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Particulars bo be examined ■

1 ,  Is the appeal competent ?

2 ,  a) is the application in the

. prescribed form ?

b) Is -the application in paper 

'book form 7

c) Have six  complete s e t s >of the 

application been fijked ?.

3 ,  a) Is the appeal in time ?

h) If  not, by how many days it 

is  beyond time?

c) ■’Has 'suffieient case for not

making the application in time, 

filed?

4 ,  Has, the document of authorisatior/ 

Uakalatnama been filed ?

5 , , Is the^application accompanied by

8 .D , /p o sta l  Order for Rs.SO/-

6 ,  Has the certified copy/copies

I of the order(s) against which the.

^ application is made been filed?

7 ,  a) Have the copies af 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 

numbered accordingly ?

c )  Are the, documents referred

to in (a )  above neatly typed

in double sapce ?

0 ,  Has the index of ciocuments been

filed Bnd pagning done properly ?

9 ,  . Have the chronological details

of- representation made and the 

out come' of such representation 

been indicated in the application?

1 0 ,  Is the matter rqised in  the appli­

cation pending before any court of 

Law or any other Bench of Tribunal?
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13 .

14 .

15.

' particulars to be Exarained

11, Ae3 thG applicatlor/duplicatG 
copy/spare copies signed 7

12 ,  'Are extra copies of the'applicatiofji

uith Annoxurcs filed ,? '

a) Identical, with the Original ?

b) DofectiuBo,? ■ ' .

o) ’Jan ting  in  Anncxurcs '

N o s . J ;___ jDagcsWbs ■ ?

Have the file  size envelopes 

bearing full addresses of the 

respondents been filed ?

Are the given address the 

registered address 1

Do the Qames of the parties 

stated in  the copies tally with- 

■'nd.iGated in the appli- 

, cation ? " •

16-̂  Are the translations certified 

. - to be-ture or supaortcd by an

Affidavit affirming that they 

are true ?

17^ . Are the facts of the case 

,. ' mentioned in item no. 5 of the

application 1

a )' Concise ' • .
b) Under distinct heads ?

c) Numbered consGct'ivoiy I5t, "

d) Typed, in double space on one 

side of the paper ?

1 ^ 8 Have the particulars for interim 

oTder prayed- for indicated with 

reasons ? ’ :'

19 ,  . lilhether ,all the remedies have, 

bop'^ r-xhausted. ,,

Endoraement as to result of examination^
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C.OITRAL fiDMINISTRATIUE TRIBUNAL 

IRCUIT BENCH.LUCKNOW ■ ' ' , '

ORDER SHEET '

REGlST-iHriDN ,No. 8 2  of 1969,(L)

APPELLANT
A P P n T W

K.S.Patra and Others

.riaJ 

ru m be r < 

of order 

and date

DEFEiLOANT'
RESPOiVOEiMT

UERSUS - . ■

' Union’ of Indî -. and Others-

.  1 7 . 4 . 8

Brief Drdcr^ ,Mentioning Refprence 

i f  necessary-

Iton‘ l3le Justice K,Nath, V .C ., ;

Hon*ble-D.-S.Misra’,' ' A .M . , .

Hgard the learned counsel for the applic 

'Ne do not think that thi case of applicant NO.l 

K,S,Patra can be properly joined with tha ca^e of 

remaining three applicants, D*M* Bhattcharij'ee 

Mizarauddin and M-.-L,Ahuja. 'While we allow the ■ 

last three named-to the applicant to join the 

application, the prayer'''for joining K .3,'Patra is 

rejected. He 'is of course at liberty to file an 

independent petition. The applicant will strike 

of his name from the array of ̂ the’ applicants*, , ,

How complied - 

with anddate 

of compliance

•ant

Sd/-

A . M .

SdA , . 

v.c .

A J . C
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/  IN THE CENTRMj ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNSiL-LUCKNOW BEHCSi

LUCKNOW,

O.A. No. 82 of 1989.

K.S. Patra & 3 others.............................Applicants.

Versus

union of India & others.........................Respondents.

Vv ’ Hon'^le Mr. Justice U.c.srivastava- V.C.
Hon*ble Mr. K. Obayya » Mstriber (A).

(By Hon*ble Mr. JUgtice U.C.Srivastava-vO 

The applicants four in number sarva Sri 

K.S. patra, D.M. Bhattacharjee, Nizamuddin and M.L.- 

Aljuja have approached this Tribunal challenging/their 

^tiper'c%s:sion and claaVe- x prayed that they will be 

promoted as chief Design Assistants with effect 

from 1,1 .85 , the date when the!>|)uniors were promotedT 

and they may also be paid the arrears of efmoluments
! . * ' ■ 1, v;.

and interest may also be paid to them from that 

date.

2. All thesfe -applicants]working in R.D.S.O. 

in the grade of 550-750. In view of the Railway Board 

circular dated 3,7.85cadre restructing was to be 

done on the basis of scrutiny of service records.

The applicant no. 2,3 & 4 were superseded and their 

juniors were promoted to higher grade to the post 

of Chief Design Assistant in Grade Rs. 650-960. The 

applicant no. 1 was subsequently superseded by order 

dated 22.7.86 which was in continuation of earlier 

order. Representations were made.by these applicants 

but the same representatdions were rejected and that

k is why the applicantghave approaced this tribunal.
i

3. The respondents have opposed the claim of 

the applicantsand ha^estated that the gradation was 

made by tte departmental Promotion conmittee in 

pursuance of the Railway Board circular dated 3.7.85

♦
and the same read as follows ” Existing classifica­

tion o i Post covered by these re-structuring orders
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’’Selection” and '*Non-Selection'*as the case ir̂ y be 

