 posts have been' 

made aviilable exclusively to the Stenographers

V  for promotion v?hereas there are only 10 posts of

Section OfficersC^^n) for the Assistants out 

of 'which also only 50̂  ̂ are to be filled through Ltd, 

Departmental Comp*;Examination in ^^hieh Stenographers 

also have their share being ^igible to appear 

at the said examination, leaving only 5 posts of 

@lass!iXI S O(Min) exclusively for Assistant'^;

2hus, the chances of promotion of Assistants 

have been reduced to the extent that they would 

seldom get any promotion to the post of Section 

Officer (Min) V

iv) Because under the approved Rectt. and . 

Promotion Rules tffcily Assistants and Stenographers

are eligible to underta)ce tSie examination, 

but the Staff J^otic® dated 25.8,84 ( Annexure 

makes Senior Personal Assistants also eligible to 

take up the examination'# Ihis being irdtSiout the 

approval of the Competent Auttiority i.e* W SC , is 

■i^olly in violation of the approved Recruitment 

and Promotion Rules.
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vii) Because tbo reserved 2 posts of SO(Min) 

for Stenographers on a^oc basis hattalready been 

restored to flie Assistants In the Hallway Board*s 

Office according to toe i^b para (3) of Rule 9 of Railway 

Board|3569 (Annextire IJSUK to Writ Petition) -Khen 

the Hallway Board Sectfe', Stenographers Service Rules 1971 

eame into force’. In K&SO similar action to restore

2 posts of SO(Min) to the Assistants of R^SO was 

Called for vdth the introduction of posts of SPAs 

in class.11 to I©‘SO, In view of the latest developments 

by way of more avenue of promotioa exclusively for 

Stenographers as compared to the Assistants, there 

is no justification to continue ihe reservation 

of 2 posts of Section Officers(Mln)reserved for 

Stenographers, in 1963 on adhoc basis to open 

some avenue of promotion for tti'em'i 

d) nhat after ‘ ground* no(ax) the following

->4/ new grounds may be allowed be made as grounds *

no (x) to (xili) •

x) Because vacancies notified in the Staff

Kotice dated 26.8*84 have be#n >jrongly calculated 

for Selection held in 1984

3tl) Becmuse ttie vfaole affair in the guise of

’*Ltd. ^ p t t . Comp, ^ani* instead of ‘’Repairrmental Test* 

for the post of SO(Mih) as laid down in the R&P Rules 

Was arroneous and misconception’.
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Zii) the selection held In 1985 was

full of irregularities and man^ibulatlons in as 

much as that its eligibility was wong, calculation 

of Vacancy was wrong, metiiod of selection was wrong,
*

Therefore, it l>e declared null and void in the same 

manner as the'RDSO Administration declared the 

selection held in 1983 as cancelled on the grounds 

of irregularities in its proceeding^* 

xiii) Because the principles of Natural Justice 

have been saorlfied with ulterior niotives* 

e ) % a t  in the column ‘Prayed* the following

new pra^rs may be allowed to be made after

prayeitiLno(b) and the prayer nos(c) and(d) may be 

re!iumber«d as prty«rs ao(h) and Ci)

c) to issue an order for cancellation of the

I*td,l>eptt, CoB^Vi^ams.held in the year 3980 and 1985

on account of inclusion of the category of SPA in class#!! 

in scale Bs,650-5.040(RS ) in the said examinations for 

t̂ ie posts of SO(Min) without the prior approval of the 

Coi35)etent Authority i .e , UP SC,which is the only CJompetent 

AutJiority to make any relaxation in the BSP Rules*

Thus the examinations held in 3980 and 3985 were 

illegal and summarily in contravention of the ^proved 

R&P Rules for the said post of SO(Min)‘,

d) to issue an order for cancellation of the Ltd*

Deptt* CoB|)‘*Exam. held in the year 1980 on account of

alleged irregularities involved into it after perusal of the 

enquiry report of the Vigilance Branch of 5fce Railway 

Board*
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e) to issue an order for cancellation of Ltd. B^arrmental

Comp.lsain. held in the year 19B5 on account of holding 

"L t d . Deptt. Goinp*Exam" instead of "Departmental Test"

as laid down in the UPSC approved R&P Joules for Uie posts 

of SO(Min) class,II.

f) to issue on order for cancellation of Ltd.Dfeptt.

Comp.Bxamination held in the year 2986 on account of 

wrong calculation of vacancies as mentioned in para 31*

g) to issue an order or direction to DcyRDSO to refrain

to hold any selection for the post of SO(Min) in cl ass. II 

till the matter for revision of the Rules for the post of 

SO(Min) is pending aiid to fill the vacancies of SO(Min) by 

promoting the Assistants on Seniority-cum-Suitability basis 

as a temp, arrangement as per procedure in 'ttie Board* s office 

vide Buie 3(2) of the Railway Board Sectt. Stenos service 

Rules 3969 (Annexure 18-K) to the Writ Petition) and in 

terms of Railway Board's letter Ho,B(RB)I/79/44/67 dt.3.6*81 

(Annexure IS-L to the Writ Petition) which lays down that 

pending court case the vacancies of SO(Hin) are to be filled 

from amongst Assistants on the basis of seniority-cum-fitness*

Therefore it is most respectfully prayeJ that the 

above amendments may be allowed to be incorporated in 

writ petition itself and such other orders may also be 

passed as this Hori*ble Court may thi^^fit  and proper in 

the circumstances of the case.

Dated*. /^^*3*85 

Luckao^226011.

Advocate 

Counsel for the Petitioners
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In the Hon*ble High <^urt of Judicature 

of Allahabad (Lucknow Bench)Lucl£no¥

Affidavit

In

Application for Amendment 

in the Writ Petition Ho. 741 of 1983.

P,I^*%ar & otiiers • . •Petitioners*

Versus

Union of India and others* . # . .  .Opp* Parties,

I ,  I.S*KamthaA aged 50 years, son of Shri 3 .C*Verma 

Assistant RKSO Manak ^agar,Lucknow as one named 

petitioners do hereby solemnly affirm as underJ-

1) Ihat subsequent to the filing of the writ petition

certain further developments have taken place in the 

matter of creation/upgradatloij of posts which are 

vital and have importabt bearing on the said writ 

petition*

2) That inspite of all reasonable attention certain

^ambiguities and errors have been left unrectified in
/ ■

the writ petition at the time of filing the writ petition.

