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Central Administrative Tribunal, Allahabad, 

Registratioi O .A .N o . 214 of 1988 (L)

Rajendra Singh . . . .  * Applicant

V s .

Union of India and 
others

Hon. D .S .M isra , AM 
Hon. G,S,Sharmaf JK

Respondents.

C By Hon. G.SShanna^JM)

This petition u /s .l 9  of the Adninistrative Tribunals 

Act has been filed  by the applicant for setting aside the 

order dated 12 .10 .1S 88 , copy annexure 4, passed by the 

Divisional Railway Manager (P) Northern Railway Lucknow 

reverting the ^ p l ic a n t  fron the officiating post of Charge- 

man *B* (Fitting) to his substantive post Mad^inist I I  

locally . The applicant has rushed to the Tribunal v/ithout 

exhausting the departmental rowedy of appeal provided under 

the Service Rules with the allegations that the order is 

illegal and without jurisdiction axid no gro’jjids for his 

reversion ever existed and he hag been discharging his duti^ 

es on the promotional post satisfactorily for about 22 ’ 

months. It  is also alleged that legally he has not been 

served with the order of reversion and 4^ has not ccme into 

operation.

2 , We have heard learned counsel for the applicant on 

the question of admission. The order of reversion is  an 

appealable order. The only ground alleged by the ^p lic a n t  

for not exhausting the departmental remedy is  that he want­

ed to obtain an interim order to prevent his reversion 

which he could not have otherwise. In  order to examine 

the worth of the applicant's for interim relief, we went 

through the docments furnished by the applicant as well as



y
f.

the allegations made in the petition . The promotion 

order dated 1 8 ,5 .1 987 , annexure 2 , shows that the applicant 

was prcxnoted as Chargeman 'B* (Fitting) under a purely local 

and tentative arrangement with the clear indication that he 

could be reverted without notice and this promotion will 

not confer on him any claim for seniority or future promo­

tion . It  was also stated that the arran^gement was to be 

made t i l l  such time a proper incumbent was posted through 

positive act of selection. The contention of the applicant 

is that there is still a vacancy and no selection has been 

made in the meantime. The order, annexure 2 , however, states 

that the arrangement could also be discontinued earlier 

than the positive act of selection for the post of Charge­

man 'B * , The order is very clear in its terms that it was 

purely a tentative and local arrangement and the applicant 

was pronoted as Chargeman *B* without any selection or 

trade test. Prima-facie, he , therefore, did not acquire 

any right to continue on this post. We will not like to 

record a definite finding on this point as it may affect 

the case of the applicant in case he files  an ^ p e a l  or 

representation against his reversion and it will suffice to 

say that he has not been able to establish a prima-facie 

case for interim relief and as such, it does not appear to 

be a fit  case in which the Tribunal should exercise its 

discretion to admit the petition withtjut exhausting the 

departmental r ^ e d ie s  by the applicant.

3 , The petition is accordingly dianissed at the 

acfcnission stage.

.2 .  ^

MEMBER (J ) MEMBER (a )

Dated: 25th Nov,1988 
kkb
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i :t t  Her.‘ HLii c k : t ba l  a d i x .i s t r a .t i v e  TRi ^ u m

ADDlTll AL r-K^CF A.T LLGxvi^C w 

Cr.plnBl Appln, Ko. or 1988 (L)

3STSEM

Rajendra Sin^^b . . .  Applicant

VersU'

rnlo»-of & otners , . . BesrDndents

T'T ■C? X

1. llemof Application 1-12
Anneyure Ho. 1 13

(T~py~of le^  er dt. 1̂ -. 1 2 . 1P85 through 
\vb!ch the na'^E or apni c-nt was highly 

reco'n enaed r'~'r promotion,

3. Inne^^ur-" Ho^2 ‘ 14
Cony of oro’̂ .oti'^n order dated 3 0 , 3 /

IB. P, 1 °87  promoting the pe+-it oner 
on the post or Cha'-ge'-Jian B

4. Anneixure ^.o. 3 15-15
^opv"*’©-̂ Ra-'l^av r>oard*s order^'letter 

d-ted 2 7 , 6 . 19B3

^n n e m r e  W0 .4  17
_C*ory*”of ''m^uRned order of reversion 

dated 1?. I'-.BS ^

Bar^^EHraft Ho^^^^^^^P^iiDated^or Ps hO/-only, 

7 p Vakaiatnama _________  [<^

Place:!Lick now 

Dated:

Raju/-

Ti'R : GH
(R .B .Pandey)

Ac voc te 

Counsel for the anpl cant 
6 IR -J av;an a r B h av-a n ,L u c kn o ta,; ,



II'T ElS IIC:'liL±; CEi'i ‘BAL 1D:1 ISTR/-TIY3 T R ,m

c
i a p i n c m  •^'CE AT LUG CV/

Cp5glnal Appin. ^;o. of inS8(L)

Distt.Lucknovj

BETvjESI

1. Rajen^ra Singh,
a-en about 48 ye-^rs, 

sen of Sri(La-t-e) Ram Deo 3 ingh,
-lesi'^ent of 73E Loco Colony,

,Charb"en, Lu^nov/,

. . .  Applicpnt

,\r:D

1. Union o:^'I'"dia trbough S^^cretary, 
l-'inlsfcry o+" Ratlvay,
Qcvt.of Inf^ia,

Peiv Delhi.

2. p. H.K. ,2r,S. Hailvay,
Achok -arg, Ludcnow,

, n. Senior D.K.Ti'. Locb

^  :i .E .R . ,A s h o &  Karg,
Luckno'.:,

Respondents

A" .'LICATIC’I U^'DE^ SECTiCK 19 6F TH^ 
AK^IHISTRATIVE TRLHjHALS ACT. 1985.

DETAI. S C ■’ A. Pl IC A'^iCN:

1. PAHTIGoLAI^ Cj- T-iH A. I .IG X T T ;,

(1) I'arae o f  tbe a-rl c a n t :- (i )S r i  Ra;iendra Singh

(li)-sme o f  father ;- (i)Spl Ra ' Deo Singh

( H i )  Desl gnptlon and ;-( i)Cha rgemrn 'J Loco

office  in \’?H.ch Shed,Charbagh,r.3R,
em'^loyed Luckno; ,

Civ) O ffic e  Address CDGhergeman B Loco
shed, ChPrbagh,rER 

L uc’tcnov.',

(v) '-ddress for service (i )  7S^‘ ,Loco Colony,
of a ll  n c H c e s  ITSR, Ch’ rbagh,

Lucknov,



(2)

/

FAHTIG'LARS C v l!:r‘ HEsra^DBI^S;

( l) -'ame cc/or Designrticn of the resr>ondents;

(i) Union of In-’ ia through Secretary, 
Kini<=+Ty o-̂ Railway,
Goyt.of India,
Ne\\j Delhi.

(11) iv^ay,
• Ash ok I'arg, Lucknovj,

( i i l ) 3 e  lor D.i:.S^^Loco 

‘ , As'rok Marg,

L ucknov;.

(2) C^ 'ice iddr'"ss of* the res’̂ 'ndents;- A.s above

( 3) Addreps for service o-f all notices:-As above

V ) \

3, PAH^GULA-RS Cf  TtS CxtDER A ..iliST ICE "I-IE 
kll. IGATr~H IS -

ann'Icatlcn Ic be in? ^sde on behalf

of the anpZl^ant chalien<?lns +-he imrugned order of

reverpirn dsted 12. ID, I'^S'^,

4. JT̂  aiSgiUTiCF Cj- Taif:ljHAL;-

The appl cant declares tĥ -̂i- bel“ p a 

ce'''t:r^l Oovt. ennloyee and serving unaer respondents 

2 :3  this aprs icr-t-ion i? vilthln +-''e jurisdiction of 

th5sH o n*ble  tribunal.

"^he a m ' icant fbr^nrr (declares tl^at the 

application 1 ■=! well wl/^hln the limitation rrescrifeed 

under section 21 c f  ^he Ad-ilnistratlve Tribunals 

Act, 1PP5.