remains unchanged. However, for the purpose of 

implementation of these orders, if an individual 

railway servant becomes due for promotion to only 

one grade above the grade of the post held by him, 

at present, on a regular basis, and such higher 

grade post is classified as a "selection** post,
i

the existing selection procedure will stand modified 

in such a ^̂ ase to the extent that the selection

I

1 will be based on a scrutiny of service records
t ' - •

without holding any written and/or viva-voce tests,

‘ Under this procedure the categorisation'outstanding*
i

I will not exist,’* As a result of a consideration

; by the Departmental promotion Committee 31 Officers

!
were promoted and four were not promoted. It has 

been brou^t to our notice that all these persons 

were promoted on adhoc basi^ln  the very next year n 

, obviously because vacancies v;ere existing and they

^ were considered fit to handle this ,;Up-graded

post. On behalf of the applicant^this selection 

has been challenged and it has been contended that 

the j-ecord was not properly prepared, Ihe record
I ' ,

has been produced before us which indicates that the 

entries of over all 31 persons who were promoted
i

were much better than the applicant, although the 

applicant earned the entry of good and very good 

but in the year 1984 incidently all these four were 

rated as average and it appears that because of 

this light difference between the record of a n  

these persons, these four applicants were not up­

graded. The assessment was to be made by the Depart­

mental Promotion Gonmittee and the difference howso­

ever made#was for the Departmental Promotion 

Committed tp decide and asses and

howsoever the contention on behalf of the applicant

- 2 -

\a
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is strong, it may be, these minor details or entry 

of one year was not to ;be taken into account* It 

is not possible for the Tribunal to re-asses the 

same. In this connection the powers of the court 

is limited, and in this connection a reference^ 

to be made in the case of Balpat Aba Sahib SCDlankey 

Vs. S. mhajan A .I .R . 1990 S.C. P. 434 and in the 

case of State Bank of India Vs, Mohd. Mynuddin S.C. 

1889 and the case of 0 .P .3 .C  Vs. Hiranya Lai Deo 

1988 SiC. P. 1069. Although the later case was unde 

a particular regulation, but the position will not

be different when assessment is made by the
f

Departmental Promotion Cotmittee.

4. Ihere being no allegation of malafide

or kias, as such it cannot be said that the 

Departinental Promotion Committee fell into an error 

in making the Assessment. However, so far as the 

record is concerned the difference does not appear 

to be much and in particular year^ /there was down 

gradation for which it  appears that no earlier 

notice or whatewer is given to the applicant, 

there appears to be no r e a s o n w h y  now the cas& 

of upgradation or high®^ P°st will not be consider 

ed and their adhoc upgradation will not b® 

regularised. but for the above

observation, the application is otherwise dismissec" 

No / er as to the costs. ^

Vice Chairttan.

Dt: JMne 24, 1992.

(DPS)
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BBFOHB THE GEin?RAL ADFJMI3TMTI\^ THimrML , ALLAHABiffi'
IiUCIĜ OW teCHjLUC'SW . .

K.S’.Patsa an<3 othex's —  - - - - - - * * Applicants.

■versus

O Union Of Inclla Hespondent,

APPLICATItllJ m m m  W E  4 (5) (a) of central Administrative 

Tribunal Rules-,1987. - - * - - _  . .

#  -  -  .  . .  •

The applicants beg to state as under ?- ■
-------  ^  . . .  . .

3., That the cause .of action in the case of all^ the applicants
i .  ■  ’  •

i? the same i .e .  1,7.1®8IS the cate v;ith effect frora wKlch all 

©f thein 146re ^  juniors*

2 . That the nature of the relief prayed for is the garae l.e .the

order >te|̂ erwges<î ^̂  ,^ss been sought to be set aside and ^
/

the respondepts to be directed to promote the applicants witl; 

the common date i .e . 1 .7 ,1985 .

3. That all -the apDllcants have comraon Interest in the matter.
* «,!

It is therefore prayed .that your honour may kindly 

be permit the applicants, to join together and-file a single

application.

(R.B.SRmSTAVA) . 
, Mypcate .. ,
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IS THE CBmAL ADMINISTMTIVB iaiBUiaL,LUGENOW BENCH

LUCKHOtf

Application under 8/19 of the Administrative Tribunal

Act-1985 '

E*S .Patra and others .......... i ......................................AppLicant s

Ts.

Union of India and others..................... ............ •Respondents

IMEBX ■

3«No« Particulars of documents relied upon Page Ho.

’V'
%

1 ., Application 1 to 9

Compilation No.II
•

2 . Annexure A 1 13

3 . Annexure A 2 14 to 15

4.

ComT)ilation No.I 

Annexuce A 3 10 to 11

5. Annexuce A 4 12

S.

ComDilation No.II 

Annexure A 5 16

7. Annexure A ^ 17 to 18

8. Annexure A 7 19

9. Annexure A S 20

10. Annexure A 9 21

11. Annexure A 10 22

12. Annexure 4 11 23

13. Annexure A 12 24

U . Annexure A 13 25 to 27

15. Annexure A 14 23

U . Annexure A 15 29

17. Annexure A 16 30

18. Annexure A 17 31

19. Annexure A 18 32

20. Annexure A 1 9 33

21. Annexure A 20 ^  ^ 34,.

Signature of the 
Advocate,



Id the Central Administrative Tribunal, Lucicnow Bench

Lucknow,

Between

K.S.PATRA. & 3 others , , , , , , , , • * • Applicants

Vs,

(i) Union of India 

Ministry of Railways

'  &

(ii) Director General, RDSO 

Lucknow

«Rc sp on den t s«

1« Particulars of Applicants!

A* (i) Name of applicant t K.S.Patra

(ii) Name of Father t Late K.K. Patra

(ii i )  Age of applicant t yrs, (D/Blrth 1 . 7 . 1 9 3 ^ )

(iv) Designation & t CDA Ad-hoc i»

PU-tlculars of offtc. rdso /LKO. 

where employed,

(v) Office address i CDA Ad-hoc, M.P.Dts*

RDSO/LKO.

(vi) Address for service t Resident of C-16/2,

Manaknagar, LKO.
of Notice.