3) that in order to remove.said ambiguities and errors

and to put forth additional, developments haviag

such bearing and for the proper appreciation of the
<* ■

‘'contentions of the petitioners it has become necessary 

to allow the amendments as prayed for in the accoa5>anylng 

application of the case writ petj^ion*

beponent 
B a t e d * .3.1985 ,

Lucknow*

I the deponent named as one do hereby verify the contents 

of para-fi  ̂ to-fe)of this.affidavit are true to my own
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teoiiiledge* No poiat of it is false and nothing 

material has been concealed. So helhme'GOD*,

%ponent

I Mentify the deponent who has signed in 

my presence* / /  ■ J Z '/

Glerlc to iShri P,K*Khare,Advocate,

Solemnly affirmed before 

me QQ-.._

«t .........

m em  hv • ' 9  S - K .

tiie deponent ^ o  is 

Identified by Shrt

clerk to shri P.K.Ihare 

Advocate High Court, 

Allahabad, I have satisfied 

my self by examinirig ttie 

deponent liiat he under standiS 

the contents of the affadivit 

-which has been read and 

exaplained by me.
_

G~ S. R A W a T  I

OATH CO'-fMlnSIOI^H
High Coen •

: LucWav L ,̂  ̂ *

No-......l-'JZ/.iJ..
Date...
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In the Hon’blB High C3©urt ®f Judicatare at  ̂

LucJsnow Bench, Lucknow

WritPetitien Nd. 741 «f 1983

> P.K, Giar & ©thers ............... Petitioners

Vs.
Union ©f Inflia & ©ther  ...........Opp spar ties

toexure N©.. 18-A

The Direct©r General Ministry ©f liailways-Railway Boar^ 
BDSO/Lucknew. New Delhi,

No .ERH/80/44/59 Dateds 20* 1*81

Sabspr©vision.©f iddl.posts ©f Sp .Personnel ^stt . 
for Direct©rs/A<3(il.Directors in RDSO,

V
Ref :Your le tter No,yE^CIP/Sten©s d1 .19.7.80.

• * •

m  c®ntinuation of this ©ffice letter No.PC-III/73/PS-
»

Rly.Bd.Sectt/pt.II dt.29,9,79 the Sanction of the ministry of 

rayllways is hereby communicated to the upgradatien ©f one post

©f Stenographers Gr.II in the grade ©f gs.426-800(RS) t© 
t >

Sp . personal ^s tt , in the grafie ©f Ss.650-3040(RS) with effect 

from the date the posts is filled-up.

2. Ihe proposal of upgradation of posts ©f ©ther 3 p©sts 

of Sten©graphers to Sr.PA is under c©nsiderati©n separately.

3* , !ftiis issues with the concurrence ©f the Slnscice Dte

of the Ministry of Railways.

> /  y;-W/,Uv 7 '■ Secy. (E)-I' Hallway Board.
o ° r  ■<
*( jer/ rdso/ lko .

 ̂ W *  BLr ec tor ate ©f Aid i t tS: Railway ,H ew Delhi.
3 .F(E)-I Brjfich,Railway Bsard, New Delhi.
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in tta» H .n 'ble High C u r l  . f  Judlo«tare at iOlabab.,

Lucknow B«5ch> iMcknow 

Writ petition N®* 741 1983

F.K. Oiar & ©thers............... petitioners

V/S.

Union ®f m®iia & other .*..Oppsparties 

Ainoxare No;

GOVEENMEJJT OF IN BE A MINISTRY OF RJilLWATS 
(RAiiiWAZ m m D)

>

No.ERE!I/80/4V6^* Now Delhi, elt* 1 « ,7 ,1984,

The Director General,
HaD«S*0»,
picknow..

SubjUpgradlation of 6 posts of Stsnographers in 
scale Bs.426-800 as Sr.personal Assistants., in 
scale Es.650-1040 (ES).

Refs(i) Sr,iy,DG»s D,0. letter No.DGr/CRP-77/G date€ 
29.2*84 ad^essed to Member Bigineer4.ng, 
Railway Board.

» • •

Sanction of the Ministry of Railways is hereby 

communicatei to the upgraiation of Five posts «f Stenographers 

Graiie *c' in scale Bs,425-60G t® Senior personal igsistants in 

scale Rs.6SO-l040 (RS) Caass-II) from the date of issue of 

this letter or the date from which tiie incumbents take over 

charge of the upgraied posts, which ever is later.

2, This issues with the concurrence of the Finsffice 

^ ’cpsioctorat® of the Ministry of Railways,

\ ^4 y

S4/ "
(A*K.BaSu) 

I8/^.Secretary(W)/Raiway Board,

'■t; A ;
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Oovcnr-icnt of India 
Kinlcrtiy of RcJlw-ya 

Hcocrjrch DvGiciw riid Stcjncurda Orgnxiicr.tion

3XAT? VOlXCZ

Sui)i Limited DepartmentrO. Competitive Exminntion
■ in conncction v/ith the foi’mrvtion of prucl 
to fill the vacnnciea iii the crdrc of Scot.Ion 
Offi,cci'q/ninlotcrirl(Clao3 II,Group’s*)in RBSO.

Ref: Thio office Stcff Notice No.EIl/SIlT/C/SO(Min)/
* ■ Coap(82»^3) dr.ted 5.11.1982.

It io notified for the information of rll the ; 
candidates who h,"d appeca’cd in the Limited Department"! 
Competitive Exnnin''.tion held on 12th & 13th Pobrurjy,83 
that the Directoi* General hao cnnceilsd the selection" 
and o:î 6red fresh selectionsV .