V

The facts o f  the case are given belovic-

i .  That the p,Dpllc?n-G was in it ia l ly  entered

in the service of  the res’̂ cndents as Khalasi In 

gropp D vide order d'^ted 1 ^ .1 .1 9 6 5  and successfully 

rendered hi? ’;'er-fomance on that post, .

That by virtue or viOrlc and conduct or the 

De+-itlcner resulted th t in rhe year 1971 the peti- 

ticn e ’̂  vj^s promoted in c1 p s = HJ- services and aA o tt . 

ed F'achlni'^t trade , Cn that very -ost tne hnm'le 

anrlicant served satisfactorily  -whlcn furtner 

resulted that the pe^-itioner was upgraded with 

e f^ 'o t  from 1 ,1 .  lf^84 in grade I I ,

(3)

U '  . Th'^t in the entire apan of service tne 

h'lmble ann'’ icant rendered a very meritorious 

service v.n trout an'y inefficiency  or unsuitability  

on his ^vn part and with effect from 1 ,4 ,1 9 8 6  he 

I S allovied to woric as Charge I^an 3 (llaterial 

Chaser).

iv , "^hrit subseque tly the worli ana performance

render'^d by the netixloner on th^ st or  Charge- 

".an 3 the Loco 7oreaan,Chr rbagh, Luckf-Ov: wrote a 

letter  to -f-nt res'-onaent no. 3 sa.'-'̂ n̂g with that 

on tne job o-̂ '^■a^erial cbargenan the arrlicant 

rlT^oa^” rerderoo a fa^i ' a c t o ^ c ^ v ^ c e   ̂ x,r. 

view or the letter  dated IS. 1?. 1^83 thr '-a-e ox 

the ar'nllcant m ^s his;hly recorren^-'ed/iequerter 

by tnp then Loco Fore--an, for pro-rotlor on the



post o r Chareenan B, 1 cony oi the letter  dated 

1 8 .1 2 .1 ^ 8 6  filed 'r‘--revr‘ th as IB N o . i  to

this application, snowing the evidence that the 

anp’ Icsnt was always found suitable in view of 

his satisfactory v’ork to be promoted on the j-ost 

of  ChPrge’npn B,

y  V. . That ultimately on 5 . 1 , '',9 8 7th e applicant

vrs further afforded to continue on the rest o f  

Ghargerian 3 also consequently working withcut any 

inefficiency  or unsuitability  on ';ls own part.

(4)

vi. Th? t i t  would very material to mention

thptihe humble applicant vide order dated 3 0 . 3 /

1"^.'=5.1987 -f̂ urthe rpromoted a-'ainst a existing 

vacancy to -‘̂ ^rform the job o f  Chrr^eman B and 

he was allc'; d the ray scale of I;s 1400-2300 

with ef-ect from 5 .1 .1 9 8 7 .  In view of the 

nr-OTOtion order assigned as a ’'Ove i t  i s  crystal 

clear that the applicant was promoted aga_nst a 

existing vac ncy aecordinn to his work and perfor- 

"lance and it  as a-1 sc the c m cit io n  la id  down that 

the arrT^oant shall not be reverted from the rost 

t i ’’ "’ the proper Incumbent is not being '-osted 

thusugh ’-ositive selection or his o ffic iat in g  duty 

is (discontinued w''^ch ever is earlier , in this 

regard i t  w<^uld be very pertinent to mention trat 

wlti'^ut a'-plying the condit-i^n la id  down in the 

rro-nc-f-lon orde” any r''versicn of tlie an licant 

shall be mean as illegal  a r ' ^ u n i t l v e  in nature.

A c^r-y o f  the r.i;.omotion ord'^r dated 3 0 .3 ,  ^ 1 3 . IPP" 

is also annex■'d herew th as Afil.En ilS i .e .?  tc this 

application.