B« (1) Naoie of Applicant

(ii)  Naote of Father

(ill) Age of Applicant

(iv) Designation & Particu­

lars of Office where 

employed.

Office Address

i) Address for service 

' ' o f  Notice

t D.M. Bhattacharj e e  

s Sri K.R.BhattacharJee

* 50 Yrs.(D/Birth 3.8 .38) 

t CDA Ad-hoc in RDSO/UCO.

t CDA Ad-hoc, M.P. Dte. 

RDSO/LKO.

t Resident of B-159/3, 

Manaknagar, Lucknow,
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C. (i) Name of Applicant

(ii) Name of Father

(iii )  Age of Applicant

t 'Nizaffiudditi

t Late Usmani Gani

j 50 Yrs (I)/Birth U k  1.7*39)

(iv) Designation & Particu- j CDA Ad-boc in "RI)s 6/LK0, 

lars of Office where

employed.

(v) Office Address

(vi) Address for service 

of Notice

s C M  Ad-hoc, MP Dte 

RI»SO LKO.
t   ̂ 9 . f  t

t Resident of A-25, Manaknagar 

Lucknow

0 . (i) Name of Applicant

(ii) Name of Father 

(iii )  Age of applicant

* M.L.Ahuja ^  

s Late Jagat Narain 

» m  53 Yrs. (D/Birth 3.7.35)

(iv) Designation & Particu-t CDA Ad-hoc j in RDSO/LKO,
< *

lars of office where 

employed.

(v) Office Address t CDA Adhoc , ®  Dte

RESO/LKO.,,

(vi) Address for service » Resident of B-t5Vl# ManaJcnalKa' 

of Notice Lucknow. * f

(2) Particulars of Kespondente »- ;

A. Name & Particulars 

of Respondent*

t Union of India 

Ministry of-Railways, 

Rail Bhawan, New Delhi. 

: Director General

RDSO Man akn agar,
0

Lucknow.

(3) Particulars of Orders against which 

the application is made. The appli-

B. Name & Particulars 

of Respondent,
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(a) (i) Order no,

(ii) Dated

(iii)Passed by

I Staff Posting Order No,389 

of 1?85. 

t 20-9-1985

f Jt, Director Incharge,

MP Dte /HBSO

nr\ ^
(iv) Subject in brief % Super cession of applioa1sfeo»f»>

B, C & D in Cadre Restructing 

wef 1,7.85 in scale 8s.65O-.96O

(RS).

j (b) (i) Order No,

(ii) Dated 

(iii) Passed by

i Staff j? os ting Order No, 3OO of 

1986 (in continuation of SPO 

No. 389 of 1985) 

i 22 . 7.1986

I Jt,Director locharge,

MP Dte/liiDSO

(iv) Subject in Brief 1 Supercession of Applicant A

(*Cs .Patra) in Cadre Restructing 

wef 1 .7.1985 in Scale Rs,

650-960 (ES).

(4) Jurisdiction of Tribunal t The applicants declare that

the subject matter of the Orders 

against which they want redre- 

ssal is within the jurisdiction 

of the Tribunal, 

t The applicants further declare that theLimitation

application is within the limitations

AS ,
prescribed in of Administrative

Tribunal Act 1985# having been filled 

within one year from the last order of 

the Director General/RDSO dated 16,11,88 

against the Joint representation made on 

28.9.88/12,10.88,
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:

Further the applicant A had raised Industrial 

Dispute on 20.10,87 soon after his super- 

cession whet] his representations dated 

20,8.86 & 24,6,87 were rejected on 14,5*87 

& 3.8,87 respectively, which is still pending 

and shall be taken back after admission of 

this petition as Railway Management is not 

willing to contest the. C M - ^  on. the plea 

that RDSO is not an industry,

(6) Facts of the calse s-

The facts of the case are given below 

(i) The applicants were working in the RDSO under Opp,

party No, 2 as Senior Design Assts (SDAs) in Gr,

Rs, 550~750(RS) vide copy/Extract of Seniority List 

as on 1.4,85 (Annex. l)

y

(ii) That in view of the letter of Ely. Board dated 3,7 ,85

(copy enclosed as Anctex.2)} cadre Restructing was to 

be done on the basis of scrutiny of Service Records.

(iii )  That the Staff Posting Order No, 389/85 dated 20.9,85,

applicants B, C & D were-superseded and their juitioBs 

were promoted to higher grade to the post^of Chief 

Design Assts (CKAs) in GriRs,650-960(RS).

A copy of the letter is enclosed herewith as Annex,3,

(iv) That the applicant A (Sri K.S, Patra) was subsequently

superseded by staff Posting Order No. 300/86 dated 

22,7,86 (copy enclosed as Annex-4) which was in 

continuation of earlier SPO No, 389/85 refered to above
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.V (v) That the applicants A, B, C & D all had made

'' •  t

xndivisual representations against the supercession 

orders but were all rejected on the plea that they 

were not'found suitable by the Committee appointed 

to assess the suitability of the ca.ndidates. Their
■ M /

representations are as Awnex, 5 to 8 and the

rejection letters by the DG/RDSO, (opposite Party 

tio,2) are Annex, 9 to 12.