2* It is further notified that the Limited Departmcntri 
Competitive Expwination for Qo3-oction of Section Offioers/ 
Miniotcrirl(Claao II.Group'D') will now be held on 10th 
and . 11th November, 1984, no per the existing r'’P Huleo,

^.Vnopncies; 5 vacnilcies(including existing & rjrticipatod), 
oy^ qi '̂ 'liose, 2 vacrincies ci’c reserved for Scheduled Caste 
and .Scheduldd Tribe communitlo3(oiie for coch commxmity),

4»Ellgiblllty; Assist onto/Stenographers of RDSO in scale 
fe.4^^ri3d0(R^7/Rs.65O-96O (RS),including Senior Personal 
Assistants in grr^e Rs»650-1040(RS) presently workir̂ g on 
regular basis nnd who have completed S yoors* service in 
this Organisation as on 25.8,1984 iii the grades of Aaaistontsi/ 
Stonogrrphers.will bo eligible to sit in the rJforcaald 
'JiimiJed^Departmental, Competitive Examination,

'* a \ ' ' : . ° '
\'^5,hc subjects for the aforesaid Limited Departmental 

petitive Examination,the mrximum raoĵ lcs allotted for 
papoi’ and the scheme of the Examination rxo Indicated

Time
Llow^

o,r; Subject,

""ll-^Hotingjdrafting .2f hrs
Ci procio writing.

II-(a)Procedui’o & 2^ hrs
nrcjaijice obtaining ,
S>1 the Min-of Hlyp,

Max. • 
mark a

160

100

Date oT Exmlnrtlon 
and. timln/TSc

10.11.84 from 10-00 
hr a onwaa"̂ ,

10.11.84 from 14^30 
hrs,o.nward,'

(b)Gorujrrl Icnowledgo of 
thj Constitution of . I;ilia 
•'iid thu pr' Qtico ■ :.uul
procoduros iai p.-J.-’lirmcnt,

. . 2/-
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r , Lmcto®w Bencfe> Hidta©w * r\/

l/jtit petition No* 741 ©f 1983

P.K. Ebar & ©thers ............... petitioners

V/S.

union of India & other .....O p p j par ties 

. Annexure Uo. |S-_C

Ministry ©f Railways 
(Bailway Board)

H©.iEHt/8§/4yS4 New D«alhl
' , Dated 5 15,3.83.

The Director Geaeral,
HBSO,
Lacknow,

SubfUpgradation of the existing post of
Sr.PACScale Rs.6aD-iM0 plus Spl.Pay of fis.SD/-p,ia.) 
attached t© the DG/lipao te» that ®f Private Secy.
to IK scale Rs*775-ia00(HS).

RefYour letter No.'El/$/OEG/l(Steno)dt. 12.4,82.
. • • 0

Sanction of the Ministry of Railways is hereby 

communicated to the creatien of a post ©f private secy t® DQ

, 1D80 in scale ^.77 5-iaoO(RS) for a period ©f ©ne year.
—L,

Simultaneously, ®ne permanent p®st of Sr.PA in scale 

Es»6SO-3040 with special pay fe»®/- per month and one permanent 

post ©f Stenographer Gr.III in scale 330-S0(RS) sh©uld be 

held in abeyance during the peri©d the post ©f F^DG, RDSO 

is in operation.
*

-'X issues with the c©ncurrence ©f the Finance

i i f  ~ l

I n  t h e  H o n * b l e  O e u p t  o f  J u d i c a t u r e  a t  A l l a h a b a d

I

'^^e<2>^|^te ©f the Ministry of Railways,

, S<j/- 
(V.E.Rao)

Under Secy,(E)-I Railway Board.

k
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oornu on t]icoo. oubjucta cph bo h-d from-
i) l lm u r l  of O ffice Proccicluro iGuuod by'thoJHln.

, j j \ ̂   ̂ilvf ry 0
' -14 4 proviaiona of tho Conatitutlon^of Indla:&

-llii;RulC3 of pi'ocudurua Conduct o f  BuuiiTcao in  tho 
IXJk Sabh- ft ]?P.jy a Habha),

?npor No, Sub3cot Timo , . M.'i’:* 
rllowod; m̂-'Jrka

Dnto of Exrpilnntion 
■dnd, tiinin/rQ> ■

III- GuiToraL Huioa & hr.o
' Hailury Act,

100 11*11*84 from 10,00 
hr u onward.

\
Jk '

. Q ,
vliMSi Knowledge of tho folloirlng wouD.d bo cxpoctod}

t ’ '

V IjMic-Ji Railwqy'/GonuraL CodOQ Vol,I hnd lij '
♦ iijRrilwoy Board Act,: raid

111/Tho laidlrjri Pcllwciya Act;

Totnl: W

>

J^torylow Tho cnndidntoo will be intcryi.ov/od by 
— , Board and thoir CHa

OYc'luatod, i , , , >100 Mrrks' ' *

Note Tho vonuo of tho Limited ])opcaiincntaL Compctit3A»tJ 
lirccwination nh-ll bo C'.;nt,. rl Schoul,M.'nrk
LucJ^now, ■

6, . ' Cr:iidxdrtos will bo plrxiod on the p.?iiol in'the 
order of raorit,na ruflcciud by the rcoult of thio I/JjrJ.tud 
Departmental Competitive Examination,, However,the appoint­
ments of aeleoted candidates will bo ordered subject to 
the final decision on tho \/rit P^;tition Ho ,2516 of 198O 
nlid No,741 of 1985 pending in the iOlrJiabrsi High Court 
of Judicature,Lucknow Bench,Lucknov^, •

7» Eligible candidates.who wish to camix)to in thd 
linitcd Departmental Competitive Examination ohould oijbnlt 
their appHco.tions to l)y,Dircctor/i:iJtt-II,RDSO/Lucknow on 
or before 24*9,84 iii the enclosed profoiTaa raid obtain A 
rccei-ot in token tlioreof. qoplicnt.lon roceivod aftgr 
24, 9,84 will iiot be considered & no nctoowlodgomenta v/lH 

aiter 15,00  hi’s on 24,9-^4,

\ It is,therefore,in the intereoj of all eligible 
cna^i'datea to subnit their applicationa in tho-;pruacribcd 
profama well jjn time, ;

^^le^-No.SJ,

\®\ vXAiQia"-ow-226011
;j.VSJjyo/SO(IIin)/Conp(eM5) 
:26011 

Dz'.tcd: 25*8,1984

Distribution

f
)\

for DiTCctoriTC’ctor General

.;suttr::..c..':vc TEK AJstt/TI Dto ;*catt/7raf,fic R--a Lto
,ija.'l '̂st-2 -copies SO(iiriij-) - S. 11/7

-

: . Q m

SS2
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IB the Hon'ble High eoupt ®f Judicature at Allahabad

LuGkEioiir Bench-Lucfcnow 

Writ PetitioR Noitln of 1983}

P.K.Bhar & other® . . . . . .  .Petitioners.