C5)

v il .  That the appiicaat Mas slreody stateo 

that hn is v,'crk;,.ng on the o s t 'o f  char^eman B 

and none o f  the regular selection ext. has been 

made rs yet by the a*- ropriate authority hence 

any rever?lcn order in violation of the condition 

laid  down will anount as a ’̂ unishment. So far as 

the c-'ncerned of the work and perfor>^:ance of  the 

petitioner ivas always satisfacot]?y withcut any 

unsuitability  or inefficiency on his own part.

v ’ i i .  Thet v;ith -ffect from 5.1.19*^7 while the 

pe-!-it1cner xvas allowed to work as Chargenian B . 

by way o f  r're mo tic n order released and he has

complp^ed satisfactory pf= rform^nce of more than

oo pionths, -h!le i t  I s  we: 1 settled view of law 

that in such situation when the incumbent is 

re-Gainin': and wo rising on that very post without 

any Irefficiency, he may be entitled automatically 

for re-Luariaaticn on. thpt very particular post.

In  t! is r"gard the aa^lway boards letter  dated 

2 7 ,3 .1 9 8 3  “ 3l.es an ample support to applicant 's  

con-f-ention th?t he is entitled for regularisation 

on the post of cha ’-genan B and subsequently i f  

eny re'^rersion tO'^k r, ace by the author.ties  it  

cannot b*̂- ’'ospible wit ont affording the reasona ble 

on ortnnity /the  digci ’̂ ll n^ ry r© ceed in g s . In  this 

p a r ‘'ic' la r  case nothl'^ * h?5 bee-- done according 

to Ipw la id  down and thp aprlicpnt tes ’-een 

i l l e - a n y  thrown cut from the -cst of charpeman

which is amounting as punishment . A co- y of

the railwa^’ boards letter  dated 2 7 . 6 . 19B3 is also 

filed  herewith aa ’" o . 3 to fcis arplicctlon.



V

ix ,  Th?t -in viei^ of the v;orL and performance

a? a l ’’ "'Fdy rendered by the a>-'llcant I t  is 

crystal c l e a r  that the pe+lticner has a L&gal 

I""'*’ !  r ^ g h t " ^ ’ hoi'=! thencst of  char^effi-^n 3 

and '"One o f  the reversion can be rjane \vithoat 

af'^ording any treasonable orrortun:ty op a-n\ylng 

the depart'-en-f-al riroceedines. I t  i?  also stated 

that the aprlic'^nt w s  promoted a-^alnst an existing 

vaca''«cy in view o f  the oromotiorj letter  already 

f-lpd as Annexure nr. 2 to the applica^^^andt he 

cond't:?on la id  down in the promotion letter  has 

also not been fu lfilled  by the respondents, hence 

any reversion order is punitive and ar'citrary 

in "-.anner,

X, That tto©at ass-ging any re?scn and rhyme

an incomr^'te''t a fficep  on behalf o f  responcBnt n o ,2 

issued an order d?ted 1 2 ,1 0 .1 9 8 8 .  Under this order 

the aprlicant has b^en reverted on his original 

Dost I . e .  ::achinist E .S ,  Grace I I ,  the post carrying 

nay scale o f  1200-1800. '-.'hile the petitioner 

has already assigned that he was promoted in the 

scale o f  1400-2300 hence this o"der dated

12, r  .lPSS  is punitive, arbitrary and nothing 

in ■’■he eyes of lav;, except the deliberate,

-nalpfide intention, A co 'y o f  the im’̂ ugned order 

of r^'version d^ted 1 2 , 10 .198R  is annexed here-with 

as 51'!E-3IJEJL2s.4  to this a— lic-^ion,

xi .  That the im ugnedorder of reversion

ap allp'^ed 1-this a--p.lcation befor? this I-on’ bl<

(6)



(7)

tribunal the ■"■aln l^ne of attacfe. on legal ground' 

s^aiSs that the impuf^ned order vilthoû - any reason 

and rtiyrae does not stand in the 65^3 of law also 

violaf ng the o;-.n ”̂ andr>.op” revision laid down 

in 1he’-romotion order, The anpllcant had already 

promoted a^aln^t a clear and substantive vacancy 

rendered his perfornance satisfactorily \vlthcut any 

cofnrlaint of inefficiency or unsuitability , Thus 

no lav per^nltp the respondents to revert the 

petitioner v-lthont stiy legal footing,^r grounds.