(vi) Applicant A, thereforeanother representation for 

reconsideration as be was not made known the fotm- 

dation of deniial of benefit of Restructuring on 

2 h , 6 , Q ’J  (copy enclosed as Annex. 13) which too was 

rejected on 3.8,87 by O.P.No.2, videhis letter 

-dated 3 , 8,87 (copy enclosed as Annex. l4 ) ,

(vii) That the RDSO Administration subsequently promoted 

2^Two) SC Candidates of another directorate , , 

(Research B&S) as Chief Research Assts (CRAs) as a 

result of cadre Restructuring vide SPO No. 330 of 

1988 (copy enclosed as Annex,I5) on which all the, 

Jj-(Four) applicants made another joint representation 

on Sfl 28,9,88 (copy enclosed as Annex, 16) which was 

lost in transit. Another copy of the said applica­

tion was submitted on 12,10.89 (copy enclosed as 

Annex. I7) fo** reconsideration of their case in the 

light of SPO No. 330/88 (Annex, I5) ,  which too was 

rejected by OP No, 2 on l 6 .11,88 (copy enclosed as 

Annex. 18),

( 7) Betedls of renaidies exhausted t-

The applicants A, B, C & D declare that they have

availed all the remidi

-rnlas

^e to them under tlie relevant
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i (8)

All the applicants had mad© individual ropresen- 

tations against the supercession vide Annex, 5 to 8 

which all were rejected by the OP No. 2 vide Annex, 9 

to 12 o(n the same date i .e . 1^,5*87 and later on a 

joiiit representation was made, the final rejection was 

made on 16,11,88 (Annex, 18),

Matters not previously filed or pending with any other 

Court t-

/

\

Itidustrial Dispute was raised by a Regd, Union of 

FDSO for the applicant A which is still pending with 

ALC (CeMtral)/LKO and shall be withdrawn because RDSO 

Admit} 1 strati on is not willing to contest on the plea that 

EDSO is not an industry & the matter does not come within 

the perview of the Central Industrial Tribunal,

(9) Relief(s) sought s-

In view of the facts mentioned in para 6 above, 

the applicants pray for the following relief,

(a) That the orders of supercession of the applicants 

be set-a»side & the opposite parties be directed

to promote the applicantias Chief Design Assts(CDAs)

; K wef 1*7»85, the date when the juniors were promoted,

(b) That the Opposite Parties be further directed to pay 

the arrears of emolumerits due on that account,

(c) That the Bpposite Parties be directed to pay Interest 

on the amounts found due wef 1,7.85 upto the date of
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(d) Any sri^e/Y^suitable relief which the Tribunal

considers just & proper in favour of the applicants,

( 10) luterim relief if  prayed for j-

NO Depttl, Selection be held against the existing 

vacancies of Chief Design Assts (CDAs) in M.P*Dte/liDSO 

till the final disposal of this case. The RBSO Admn, 

intends to hold such a selection at any time vide their 

staff notice no. Rectt/ES/SDA(MP) dated 23,6.88 (vide 

Annex, I9} .

( 1 1 )

( 12)

Application is being presented by Counsel.

(n)

Particular of Bank Draft 

in respect of application 

f e e .

List of Annexures $-

State Bank of India 

©,D.No, t - • - ,

L

Annexure 1 Copy/extract of Seniority List of SDAs/MP Dte 

as on 1.4,85.

Annexure I I  Copy of Rly, Board’ s letter dated 3*7*85 for 

Cadre Restructuring in RDSO/LKO,

Annexure II I  SPO No, 389/85 dated 20,9,85

Annexure IV SPO No, 3OO/86 dated 22*7,86

j Annexure V Representation dated ^0,8,86 of K,S,Patra

I (with one encloser),
'li '
i Annexure ¥I Representation dated 4,10,85 of DM Bhattacharjee,

Annexure VII Representation dated 23«9*85 of Nizamuddin.

8
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ATinexure IX Rejection Orderis dated 1^.5.87 against AnnexS

Anwexure X Rejection Orders dated 1^,5»87 against Anpex-6

Aonexur© 21 ” ” « w « Ann ex-7

Annexure XII ’* « ” ” Annex-8

Annexure XIII Second Representation dated 24,6,87 of K.S.Patra 

(with a copy of Annex-2, copy of Bd*is letter 

dated 5.3.86 and a cutting of News Paper 

dated 8 ,2 .87 ),

Annexure XKT Second’ Re Section Order dated 3«8.87 against 

Annex-13

Annexure IV SPO NO. 330/88 dated 16,9.88

Annexure XVI ^oint Representation, of all applicants dated

28.9.88

Annexure XVII Joint Representation of all applicants dated 

12.10,88 (Same as Annex-l6),

Annexure XVIII Final Rejection Orders dated l6 ,11,88 against 

Annex-17.

Annexure iax Staff Notice No. Rectt/ES/SBA(MP) dated 23,6.88

•• ' ’* **
(for holding a Deptt, Selection against existing

f

vacancies of CDAs in MP Dte/RBSO). „ fl-.:

Verification : ' '

I  K .S . Patra S/o Late k.K , Patra Aged about 

5^ years working as CDA, adhoc in Ho^ive power Sirectorate in 

RDSO under Director General RDSO, Manaknagar, Luclcnow R/o 

Ci-16/2, Manaknagar, Lucknow do hereby verify that contents of 

paras I to 13 of this application are true to the best of
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are as per Legal a<3vic© believed to be true, and 

that I have not suppressed any material facts.

p « t s d =  '2 B  . 3  . S i  .

Places
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G p | : i ; ■ ' i - M i n l s . t r i f ;:qt' Railv/ays' ; V p - . f y r-'-'; .■ ■; 

•:'-.;C'''iResecirchlPesiĝ  "Standards'' Organisation ■ ■ :v'.c'''.-

r ' . ' . . M a n a k  %garj^': Luclmov̂ --1 )■ :■ ;■ ■

. ■' -''STAFF POSTING OI^DER''No'; .'389'OF 1.98^ '

\ ‘'•'.'■!';'Su'b:~'Cadre,--restructuring ;'of ■ Group ; rr.,
' ■ '̂ ‘CDA/SDA'iri';tlie' MP,Directorate iof ;/RIJSOi;'̂  .