Vera as

UKioa of India &  others i , . . Oppj Parties. 

Annexurx No. I 8

GO^RNMEaST OF INDIA (BHARaT SARKAR )
m in is t r y  o f  r a i w a y s  (r a i l  h a n t r a u y a )

( RAH-tAY board  )

•S (R B )I«75 /44 /8 . Neir Delhi, dated 27-8-1979^

n o t if ic a t io n

Ir exercise of the powers conferred by the 

provision to article 309 of the Constitation, the 

President he^by makes the following rales regulating 

the method of recruitment to the posts of Senior 

Personal Assistants in the Research Designs and 

Standards Organisation,Lucknow of the Ministry of 

Railwayst namely*-

1 . Short title and commencement : (ti) These rules 

may be called the ResewPch Designs and 

Standards Organisation (Crroiap ’B* non-technical 

posts),llecraitment l^ulest 1979#^

(2 ) They shall coroe into force on tte date of 

their publication in the Official Gazette^S’

Nmaber of posts. Glasaiflcation and scale of pay* 

The number of the said posfes, their classification 

and the scales of pay attached thereto, shall be 

as speciriedi in columns 2 to k of the Schedule 

annexed thereto.
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Method of recruitment, age limit.qaalification etc* 

The itidthod of secraitment» age lim it» qualifications 

and other matters relating to the said posts shall 

be as specified in a*lumns 5 to 13 of the Schedule 

aforesaid*.

Disqualification t No person*

(at) who has entered into er contracted a marriage 

with a person having a spouse living „or 

(b) who, having a spouse living, has entered into 

or contracted a marriage with any person, shall be 

eligible for appointment to any of the said posts;

Provided that the Central Governiwnt may* 

if  satisfied that such marriage is permissible 

under the personal law applicable to such person 

thet other party to the marriage and that

there are other grounds for so doing* exempt
if ' •

any person from the operation of this rule*

JPawer to relax: Where the Central Government is of 

epiiiiien that it is necessary er expediisnt so to do it 

“ ay* by order, for reasons to be recorded^ in writing* and 

in  consultation with the Union Public Service Commission, 

relax any of the previsions of-t^Jese rules with respect to 

any class or category of persons*

Savings Nothing in these rules shall affect 

reservations and other concessions required to be provided 

for the candida^s belonging to the Scheduled Castes* 

the Scheduled Tribes and other special categories of 

persons Ji accordance with the orders issued by the Central 

Government. from time to time in this regard*

V
_



i’o . Ulacni- ' ScaJ.e of 
of of prof.
-.lo 't, • -.'/O.'-io';.

Wliet’iier. 
Selection 
por>t or 
non- 

:: election 
poat.

recruitn.

Dil-ucational. 
swX ot.ier 
cual;’ fioc- 
tj.onrj ;

for CiA-cct 
recruit.'!.

MheVaotr 
aiil 

Gducational 
qvuvLifica- 
tiono prco- 
crihctl for 
tlircot 
recruits 
'.■;il3- .'v.rily 
in tae ca^c 
of -oro'.iotcies,

!?evio.l 
of ijroba- 
tion 
if r>ny.

L

iicniq2r\
Pcrroi-;!!
.V>r;iEt*it

3: 31

TIetHoT'Sf 
rpcruitnent 
v;hether 
1',y d i r ^ t  
rectt.Cor 
>)y p r o .'^  
tiou 03T 
1)y fAcput- 
r.ti on/ 
tr.nnnfer f;
percentp .;‘;G 

of tho 
V"c.'ii\ci0r.

.to ho filled  
hy vn:;riou.‘--)

JlcthoOri

In  c.TSO 01 rectt. 
ijy pronotio.i/ 
(Icput-Vion/ 
lr-r-":fcr, crnclcB 
fi'O. i v;hich 
oro! '.otlon/ 
deputation/ 
tr^nrifnr to 
be ;\acTc.

T T IT W
exia 1,0, 
uhixt io 
itfi
cnnpotti-
tiou.

Tc ir lai ai\c eu 
uliich. UPSC l3, 
to be conn’ut.otl 
in
recruj.t'iGnty. '

T-

■fo TT 3i ■W

(i)!ion- i'ot
Selection, .'oplic- 
?ro;;iotion :>ble.
OP. Che.

• b.-iciî  of 
.'jcaiority 
c-an-fitness.

Hot
r.pplic a'f;.

( i i ) Selection 
for proi.iotiou 
on the basis 
of .'.inited

t’.entt̂ l 
Gc--petitive . 
Sxcaination.

Not 2 years. :>j ■ Pi~o~ption Gx-p-.io ' PI-’C
npplic.nble ' proM.otion (iT50"/> on the (i)})jiiuty iS

bcBis of 7)i'rector 5 j-..,̂  -...
.■3era.ority ocaer;.*!, 5 ‘■-
cun-fitnesG ■ " '.D .S .O , 5
iroHi c’xionj^st 5

6 yer.rt' 
approved 
service in the.
CCrride.

(ii)50?̂  fron .''Xionrjct 
fitenoarapher-3 
Grrvde 'C‘ vfith 
5 ;/cp.rc! o.pprovocT - . '
.service in' tho 
grade on the 
basi.s of Liv.iited '
IiepRrtneî .tEl.
Conpetitive 
Exrc^nation hci.d 

. by the Director 
Gener.-il, Research 
Designs tjnd .
Stciiidards 
Or£;Dnisation.

P..N. Mobile 

Secretary, Railv/ay Boarfl 
aiid ox-off icio Joint Secre tary to the Govemnent of 'India,

(?or insertion in Part-II, Section 3 , Sub-Section ( i )  of the Crrxzci^/of I n ^ ^ )

The 7i\ion 
Public Sei /̂L. cc

fr-h.-̂li be 
consiil ted 
vi>>iir; ,?;-nend- 
ir:£;/rela:rin.:; 
i'Ti'j cf the 
proviricn of 
these ru let ..