x l i .  That i t  ca""e to the knowledge

or the a^^-licpnt that ’nany ’"csts of Chsrgeman B 

are e t lll  in existence under res'^ondents, thus 

in these circunstances ^he reversion of ttie 

a'-'-lic^nt without any repson an'^ rhyme Is 

-ponisfem'ent, '^he respondents also nade no 

selection since l?st  3 yerrs. Hence the reversion 

order is '^ad in law vlol-^tln'’ every c anon of 

r^les re?>d with principle o f  natural oustlce.

x l l i .  Th^t the order of  p-version dr ted 1 2 ,1 0 .8 8  

has np-̂- ?.mpllinented as ypt a^-inst the petitioner 

and the rogt Is s t ill  vacant in the rf'spondent 

no. aScT , Hence In  all respect the Impugned 

o^der of reversion is vlol-^-^lve of rri»"cl’'le  

of n̂ -f-ural justice read with Art. 311(2) o f  the 

Constitution of India ,



' i f '

xiv , '^hpt the matter of reversion dated 1 2 . 1 0 . 8f 

i? bpin!y challencfed intnis a^-piic&tlon in case to 

di ow urgency as such no -^epartnfental remedy ousht 

to be necessary to be exhausted and the direct 

annllc-'Hop for ’rsaking relief  and sta'- ng the 

operation is be 'n^ preferred before this Hon'ble 

tr* bunal,

7. _

In view o f  the facts menticjiPd rs *  ove 

psF'^s of apniicstion , the h' mble applicants pray*? 

for foil O’-^nf' reliefs ;

(8)

t
\

A

(A) That this Hon’ -ie tribunal may be 

pleased to s°t -side the impugned 

order o f  reversion dated 12, 10 .1988  

(Annexure H o ,4) to this application 

by decla ring its null and void , 

Subsequently the a’̂ ^'llcant be deemed 

as Gh^rgeman B with all service bene­

f its ,  attaching to the post \viith effect

^rom F. 1 ,1987 .

(B) That any other relief  what ever this 

Hon’ ble tribunal thinks f it  and 

proper be al ?o allowed to apDllcant 

alon<^ vdt'" cost o f  ttie case on the j 

b?5sis of fo llo ’ in<? amongst other ,



(9)

G B C U D S

i .  3ecpuse the applicant was proioted ?s a

suitable candidate to hold th-rost Ghargeman B,

i i .  Because in the order of promqt’'on I t  ^as

cipprl" la id  r̂ ovm th?t the ppornotlcn is being 

made a ^ p ms t  a clear and subdantive vacancy,

i i ? .  Beccuse no regular selection .has been made

by the resp^'naents.

it .  Bee use the c<^ntention laid dovn in the

promotion order has not be n fu lfilled  by the 

respondents there in.

V, Bec-^upe the \v0rk and conduct or fche

anpllcent on tne rost or C h a ’-gê -'an B was always

satis•f‘?cto ’'y without any inefficiency or unsuita- 

b U i t y ,

vi. Because there Is no co-plaint regarding

perform nce  or tne applicant as Charge:iai B,

vl5 , Because without fu lfillin g  the condition

reversion order is punl'f'lve b?d In nature,

v i i i .  Because the o^’der of reversion challenged 

In this ap'-llcatlon Is null and void without 

affording any reasniable oprortm ity .
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Ix , 3'''^ause thear^ licant  has rendered more

than 22 mof ths and pe~forned ttee job of chargeman E 

hence heh&s a le'^al right fo hold therost.

X. Becau'-e the order of tfee Bai^ay Board dated

27,0,108-3 is supporting the applicant’ s contention 

in all respect,

55i, Because in all P’̂ spect ^he impugned order

is bad and pu'"itive.

(10)

x i i ,  3ec 'use  inview c f  the ovin admiss’-on o-f 

thf> aatborlties vide annexure n r . i  the xvoricand 

conduct o f  the petitioner v;as alvz-̂ ys remained 

ssti s-f*actiory.

x i i i ,  Because the aprlicant was promoted after 

contesting a' I the necessary requirements and found 

fi t th rcu ghou t,

xiv, Becaus'^ after  performance of more than 6 

moniiis on the post of Chargeman B the applicant 

was assigned pponiotion accordirf^ to l?w,

:^ I E F  IF  P ha y e d  PCR :- 

Pending final decision of  this application 

applicants seek to issae final in^erifli order;

Th?t this Eofeble tribunal nay b? ^lea-ed 

to stay the orer'-'tionof the i-^pupned o-'^er dated 

1 2 .1 0 .1 9 8 8  revertin" the |®etitinner fron the post 

of chargeman B (annexed as -'-nnexure n o .4 to this
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arpilc-tion) pend-v^f dls ’̂ ogal of this application 

in the interest  ̂ f  cuptlce,

9 . d e r a i l  CF Sa-IAUS^D: .