■ •■ ' 'As'-a' resLUt '•of :;cadre''xass.'t' ■restrubtiiring..in ,;terrns of •'■;
. ;̂ :̂ilailway Board,’̂ s l-etter,No. ..PCIII/BS/UPG/I ̂  da%ed;v'.3 »7,.85 ■ 
'■/'.and distribution' of posts circulated'-under rEstt'.;. Branch's.

letter- No. E'l/S/ORG/1/UPC/Sc. ..'Staff :dated. leia.'SS--^or the
■ :\catagory- o'f -CDA/SDA 'at .:the ratio,:pf:;60;;40, ,,th^'following...;
'''■•'promotions. have'-.beeni'-brdered .in ''the '■.category.o'f'.rChief Design

'■-■;:..- ; V' ';-Shri ;J.'P*;_̂ Mehtrp;;tra;'j;:;-;;-/';:;;;;î .;s;̂ ]̂ d6;r;.ĵ ^̂  ■

' ■ . ,.J5 ̂ Sshr^:s'Sftari ■. ;

vSliri A.R^' Dass';;- ' "

-Shl’i N.C^'-'Chatterjee'ai-^ ■. ,

'• . ,;,6i';;Shri P,E/-Tongapnkar,y:- ;./̂ .v;’v.;.̂ >̂ ;-do--:;),;;}̂  • .
■'■I'..' '..'H ' , y T ■

9. ;Sgrr

• ■' '•Hbmpal - ,v ■■

' '̂2hri.. • SV'-'i'IatracJah: ' -''Ĵ v'̂ .̂-clo-,...„,, ’ ^

■ :.i- • '*• •’ -,5. hri': T-... 'Ncmdy'"..;.-« :' i;
•'« ■■.■'■'’ : .-.v; .’j ■ ' #•' ' ■' ■ ■■■■■',',';'-■ ■■■■ ■-' ' ■' ' ■- ’•’ '■■■'''’f ' v ' / . ' ' ,  • .

;'.̂ A*t-''+,.r>'airi..Sv Bhattacharjee ;;■>• '-<5:̂

'.'15, ,Shri .M..,Satyanarayana '• f -,:;.,; "'-do-*,

'. ■ -, ; -.jl?. 'Shrr-'S.R, G u p t a F , ; ; - d o \  ^

/' '"̂ ;o',,;jSi:3:‘i T. A l a g a r ! ' ' - " - ' '•■-v' ■■ '-dor ;-,'-̂ ' 'V-..

1'9."Shri K.N. 'Nair; '■ ' . ' ‘'J-'- ' ' - d o ~ - ^  •

iiO. 2hri Virdi,. ■• "--do- ' '■. . ■ ',."'■'i

■•;;21.•• % r i  Harbhajan' Singh • ;■••: -do- . '• ' •• • '

,'3^-2* 5hri P,N. 'Sflth :-do- .-

■; .•‘ ‘>25-. 3hrd K.K. Roy ... . '. v ' -do~- , -•-

'■•24. Shri 3j{. Gupta ' -do-';: ■ ^ ; ' , '̂  ' ' ■

.,., '\25.. Shri U.S. Bombrah- .: ' • .-do-'-' •

■ ■•'-26, 2hri T .5 , Hanspal , ' -do- •' . ‘ "v.  '. •. , ■ ; •

3iri H.3. Sohanpal -do- ' .

' . .  ...• -■> ' .'' ■ • '\,. i-
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.>:. 28; Shri■ ''Cho'wdhury, 'as; Chief’• Design Assistant

; 2 9 , ^ ^ h r i  B ; 's , / 'J h a n ^ ^

• V ' •

; 30p’ chri, D.K. 'Qioshal

.r^o

"-do- i.:';'

L):

. . .  ■ *  •  ' * i

Shri/'Gbvind'''^ahai ' '(3C) -db,-. ; ■ ■ A;,'; ' ■ . •■, . ■
• -  . . .  ' .  ' ""̂  .  . ’• • ■ .!,.•■•’ .  '.■■■' •.■ ■ ■- •• _•■• t ;/• ' ■

r 2.:;.'. • 'The.•promption• prclers--against -the;remaining ' ■'

„■ : j.ip'sts of Chief-.Resign-:Assist'ants ;.vair;'be-;iss^ed;\V . 

-;V:̂ -6pa:C'atQly.a ' :■:•• ' ■

; ;  5', ■■ v̂ ;'' Plindi ■; V8'r si oh ./.will ■ f olilb\f.; ^

JNil.;; -r;:;’V , - - f o r ' , I n c h .  (MP)'
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GOVERATMENT OP II® IA 
MINISTRY OF MISKXIS TRANSPORT 

DEPARTPIEOT OF RAILWAYS 
RESEARCH DESIGNS & STANDARDS ORGANISATION

■ ' Manak Nagar, Lucknow-11

STAFF POSTING ORDER NO, ^00 OF iqS6

SuId:- Cadre restructuring of Group *C' -
CDA/,SDA in the KB Directorate of RDSO.

C. pN 1 I'M ■

In continuation of this office Staff Posting Order, 

^ 0. 389 of 1985 and 475 of 1985, as a result of cadre

restructuring , the follovring promotions have been ordered
( n t '

in the category of Chief Design Assistant scale Rs. 650-960 

(RS) w .e .f . 1.7.1985.-

1 . Shri BoS. Baboota as Chief Design Assistant Pycvl-) 

*f, Shri Y .L . Taneja . -do- .

3, Shri S ,S . Sian -do-

4. Shr.^Jil.B,H. Siddique -do- ’ .

2. Shri M.A, Singh, SDA/MP who was officiating, as CDA 
in the HP Dte. on adhoc basis stands reverted'w .e ,f . .
1 .7 .85 .

DA;Nil.

Pile No. ART/91 
dated : 22.7.86

■ ' ,^{N.N. Sehgali , ' 5 ;
for Jt. Director MP (I/c) ^

DISTRIBUTION ■

JIP{l/c) JDMP-V JDP DD/E-I DD/Admn. 

PA to Dy. DG SO/OT SO/E-III (in duplicate) 

Staff concerned. Staff P /file  Notice Board. 

CTSA/'RDSO/I^.cknoi'r,
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i n  T H E  G B W I R A L  A D m i S T R A l I V B  m i B U H A L , L U C K N O W  B E N C m  

•  . l i U C K U O W  ^

A p p l i c a t i o n  u n d e r - 8 / 1 9  o f  t h e  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  T r i l a u n a l

A c t - 1 9 8 5  •  ‘
'

V . . e

Y s .