Kr^X'CCT,
:.'ovcni-icait of India Pr&jo,
'hyapuri Induatri.-'l Ai'ca, lUns Hoad* 
ncw Dclhl.

Under 3ccrct;.vry(Ii;)I, Ecvil’/ry T.oard.

V ,
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^  In  th# Hon'bla High Co art of Judicature at Allababad

Lucknow fiench-Lucknow 

Writ Potition No*7^1 of 1983

P«'K«2)har & otbers • • • • . • •P«titioners«

Versus

Union of India & otbers • • • . • •Opp:Partiea«

Annexure No. f 8 - F

Railway Board’s letter No*B(ser)73 CMi5/13  dated 1?tb 

August 197^•

Subs Reservation for Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes iin 

posts filled  by prooiotion-Promotions by selection from 

Class I I I  to Class I I  and from Class I I  to the lowest 

rung of Class .I*^

Reference Board^s letter No.E(SCT)68CM15/iO dated 2?th 

August 1968..

2* In supersession of para B (i)  of the above quoted 

letter the Board after careful consideration have now decided 

that 15 per cent and 7-1/2 per cent of the vacancies 

should be reserved in favour of Scheduled Castes and 

Scheduled Tribes respectively in promotions mace on 

the basis of selection from Class I I I  to Class I I  

and from Clasa^ I I  to the lowest rung of Class I  services 

where the element of direct ecruitment* if  any,does not 

exceed 50 per cent*

In such promotions, following instructions will apply*-

(i )  Solection against vacancies reserved for Scheduled 

and Scheduled Tribes will be made only from 

r.H\ / i^^J^st those Scheduled Tribes Caste/Scheduled Tribe

'Off;^cers who are within the normal zone of consideration, 

the case of Class I  Junior Scale the zone of
■

V'‘̂ nsideration will be prescribed number of officers
A ̂ '

confined to Class I I  only and .(b) in the case of Class I I  

service,-the zone of consideration will be as defined in 

Railway Board’s letter No,b(GP)64/2/62 dated 20th June 1966, 

as amended from time to time,read with letter No.E(gp)68/ 2/39

u
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( i i )  Tbe S«l«ct list should bo prepaid in which the 

Harass of all the selected offices* general as w l l  as those
, *

belonging to Scheduled Casteil and Scheduled Tribes 

should be arranged in t^e qther of merit and seniority in 

accordance with the general principles of promotion to 

selection posts i*e*y by placing the names in the three 

categories -viz,,. 'O u t s t a n d in g ’very good’ and 'good* in 

that order without disturbing the seniority interse within each 

category. This Select list should thereafter be followed' for 

making promotions in the vacancies as and when they arise 

during the year*

( i i i )  For determining the vacancies to be reserved for 

Schedialed Castes and Scheduled Tribes in the panel» a separate

roster on the linesfof >the. roster prescribed in Annexure I
‘S''’

to Hailway Boatrd's letter No,E(SCT)70CM15/i0 dated 29th April 

1970(in which points 1»dtl4,22«28 and 36 are resreved for 

Scheduled Castes and points 4»17 and 31 fsr Scheduled Tribes) 

should be followed*

(iv) If  Owing .to^non-avkilability of suitable candidates

belonging to Scheduled''Castes/Scheduled Tribes, aft the case may
* ,,

be^it becooies'vnecessaz'y to de-reserve a reserved vacancy*

© '"S "
u^fri^erence for* de-reservation should be mad«i to the Railway

S A  .V ■
B#az«d indicating whether the claims of Scheduled Caste/ 

heduled Tribe’ candidates eligible for promotion against 

served vacancies have been e^nii’dered as per general 

 ̂ ■ 
instructions* ^t should be,borne <in mind that no post in 

Class I I  "or Class I  (lowest rung) jLs to be de-reserved and 

filled  by a general candidate before specific approval of 

the Railway Board has been obtained*

-2~
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(v) Xu the event of a.n adequate number of Scheduled 

Castes/Scheduled Tribe candidates Bot being available in 

any particule year» there will be no carry forward of 

reserved vacancies in these cases*

(v i)  While vacancies reserved for Scheduled Bastes and 

Scheduled Tribes will continue to be reserved for the 

espective commanity only, a Scheduled Caste Officer isay also 

be considered for appointment against a vacancy reserved 

for Scheduled Tribes, or vico versa in the same year itself 

in w h i  d ) the reservation is made« where a vacancy r^eserved 

for a particular commuinty could not be filled  by a 

candidate from that community*.

(vvi) Where promotions in the above manner are first made on 

a l@ng t^SBi officiating basis, confirmation should be made 

according to the general rule v iz .,  that an officer wh©> 

has secured earlier officiating promotion on the basis of 

his place in ,the select list should also be confirmed 

earlier and thus enabled to retain the advantage gained by 

him^’ provided'that he maintains an appropriate standard*

In such cases th<  ̂principle of reservations would net apply 

again at the time of confirm action of promotee*

 ̂ The. above instruct ions take effect from 20th July

For calculating the number of vacancies available for

'^^reservntio ns  j" all vacancies against which regular arrangements

r -  /  \
'”0/  V promoting'^'regularly selected persona have not been made

' t i l l  19th July 197^ shall be taken into account, except where

a panel has already been prepared by the isepartmental 

Promotion Committee and approved by the appropriate 

authority^;:

)<
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r* 'T'.u't J ’.rJlcstur  ̂ ?t"- y '̂Iahabad
Lut;-rr2-4 T.v̂olcio-v,

Ift-lt Petition No.r-lf 0^ 10?̂ 3 
A ctiicrs, a • • # * • • • • • •  «>P̂  tltloners,

Tersus
Pnlon of lr«-:a i ethers................. . • ..^Vp.

Governnent o'T India 
Ministry of Railways 
. (Railway Board)

No.E(RB)I/68/RB3/27 New D elhi,dt . .10.68

Not if icat ion

♦;
{

-c.
w

■ In exercise of the powers conferred by the proviso 
to article. 309*of the Constitution, the President hereby makes 
the following rules- re^iulating the method of recruitment 
to the gazetted O^Ilnis'^erial) posts in the Research,Design® .•
'and standards'Organisation of the Ministry of Railways, • 

namely:-

1 , Short title  and commencement:* . , ■ ;

i)'These rules may be called the Research,- Desigraand 
Standards Organisation (Gazetted Ministerial, . p o s t s .