( i )  That the imru'^ned order o f  reversion 

dated 1 8 . 1 0 . ic-SP. as ?̂ 1 ready stated has not been 

i ’’ipllmented t ill  nov . The same h 's  also not 

se-ved unon the aoplicsnt t i l ’̂ novi , The impugned 

order of  reve’-si^n Is highly illegal ag? ;nst  the 

cordltlcn and le^al posf icn hence inthe interest 

of justice its o'-eration as nraypg for stay needs 

no rei^edy to be exhans^ed depart'nentaly according 

to m l e ,

«
( i i )  ThPt the case as challenged by the 

arni^cani- is 5n urgent nature and according to the 

c i ’’cn"st"’ncpp narrated in the abr« p?’,ra^.ranh of 

t M e  ar.plication this Kon’ ble tribunal is empowered 

to SntertalD the matter accord'jngly.

10, r A^TSE T6 v/i'Ri Amy court e t c . ; ,

That &he applicant decl'^res th'^t l̂ e matter 

rppa’̂ ding the- relle:^ sought in the applicaifejbon is 

not rerdtog before any other court of  or has 

been rejected by any court of  law.

(11)
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(12)

11. d e  rai l  CF I IIDEX;-

Index in duplic?te ’with details or 

documents be relied upon as nclosed with 

ar-iic-^tion,

12. L1§S  m  s  CLOyJHES:_,

iremo o f  aoplication along wrth 4  annexures 

vide index as e clospd,

13. FA'^TICIXAIS O'" rCSTAL OllDEB:-

Pcstal opder ^

Dpt O'’ forr.3 50/- orly,

v s r i f i c a t i c h  

I ,  riajendpa S in g h , aged about 48  years 

son of Lf^te -ri Ram Deo S ngh, Resident of 733 

Loco Colony, K . S . H . , Gharbagh, Lucknov/do hereby 

ver^-fy that th- contents of pp ras 1 to i3 of 

this anpiication■ are true to my personal kno\vledge 

and b e lie f  and that I have no surressed any material 

■f’ac ts ,

llace:Luok;n ovj 

Dpted;

•H'.RaGH

(B.L.Par-dey) 
Advoc-'te, 

Conns'll for the appli-cant. 
618~Javjii -r 3ha' an,Luc novi



a k i e -'Is t r a t i v e  TRtmrAL,

ADDL. SBEnTCH a t LUCiwK u

of 1988(L)Criginal lopln. Ho,
BSTl/EE^

, . .Applicant

. , .  ResT'^nflents

Rajendra 35 ngh

and

Unionof Indlr> &  others

Anneyure H o .i

e . e . r a i i :;a y

Nc. S /lliFC /GB/B6/12  D ted 1 8 .1 2 .8 6

Fp o '̂ _ To

IF /CB  Sr.n:E/L£<Jn

Sub:- FiUinc^ of  vacancy? of  Jr .  Chapgenian In 
S cale o f  425-700 I n Ch?rbagh Shed.

This is to ring to year fcind notice t at

we have got the sanction of six Charge-nrn 3 in

?cale of 425-700 in Gharbagh shed vjhere ^s there

are on"'y four cha'geman B on roll , Thus v;e are

rnnrins? short of two chargem^n 3 as a consequence

of premoti''n of S r ’ •^heo Foojan as Foreman/Cb.

■̂ he job of L'aterial Ghar'-̂ 'e an is suffering 

as no cbPrge-an coul'^ be deruted on t is job. being 

short, '^he ch^s'n'^ o-f" material Is beiQ!=' d ne by 

S r’’ Rajednra S i ’-gh t6 the entire satisfac-

t! on.