V

*

U n i o n

4

T

I N D E X

w

S . N o . P a r t i c u l a r s  o f  d o c u m e n t s  r e l i e d  U D O n ' P a « e  N o . ;

C o m p i l a t i o n  N o . I

1 .  ,

y

A p p l i c a t i o n 1  t o  9

G o m p i l a t i o n N o . i l

2 , A n n e x u r e  A  1 1 3

3 . A n n e x u r e  A  2 1 4  t o  1 5

4 .

C o m p i l a t i o n  N o . I  

A n n e x u r e  A  3  ^ 1 0  t o  1 1

5 . A n n e x u r e  A  4 1 2

C o m p i l a t i o n  N o . I I

V.*'

6 . A n n e x u r e  A  5  ,  . 1 6

A n n e x u r e  A  6 1 7  t o  1 8

• ' ^ 8 .

*

A n n e x u r e  4 7 ^ 1 9

9 . A n n e x u r e  A  8  ,  * 2 0

1 0 .  . A n n e x u r e  A  9  •
2 1

1 1 . A n n e x u r e  A '  1 0 2 2

12 .  '
0 3 . ‘ 

H . .

15.

16.-

17.

18. 
1 9 . .  

20. ' 
21.

A n n e x u r e  A  1 1  

A n n e x u r e  A  1 2  

• A n n e x u r e  A  1 3  *  

A n n e x u r e  - A  H  

, A n n e x u r e  A  1 5  

A n n e x u r e  A  1 6  

A n n e x u r e  A  1 7  

A n n e x u r e  A  1 8Ik
A n n e x u r e  A  1  9  

A n n e x u r e  A  2 0

2 3

2 4  ’

' 2 5  t o  2 7

i s

2 9

3 0

3 1

3 2

3 3

3 4

S i g n a t u r e  o f  t h . e  

A d v o c a t e .
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Senlarity list ©f Senior Design Ayslstant in Grade Ks. 
(nS) as on l.o»4-l'j85 of Motj.ve Power Ulrector-'ite/liUSO/L.KO  ̂

(CQpiecl from the list issed fay Administration)

1, Sri Hardayal Singh
2 . '« M..A.Sin^'h
3 . ” Md.Faiyazuddin
4 . " V.P.Baja;)
5. '» J.P.Mehrotra
6. '« S.Hari Ra©
7. " .A.R.Dass
8, " I'f.C.Chatterftee
9. " P#S.Tonga®nkar
10 " B.K.Nayyar
11 ” M.Subramaniyam
12 " D .M.Bhattachar.i ee
13 '• R.P.Ptamp4i
14 '« S.Natrajan
15 *• Avtar Singh Sandhu
16 '» T.Nandy
17 " S.EhattacharJee
IS V.S.Misra
19 “ M.Satyaoarayana
20 " S.R.uupta
21 " T.Alagar
22 " K.N.Nair
23 " HoS.Virdi
24 '• Harbhajan Sin.^h
25 '» P.N.Seth
26 " K.K. Roy
27 '• Md.Mizamuddin
28 '• Ahu.la
29 " B«K» Gupta
30 " H.So Bombrah
31 '• T.Se Hanspal
32 " HaS* Sohanpal
33 " S*Ko Ghaudhary(30)
34 '* D .S . Jhans
35 " D .K . Ghesal
36 " 3 ,So Baboota
37 '• KoS. Patra
38 " YtL, Taneja
39 " S.S. Sian
40 '» MBH Siddiqui
41 '« Bhagchandani
42 " S.B. Gupta
43 " N.K.Salni
44 '» R«S. Madhukar
45 '» Ramesh 3in,?h

Note bv anolicants:—

1-Out of 45 KaHot employees 40 were promotedas Chief Besign Asst 
■wef. 1-7-36 in different Staff Posting Orders except the 5 at 
SI.Nos, 2-12-27-23 & 37 the underlined oanies.

2- This position stands as on 1-12-1938, by iraplementing 
re-structure frcja SDA t© CD;! wef, 1-7-35( as per Boards 
Orders dated 3-7-1985,)
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GoveWim^t of India 
Ministry of Ifellways 

Bailway Board

N0.PGIII/85/UPG/14 New Delhi dated 3-7-85.

The Director General,
R .D .3 .O .,

Re*. Cadre Restrw.turing of Group *C  «
Scientific Staff - R .D .3.0 .

• • • • •

The restructuring of the cadre of Scientific staff of 
RD30 has been under consideration of the Board. The Board, with 
the approval of the Presiddit, have decided that the Scientific 
staff of RDSO should be restructured in the following manner

_________ Resflfirch_____________  Design_________________

Chief Research 60^ Chief Design Asstt* 60^
Asstt.‘Rs.650-960) (Rs.650-960)

Sr.Research Asstt, 40^ Sr.Design Asstt.
(Rs.550-900) (Rs.550 -750)

2, Posts in scale Rs.700-900 operated on the Research side
in certain Departments should continue as part of the percentage 
provision for scale fe.650-960. Similarly^ the existing sanctions . 
for non-sanctioned Selection grade Rs.650-1040 will also continue ‘ 
as part of the perc^tage provision for scale Rs.650-960.

3, The Board observe that the distribution of posts in varlois 
grades in the fifferent Departments, both tn the Research and 
Design V/ings of the RDSO, are uneqiBl. As a result of introduction 
of a comiDon percentage for all the departments both on the Heseardi 
and Design sides, action should be tak«i by the RDSO Admin is tratfcn 
to progressively adjust the cadre the revised percentage through 
annual reviews. This exercise should be dona by adjustment 
against normal wastages in the cadre.

4 , The perccsitage * structure for this cadre will come into 
force with effect from 1-7-1985. Eligible staff pronoted against 
these upgraded posts arising from the restructuring will have 
their fixation dome under Rule 2018B(FR-22G)-RIT. The fixation 
will be given uniformly to all the employees w .e .f . 1-7-1985.