; Recruitment Rules, 1*^68. *  ' ■ , “ ' ' '

ii*) They shall come into force on the date of their 
publication in the official Gazette.

*2. Application: '

These rules shall r.p?ly to the posts specified in 
column 1 of tho Schedule annexed, h e r ■

3^ Number of posts. Classification a.hd Scale of pay: .

The number of posts, their classification, and the 
scales of pay'attached thereto shall .be as apeoified 
in columns 2 to 4 of the said Schedule. .

4 •  Method of recruitment, age limit, qualifications e t c ; '

The method of recrul’itment to the said posts, age 
limit, qualific.ations and other matters connected 

’ ' therewith shall be as specified in columns 5 to 13 of
; : the Schedule aforesaid. . '

.■̂Disoualif ications; ' • J

person, ,Vho has moro than one wife *ilvin» or who,' 
X  having a spouse living, marries in any care in which 
./I ..:sUch marriage is void by r^eason of its takinj place ’ 

the life-time of such sw use , shall be eligible 
V V  appointment to the said posts; and, , ;

y '„. i i )  ,No woman, whose marriage is void by reason of the \
husband having a wife living at the time of such '
marriage, or who has married a person who has a wife 
living at the time of such marrir-ge, shall be eligible /

\ for appointment to any of the said posts.

Provided, that tlie Central- Goyornment may, if ' 
Satisfied tliat thore are special grounds for so ordering; 
exempt any person from the oparationZthis rule. •

of ■
/•..«. .2/•

il

larr- tllll
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6'* Povor to relax;

I Whore the Central Govern.ment is of the opiriion that it is 
.•! noaossary or'expadlont feo to,-do, it m.̂ y, by order., for 

' -I"reasons to ba recorded.in writing and in consultaticn 
' • ! with'€h9 Union Pjiblic Service..Ccnrairsiia, rcla:c any of

.,| tho provisions of thof?o rulo.gVwiih resnoct to,any class 
or category of persons or posts. ',

' '7he Schedule . ,

! v^ere enter 
;-thf ' da.one

sohpdule) . i'
 ̂ (For, insertion .In Hart I I ,  Section 3 , ,Sub Section 'D #  of the

' • Gazette, of In d ia ).

C .S • Parameswaran \ 
V S e c r e t a r y ,  Railway Board.

The Man", 3r,
Govt. :oi^India Press, 
New Delhi.

(P rin i;
Deputy Secretary,' Railway Board.

• - JJo .,E (R B )I/^ /R B 3 /27  . Now Delhi, dt. .10 .6 3  '

, Copy forwarded for information to* - ‘

\ t 

■ ■

‘ l .  iThe General Managers, • All Indian Railways including dliW, 
, • , i'DLW and IGF, •

.' • 2 . .The Director General, R . D . S . 0. Lucknow ^/if-.h'3 sparos). 

,3‘ i.The Principal, Indian Railv^ay School of Pormaiicnt Way , 
Engineering, Poona* •

■4. The Principal, RaiD.way Staff College, Baroda.
,5 . The Principal, Institute of Railway,, Signal Kngg. St. 

-WoNfiR 'Telecommun-lcations, Secunderabad.

' ^ ' ■ ' (-pr^-al)
. DoP-ity Secrptiry, Rillwiy Doird.

\ X^X * )
V' y 'N o .E (R 3)I/68 /R B 3/27  Now D elhi, d t . Al.:.0,G8

' Copy forwa.rded with 8 spares* to the Socretcry, Union 
■ , '-Public Service Ccinmission, Dholpar llcuso, !Iev vith

reference to his iott^^r No.F.3/l"<,(*^)/C3-RR d'.ted 7 ,S .6 3 * '

d a . as above. 

Copy tc:

4 M I 5 I )  ■
Deputy Secretary, P.ailvay Board.

E (o p )i , £(.■'■>1, E { ; ) n ,  E f o u : ,  ?,(

Bntneat-* of fiiil..’, /  SJsyl.

f ,r,; <- ■' n
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In ttis H»n*ble High 0»urt »f Juiicature at Allahabad 

Luckn«w Bench., Luckn©w 

Writ petition K«. 741 «f 19S3

P.K. ISaar & •tb e rs .................p«tititners

V/S.

Uni«n •f  Ihiia & •t h e r ........Oppsparties

innexare J O  

gC3RACT TM M  m m  RAILWAY BOMD^s NmiFICATMJKQ..

77/44/84 DA3SD 16.06.83. I S g J £ l )m D m _ m _ ^ N A m iL (^  

gffil R.L.ifii&WAL. ^CEB3ASX_lll^.v-BLY^mm.lk

G,S,2, ISl exercise of the power conferred

by the prosrlso U  article 309 of the institution, the 

president hereby makes the following rules regulating the methoi 

of re<spuitjaent to the Group 'B* posts in the Mechanic&1,

Civil, Electrical, Signal & Tele-Communication Qagineering 

an^ Traffic Departaent in the Hesearch Designs and Standards 

Organisati®n, Didcnow ©f the Ministry of Railways, naaeiys-

1. Short title and commencement?- (i) !Ehese rules may be 

called, the Research Designs and Standards Organisation 

(Group 'B* Technical posts), Recruitment Rules, 1983.

(ii) They shall come into force.on the date of their publica­

tion in the Official Gazetted.

X  X  X

to.■■gelax: Where the Central Government is of the 

Î î on that it  is necessary or expedient t© do so it may by 

order for reason to be recorded in writing and in consultation 

i ,& , the Union Public Service Commissien, relax any of the 

Tut^A-'^p^^isions of these rules with respect to any class or 

category of persons.

' X  , ■ ■ X  X

mm 1
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be f i l le c J 'b y  prom otion through, 
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o rd iD c r i ly  p w r i t te n  t e s t  ?»nd 
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a a  a )  A b ) above (e x c e p t  
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I n  t h e  H © n * b l e  H i g h  C o u r t  © f  J u i i c a t u r ®  a t  A l l a h a b a d  ^

L u c k n e w  B e n c h ,  L u c k n o w  ^

-u.