In view of fois good worliins: it is requested

th'^t he may be ppo'ioted rs Chapgenian Ilaterial ch- ser 

on local on at’hoc basts plea-e.

Sd/-Locl Foreman 

Cha rbagh.



iiT nciT'ELS cEM ^rx  ad;'I lamv^ivi tribu" a^. 

A:.Di":’ic::AL at  luc . /t v /

Crlgina"' Apnln. I'o.
' BSTWEEI

Rpjendra 3 ingh

an d

of 1988 (L)

.. .A '^ llcan t

Union of India  and rthers? , . .®5p cndents

Anne:̂’urp No. ?

T.C B W  E AS 'EK ' BLY 

<5fflce 6 rder

Shrl Bpjendrs 31ngh, H . 3 . ,  Machinist CB 

Shed in =cte of Fs 120©-i800 is allowed to officiate  

as Cha^gemar-; 3) rng) in scale of  roj 1400-2300

on 1400/- froni f . i. 87 ann nested to CB Shed 

qrafnst an exicstin^ vacancy till  such time a proper 

incunb'^nt is i-os-f-ê  thrc  gh posfcive act o f  selection 

or his offic iating  is discou-'tinued which ever is 

papT ier.

This is ’̂ ely local snd tentative arrnagen 

Bt. anc’ \-j111 fee reverted \vit!:iout not-'ce and, this 

\vill not confirm on him any claim for seniority 

and future promotion.

This ha  ̂ the- 0.pnnyval of  Sr.. DME/LJn,

Sd/-fop Dlvl. R. y,Manager 
C^Lurknoiv.

■M E /210 /3M /lII /C h .lIan Dated 30 . 3 . /  
18 . F. 1987

Co-y fon-^arded for inform?tlon and necessary action 
tor’

1. r.L 10 yii Jn

3 ,Loco Fo r>empn C ha bagh,
4 ,C3 (bills)H('ch.)/IJ"'' in office 
5 .3 "-aff concerned.
5, Di vl. S ec y .iKE RfJ /P .
7 .Sp‘‘ re copy

, - Sd/-for Jivl. l'fly.nana;-^r(P)



f
\

I

- i

'Tii: C E ’'T^BAL AD 'I  iiTHiTlVE TRiBUl^AL 

ADEL, BB^CE aT l ; i;KHOV/

Criginal A-rin. Ko. of 19P ' (L)

Rajendra Singh ...Applicant

A-a

Union of I--d ia & others . .  .0  pn.Parties

Anae}<u re K o . 3 

Cory o f  Ba l\;ay Board’ s le t te r '!o ,E (K G )  l-82-i-lI-204 

c^^ted 2 7 , 5 , 1Q83 ad^’ ppssed to the General llan&ger 

>'■•11 la 11 wavs and others

Sub " ect : -Adf-'Oc a- ’-ointments and promotions.

Ins ■’■rue t'ons have been Is ued from the 

Rstl-way Boards f r m  time to time that adhoc app- 

oln-f-ments an̂  ̂ promotions should be avoided and 

should be resorted to only v/.th the pe s^'nal appro­

val o-f" -f-he Chief Personal O fficer  \vhere i t  is consi­

dered espe'^tial, La-t Ins'^ruct;ons .ssued vide 

Advisor (Industrial R e lation ) 's  D.C.lio, E (N G )II  -SI­

RS 1-1, dated 1 ,4 .1 9 8 1 , Cases are, however, corning 

to 'Jc?r^l‘ s notice that adhoc promotions have been 

co'-tinued on Railways for years, Subseque tly , when 

selections are conducted and the incun’bents fall 

to ge-f- through in the selections, tut;' have to face 

rrve sion. In  s”ch a s1;ta?tlrn, they resort to 

^  fllin^  pe^lt-.ion In tn^ Hic?n Courts and all  through 

^  positive o-f* rules 5 s clear th" t sr-ch adhoc promotfees 

have to undergo selection, the Courts have been 

^  +-nem tne benefit o f  instru'-tlons conta ne^'

in 3oar''’s le+'ter Ho ,E (D&A) SP-RG 6-24 dated S. 5,1965 

as c larified  vide Board 's  Inst rue ticns or l'^, 1 .1965



according to v.'h1ch the persons, who h?ve officiated  

for raojre than 18 monttis folio; ng the DAE proceeding’ s

X

?. In  one of the cases, afforts vere 'nade to

have the f  ̂nal rulin!? froTi the sunretie court but 

the 3IP v/pg not ad itt^d.  Th° Ilinistry of i^ailvjays. 