5.1 The existing classification of the posts covered by these 
restructuring orders, as "Selection*' and "Non-Selection” as the 
case may be, remains unchanged. Ibwever, for the purpose of 
implenimtSLtlon of these orders, if an individial railway servant 
becomes due for promotion to only one grade above the grade of ttie 
post held by him, at present, on a regular basis, and such higher 
grade post is classified as a "Selection" post, the existing

• .  • . 2/—



\ ^ ^
selection procedure will stand modified jji such a case to the ^  
extent that the selection vill be based only on scriitlny of 
service records without holding any writt^ and/or viva-voce tests. 
Under this procedure, the categorisation ‘outstanding’ will not 
exist,

6 ,2  In case, however, as a ’̂esult of tiiese restructuring orders, 
an individual railway servant tiecomes due for promotion to a grade 
Kiore than one grade above that of the post held by him at present 
on a regular basis, the b ^e fit  or the modified procedure of 
selection as aforesaid will be applicable only to the first such 
promotion (i f  that post happens to be a 'Selection' post), the 

. second and subsequent promotion, if  any, will be based only ort the
V  normal rules relating to filling if  of ‘ Sel^tion' or ‘Non­

selection* posts as the case may be.

 ̂ 5.3 Vacancies existing on 1,7.1985 and those arising on that
date from this cadre restructuring should be filled in the 
following sequence

i) from panels approved ojtor before 30,6,1985 and curr^it 
on tiiat date; and

ii) balance in the manner indicated in paras 5 ,1  & 5,2 above*

J 6, The existing rules and orders in regard to reservation for 
SG/3T will continue to apply vJiile filling up additional vacancies 
in the higher grades arising as a result of restructuring .

7. In all the categories covered by this letter even though 
more posts in higher scales of pay have been introduced as a rusult 
of restructuring, the basic functions, duties and responsibilities,

 ̂ attached to these posts at present will cont3.nue, to viiich may be 
added such other duties and responsibilities as considered 
appropriate.

■

8 . The Board desire that restructuring and posting of staff 
-after due process of selection as provided for in these orders, 
should be completed expeditiously.

9 . The requirement of funds may be assessed and incorporated in 
the revised estimates for 1985-86 and Budget estimates for 1986-87 
under advice to Additional Director(FinaACe),Budget, Railway Board.

10, Hindi version will follow,

11, Please acknowledge, Sd/«M, SEBTHARAM
Addl, Director, Pay Ctomraission,

Rail-vay Board,

Copy to;-
]DQiWL The Jt.Director(Finance),RDSO, Lucknow and the Director of

CJ^f h -A-Udit, Northern Railway, New Delhi,

Sd/-M. SEBTHARAM 
Addl. Director, Pay Gomraifcsion,

Board,

Copy to
PSs/CRB,FG,ME, MT, Adv( IR ), Adv(F), Secretary, DS,DPC, 

D3(V0, JDF(E), SRB-I............. with 30 spares and PC-IV,
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To,

The Director GeTjeral, 
i\D,S.O,,luckMow,

$£hioy,Sb„E£5Eex.Chgnn6l6

V

Six,

Sul3i Caare reotructurlng of Group *C» CDA/sD>ft 

in H.P. Diiectorate.

Reft staff Posting Ordei N :. 3C0 of 1986 
(yile Ko* r a /91 at. 22,7.1986),

y

IDhe above posting or(302 issued as result of cadre 
restructuring, has dne a great injustice to me which will he 
evident from the under mentioned facts -

that I aa worlng aa SDA(ConfittBed) and ray seniority 

aiBong the staff considered for restructuring was 2nd?

•  that I ea working in MP Dte, since 31.5.59 AN (more
than 27 yrs.) to the entire satisfaction of my 
superiors? ^

•  that no confidential letter was Issued to me nor any
adverse cotunient were passed on my work by my superiorsi

•  that I was not involved in any disclplinery action 
during wy service}

«"• that in ADril 198$ I was awarded a cash award of Bs. 50/-̂
with an appriciation certificate (copy enclosed for ray
good worlc during 1985-86 and

- that it was an utter surprise when the result of cadre 
restructuring was published in July ’86 in which my name 
was missing, and three juniors were promoted.

2 , Prom the above, It will be seen that I was not a candidate 
to be ignored in the cadre restructuring, I have to request to 
kindly the review the same and do justice to me.

An early action is requested.

Shanking you,

Yours |-falthf ally.

Knelt One a rriciation
certificate (copy).

cA-f

^>0

_  c<s\ m m  )
SDA/HP Dte./RDSO 

Lucknow-226011 
Dt* 20-8-86
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'fluj Dll’octor Gmoi'nli \ „

R.D.3.O.,  fV—

Luckiow.

Sir,

(Tlirough proper chmnel)

Sub: ProEiotioa to Odk as a rosuit of 
Ga:ire Ra-slyuctutlng.

 ̂ Bafs StaCf Postiiig Order 1««589 of 20,9,88*
, «  *  «  «

v) With duQ rospact I would like to bring to yow kind notica tlie
following facts for jovsc Ldiid aad sympiBttiGtic consideratioii.

iJir, I om'prlse to sgo the aJ3ovo pootiag order wtore niy neir© doefs 
not take p l ^  iii the list of ataff promo tad to CDA xj,o,f, 1.7.35.