Writ petition N®, 741 »f 1983 ^

P.K. Dhar & others . . . . . . . . .Petitioners

V/S.

Union of Dadia & ©ther .. ,.Opp spar ties 

ilpnexare No.

Extracts from Bailway Bd. 's Secretariat service Riles, 1968 

as corrected upto l ,5.1980,

SCEEIXJLE

Regulations for the constitution and maintenance of the Select 

Lists for the Section Officers' and Assistants Grades of the 

Railway Bd. Secretariat Service:

1. Constitution a Officers borne on the regularly constituted psffi 

els of the respective Grades immediately before the appointed day 

shall form the Select List for the concerned Grade, ©n such date. 

A-SectLon Officers* Cfe*ade. ♦ *

2.Maintenaaoe(a) Additions to the Select List for the Section 

Officers Grade shall be. made in such manner as the Central Govt, 

in the Ministry of Railways may determine from time t® time, 

keeping in view the existing and anticipated vacancies In equal 

proportions from s-

(a) ^ Officers of the Assistant Grade, who have rendered 

not less than eight years approved service in that Grade and

within the range of seniority, in the order of their seniority 

the rejection of the unfit,

that if any person appointed to the Assistants' Grade 

considered for promotion to the Section Officers Grade under 

ĉ ^̂  all persons senior to him in the Assistsflits’ Grade 

who have rendered not less than, five years approved service in that 

Grade, shall also be s® considered for promotion, notwithstanding 

the fact that, they may not have eight years approved service in 

that Grade*, provided that the aforesaid condition of five years 

approved service shall not apply to a person belonging to the 

SC or the ST.

C o n t i n u e d  p a g e . . . 2
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i (b) % om cers of tbe Assistants’ Grade with the longest ' 

period of continuous @ service in that Grade, and assessed by a 

selection Committee to be set up by the Ministry of Rlys. on 

the basis of m«SPit as suitable for inclusion In the Select 

List for the ^  Grade and

(c) persons selected on the results of the limited departmental 

competitive examination hel^ by the cSommission from time to 

time in the order of their merit.

The persons referred to in clauses (a), (b) and (c) 

shall be included in the Select List in the order of person 

from those ref erred to in Clause (a), one person from those 

referred t© in clause (b) acd one person from tho^e referred to 

in clause(c) and so on in that order.

(2) !Hae rules for the limited departmental competitive

examinations referred to in clause(i) above shall be ts 

determined by regulations made by the Central Government in 

Ministry of Railways in consultation with the Commission.

-2- "I?

** BBl/70/37/2 dated 24.4.71.

. ^2he word "permanent deleted vide IRB-a/74/37/2 dt. 19,12.74

£^ded vide ERB3/76/9/2 dt, 26.12.7S.

@The work 'approved' replaced by continuing' vide 

^  Ko.SaBa/7G03702 dt. 3D. ID.72.

&The words Ministry of Railways(Hly.Board) replaced by 

Commission vide ERB]/7a/lO/l3 dt.21.6.l972.



t(6
In tUe Hon’ ble High Court «f Judicature at Allahabad  ̂

f Ludmow Bench, Luckn®w

 ̂ T/i/rit petition N®. 741 of 1983 ^

p.K. Dhar & others ...............Petitioners

V/S.

Union of m iia  & other . . .  .Opp spar ties 

iSanexure No ,_ J M z J ^

Extract ©f Bile No,9 of Rly.Bd,Secretariat Service ailes,1969 

corrected upto 1.6.83)

9. Hecruitaent to the Section Officers* and the Assistants

Sjrjdts^

1) aihject to the provisions of sub-rule(3) recruitaent t© 

the substantive vacancies in the Section Officers* Grade 

shall be made on the f®llowing basis, naaeiy t-

Oae sixth ©f the substantive vacancies in the Section 

Officers* Grade shall be filled by direct reGruitment ©n the 

results of competitive examinations held by the Oemmissien 

for this purpose from time t© time for recruitment to the 

Central Services Class I and Class II. The remaining 

vacancies sh^iai'be filled by the substantive appointment of 

srsons included in the Select List for the Section Officers' 

4Jj?ade. , Such appointment shall be made in order of seniority 

in the Select List except when, for reasons to be recorded 

n writing, a person is not considered fit for such 

appointment in his turn,*

2) Subject t® the provision of sub-rule(4) temporary 

vacancies in the Section Officers' Grade shall be filled by 

the appointment of persons Included in the Select List for 

the Section Officers* GraiSe. Any vacancies remaining 

unfilled thereafter shall be filled by the temporary 

promotion on the basis ©f seniority, subject to the 

rejection of the unfit, of^* officers ©f the ^sisfants*

Grade who have rendered not less thjji 8 years* approved

O s n  t d  . p a g e . .  . . 2



f̂ an tinued -2- ^  -./I |

service in that Grade. 3ach pr«m®tl«ns shall be teSiinated 

 ̂ when persons included in the Select List for the Section

Officers* Qra^e bec®me available t® f i l l  the vacancies,

@ Pr«7i^ed that If sffiy person .appointed t© the Assistants’ Gra^e 

is  c«nsidered f«r pr©mcti©n t® the Secti®n Officers' Gra<3e under 

this sub-riile, all persons seni«r t© him in the Assistants’ 

Qfafie wh® have rendered n®t less than five years' appr®ved 

service in that Grade shall als© be so considered for promotion 

notwithstanding the fact that they may not have rendered 

eight years' approved service in that Grade, provided further 

that the aforesaid condition ©f five years' approved service 

shall not apply to a person belonging to the Scheduled Castes 

or the Scheduled Tribes

3) Out of the authorised permanent strength of the

section Officers' Grade, two posts in that Grade shall be 

reserved for the appointment of offfc era of Grade-A ©f the 

Railway B®ard Secretariat Stenographers' Service selected on 

the basis of merit by a Departmental B*©motion Committee for 

such appointment.

The permanent posts specified in this sub-rule, shall 

^  be dereserved from the date of coming into force of the ftly. 