therepfore are le ft  ^ith  no alternative but to 

reiterate that selection" should be conducted 

reg''l»rily for adhoc promotirns shouixJ be resorted tc 

only sraP^ngly w'^th the ar;" "Oval of C h ie f  Personal 

Cffic'^’r . Anv de-^ault in following, the selection 

shou'r be vie ed seriously and resopr ns Ibllity  

fixe<^.

3, Heceint of this 1 fitter nay please be

acl ;̂novl edge.
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IN  THE CENTRAL ADMINlSiasTIVE TRI3UNi\L AT . ALLAHABAD 

CIRCUIT BENCH,GANDHI BHAW\N 
LlCKNOVv'

vH-K- ,

Dated :

OFFICE - MEMO

Registration No*
dTv I i

I ^

_jHpplicant *s

jRespondent *s

U  O  < Sv.

A copy of the Tribunal*s Order/Judgement 

dated in the abovenoted^i3-&e'is forwarded

fior necess

For DEPUTY

J. ,'JU0 2J

E n d  ; Copy of Order/Judgement dated

To,

•s I iihfu--

dijbesh/

T /\r”\ 1/ Q .

U/. '

;/



( 2' )

Particulars to be Examined Endorsement as to lesult of Examinatior^

(c) Are the documents referred to in (a) 
above neatly typed in double space ?

8. Has the index of documents been filed and ^  ^
paging done properly ?

9. Have the chronological details of repres­
entation made and the outcome of such rep- — -
resentations been indicated in the application ?

10. Is the matter raised in the application pending
before any Court of law or any other Bench of Nva— .
Tribunal ?

Are the application/duplicate copy/spare cop- .
ies signed ?

12. Are extra copies of the application with Ann- 
exures filed ?

(a) Identical with the origninal ?

(b) Defective ?

(c) Wanting in Annxures

Nos......................../Pages Nos...............?

13. Have file size envelopes bearing full add­
resses, of the respondents been filed ?

14. Are the given addresses, the registered 
addresses ?

16. Are the translations certified to be true or 
supported by an Affidavit affirming that they 
are true ?

18. Have the particulars for interim order prayeei 
for indicated with reasons ?

_

15. Do the names of the parties stated in the
copies tally with those indicated in the appli- —.
cation ?

17. Are the facts of the case mentioned in item 
No. 6 of the application ?

(a) Concise ?

(b) Under distinct heads ?

(c) Numbered consectiveiy ?

(d) Typed in double space on one side of the 
paper ?

19. Whether all the remedies have been exhaused.
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C E N T R A L  A D M I M I S T R A T I Y E  l E I B U W A L
ADOITiONAL BENCH,

23-A, Thornhill Road, Allahabad-21 ICOl

Registration No, of 198

APPLICANT (s ) ....... ......... ..... ••••••« ••••••••••••

RESPONDENT (s )____ h*:o ..;....................................................................... ..................

Particulars to be examined Endorsement as to result of Examination

1. Is the appeal competent? _______

2. (a) Is the application in the prescribed form ? _______

(b) Is the application in paper book form ?

(c) Have six complete seto of the a p p l ic a t io n ___ a  5 - ^  T  •
been filed ?

3. (a) Is the appeal in time ?

(b) If not, by how many days it is beyond 
time ?

(c) Has sufficient case for not making the 
application in time, been filed ?

4. Has the document of authorisation;Vakalat- 
nama been filed ?

5. is the application accompanied by B. D /Postal- ___
Order for Rs. 50 /-

6. Has the certified copy/copies of the order (s) —
against which the application is made been
filed ?

7. (a) Have the copies of the documents/relied 
upon by the applicant and mentioned in 
the application, been filed ?

<b) Have the documents referred to in (a) 
above duly attested by a Gazetted Officer 
and numberd accordingly ?