*’’i|&ard Secretariat Stenographers' Service Rules, 1971, namely the 

t August, 1969.

> -

9(1) vide 1 /7 0 /3 7 /2  dated 24 .4 .1971.

**  Words "permanent" deleted vide EBB-174/37/2 dated 

19.12.1974.

@ Substituted vide BB-1 /7 6 /9 /2  dated 26.12.1978.
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î .p.ne3eJ-re Hoe o®®©®*'**

Govt. Of India 

Ministry, of i-'̂ lys. Annc:^e 20

Rr, ilay Soa.i’d , New Be 1 h i , 

Iv.D.Saba, . Dated: 3 . 6 , Si.
'Deputy Secretary 

' D .O .No .S (RBl)/79/Zi4 / 67 ,

Deal' Shri Kulahreshtha,

i* Sub: Recruitment & promotion Hules .for poat. of ooction 
Officers (l'liniritoria.l) in RbSO,

Ref:' Your D. 0 . vo cter . ijo .A/ax/O dated 20, 5. 8U. .

Vith deference to itoin'(3 ) of this office letter dnted '
I i4 o5-.8 i, it is clarified .CM lit 2S';o vacancies are f iM ed  

fron anon^st iU-cirjtc?, rt only, on the basis, of len^ti; of 

service-cura-r.ierit; As the opcrntion of tuif; provision is 
suspended duo to Court's verdict, which ic under ar-peal, 

jithc vaca,ncies b.o0.irc:t this quota a.re treated as ten.^'oraxy 
,1 •vacancies and being filled from amongst Assistants on 

the basis of se niority-cmn-fit ness, on adhoc basifj, 

irith regarcis,

Yours sincerely,

! Dr *'C,M.Kulshresl-itba , 3d/-(K.D. Saha )
i Director Traffic .'iericavcli,

'RDSO!
Lucknow*.

I.-

D.O.Ko.A/liT/0

MJ' dear.,, Saha,

Ar.nexurs -21 

Da. t e d. J 20 /3  /8 1

:Sub: Recruitment a,nd. - ron:otion Tli’los for the poet of 
Section Off icc.r (.J-inisterialjin HD,;0,

- Thank you for your letter iio.'15X3 , l / 79/i^6'/67 

'dated 1^.5 *8 1 .

|2. It is me ntio red in p-ira of the ajboseietter tiiat 
;the  ̂provision ro;7;;-:rdin'', xiom (3 ) nTir.ely 2o/^ fro;:! ar-on^st 
the staff witi) lon-;cst ..oriod of service on the b.-isic 
of merit has .since been stmcl: down hy the Hi{;h 

Court of I'Jcw Delhi and tl.at the n-ttor ’ i 5 at prcse.r.t 

.sub-judice.

3 , I  s h a l l  be grateful to know as to hov; the 
V a c a n c i e s  v/hieh would have otherv;ise been, f i  lad up by

(Ithis quota of 23̂ ’-̂ arc bein^ filled up durin;^ the intorim 
period ’.vhile the matter is subjudice. Is ,it t;;a!: r.dhoc 
ar<rangein3 nts are .uei'n^ !;;adc on se niority-cur.i-r:u.'..tability 
basis ■ or is iii that the adh.oc prromotion ;iro rr.adc from the 
,s<blect list of t lie succoa;;'ful canci dates in the. limited 

jdepartmental cpmoetitive examination, v.’'hi di is boxn/3 
*ri2£ularly held every year in the -Ooard's offxce ? I shavl 

1>3 grateful for an early clarification,
1 .. ' Yourr ci'nccreiy



^  ■ Lucknow Bench,Luckno-î r,, ^

1 ¥ r it  P e tit io n  No,7^1 of I1983

P*K*Dhar & others . • . . .  . . , . . • *P e t it io n e r s .
Versuas

Union of India &  others.............................  . . .OppsPartieSi

Annexwr®’ no .l8-L

Railway Board,New Delhi, 

K.D.Saha»> Dateds

Depaty Secretary 

D .O .N o .E (RBI)/79A4/6!7

Dear Shri Kaishrealithat’

Subi, Recruitment & promotion Rules for post of Section Officer* 
(Ministerial) in RDSO,.

RefJ Your D.O , letter No .A /R T /0 datede20.5*8l.
« « • • '

With reference to item (3 ) of this office letter dated 

l4 .5*8l ,  it is clai'ifiodi that 28^  vacancies are filled^ 

from amongst Assistant only,on the basis of length of 

service-cum~H»ritj As the operation of this provision is 

suspended due to Court’s verdict,, which is under appeal,, 

the vacancies, against this quota are treated a» temporary 

vacancies and being filled  from amongst Assistants on 

the basis of seniortty-cum-fitness, on adhoc basis*.

With regards,

Yoursa sincerely,

Sd/-(K.D,Saha )

In the Hon'ble H,igh Court of Judicature at AlleJiabad ^

Research*/? '■I':- 'v

^„now.

D .O ,N o «i^T /^i . Annexure-21

Dated: 20/ 5/ 8 1 .

%  dear Saha,

Sub: Recruitment and Promotion Rules for the post of 

Section Officer (Ministerial) in RDSO*.

Thank you for your letter No.BRB^1 / 79/ 46/67 

dated 14.5.81 ••

2 . It is mentioned in para 2 of the above letter that 

the provision regarding Item (3 ) namely 28?̂  from amongst 

the stafC^with longest period of servidie #n the basis^ 

of merit has since been struck down by the High Ccvb&H: 

of New Delhi ,aG4 that the matter is at present sub-jadice.
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- 2-

3« I  shall be grateful to know as ttos how t 

vacat^cies which would ha« otherwise been f i l l  

up by this quota of 28^  are being filled  up 

during the interim period while the matter is 

subjudice. Ia~ it that adhoc ax’̂ 'angeoiente ax’e 

being made on seniority-cum-auitability 

basis or is that the adhoc promotion are made from 

the select list of successful candidates in 

the limited departmental competitive examination> 

which is being regularly held every year in the 

Board's office ? I  shall be gr^at^iil for a  

an early clarification.-

Youra sincerely,

£  X .  M

Sd/*5^ Direct or Traffie  Research)^

o (