I hoj/o boien vjoi'Idng In this preoesxt jxjat sixjica Deccaabor’GS*
Iteing this period I tried K̂r best to satiafy airpeirlors. It would not 
be 'out of tlio wty ixi sant̂ kmiriî  that during tliis pariod I iiare recoivod 
throe EioritoriouB awards idii.ch sre as foUjoirs;-

i) I have boon a’s>-’ardod liailwaĵ  Wsok Â .̂ ard on 16.4.73 for 
merl'torioTis scsrviGOS râ idorod by rae dnritig 1972-7S 
p.’esantud the tiien Director Goneral Sri M,Srinivji3aa.
Tids v;as for caitribution in dosi©! dovolopEaont of 
Ibabay Deliii llajdhani Laco bogio aid axlB box with 
resilieut tliioist icdt.

ii) I liave also been av;®rded. certificate of merit in
approciatioa of î y coiitribution to tiio dosigti dovolop'aeait 
aiid testing of Mgh Spood Locoiaotivo bogie for a spaed 
of 160 I’iiDph aad above on.25,2.80 ijreuoiitod by tlie thon 
Clroctor General ^ i  B.FiohaQty*

' . ; V
iii) I bOTG also boon awarded corbificato of asrit for 

laeritorioys sorvicos reridei’ed by mo dorang the yoax*
19a2-’33 on 15.4.33 jjrosonted by tha tbm Mroctor 
General i3ri M.K.G-amkhar #

I WDTxld also lilia to point out that during tiua period I was able 
to design md dwolop tlio fatigue tes'ting rigs for fIcscicoil bogie I-Hc-I 
and Mark-II indopigndantHy* I’̂ ow I have been devolopiiag tl).0 fabricated 
design of Co-Ck) triciomt bogie (M.G.) independently,

.. I would like to bring to your kind notice tliat I iiasre not 
received any eaxract of G.R. froa the JkiEdiiis'tration, uiiich appears that 
ay C.R. aay not bo adverse in lay case, Eathar, oiily i*eoesit3̂ *’ I has.̂ o been 
s^pointed in Salectijm CiL-aae post in the scale of Rs.550-800 w.e.f» 30.2i).84.

..,eontd.2/«



2

V

It is partiiient to out that fox' appolntriiGnt/pronotloji to tlio
Sel3ction Qved& >goQt,
of igifit aliQuMlja.̂ 1̂ ic.tlY.-aPDliQd for appointment to dalection Gc-ade 
in tenmiQ of lloa-lvrogr Booixl’a letter tb.FGIIl/TV^i^/lS dt«7.1.7G, md I 
havo been iii Oc’tober, 1984, Sarae ,
is the criteria for praootion to tl.ici post of GDA aiiEdnst Eo-atruot-iiring 
post vide para 5,1 of Kailvray Board's letter Ho*PGIIl/85/UPG/l4 dated 
3,7.85, I  am, thesrsfore, conclude that tl̂ e Gasclusion of ny naao iii 
the Hst of promo toes (s.P.O.Ko.339 of 1985) iis m errors I vjould 
request you to kindly revo'kc tiio order ai-id proraoto me aa GDA w.e.f *l,7,»85t

In view of tiB aJoove, X \culd like to request you to Idndly 
review vjorldng aiid do justica to me by proniotinc no to the upgradt  ̂
post IcQoping ra viow of my devotion to ny duties aid the meritorioua 
pertificatoG reccival hj no in tine past*

loura

>-

Bt: 4.1D,1935
(]3 J'l .Bhatt acliai:* jee)

S.D.A./S.G,, Diesol Voh,Section 
!btivo Power Dto./̂ tDSO/liCO.

'VJ.

'  J

'<f

X
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Oahi VxxsQtSjosi to CSA ess a xoonlt si! Ctt2ro-«aeatr«utuxlQ£> 

aefj ci.P.0, of 201KISC5,

I rO,£c» So22outo5 facta 2br jiour Xceretarabla eonal4eratlan» 
I  m  Tiorki'cĵ  t;a ;ilY. fcr tJba luat nfcijLotta Toaca. ia it ssagoipa thp CR 
ctt7  aot bo oihrarjo in ly up I husa aot xm^OKid ccdfsot nngag 
so Ibrftm tl:̂  oflcdzilstratiotu Xa.tha xaaacLt pfiroDDtiac to apgrnty  ̂posU 
ty nan oofaH x t  fiad a plruxi* ibo xujksco of uork of the x̂ yraSod 
post ia aasi m  tba cRiotizig 2DA'cua£ X raqtsoiat yqn to roocoaix^ •tiio 

-iMsa aki iisay - ■ ■ 4

1hsL2sla3 ytnif

lW»ai23^a5»

te M Jn a m }^  23^ 5- 
H7*Dta.

V.J

(fcŝ
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Telegrâms: RAILMANAK-LUCKNQW Tetephonas
50567 & 50017

‘'jTU—

tffuda vcf

■JTTT̂; ^

SI^gJIoT ̂  JTIoÎ  ?I3rSoT
Government of India • M inistry of Railways

RESEARCH DESIGNS &  STANDARDS ORGANISATION

*Tw
Our Reference 1 LUCKNOW-226011 Dated

A
MiiKQRANDUM

V/ith reference to his application dated
4,\10.85, Shri D.M, Bhattacharj es, GDA/̂ -'iP Dte. 
"is advised that the Committee appointed to 
assess the suitability of the candidates 

-.under restructuring schemej found him 
•No;''s uitatie' for the post of Chief Design 
Assistant, On availability of a vacancy in 
the category of CDAj however, he has been 
promoted as Chief Design Asstt, on adhoc 
basis w, e. f. 26.9.86 till a regularly

>
selected candidate becomes available. Since 
he was not found suitable for the post of 
GDA under restructuring scheme, his clai^n 
for regularisation as G, D, A. w. e. f, 1 .7 ,85 , 
does not hold good.

da: N a . ( V. Vasudey.a)- 
/Jt. Lirector/Admn-'lII 

for Director-CreHeral

'&^ri D.H. Bhattacharjee,
GDA/MP Dte. , RDSOAucimovi

"'V

I
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Tslsgri.-ns; RAltMANAK-LUCKNQW i
60587 e  50017

lEyir-f >a>
mxcT

Talepbones

%

S ifem si S ife c T I 3?h jllaraj fl'ajSSI
Government o f India - M in is try  o f Railw ays

~W f;«7r
Ouf PtferBnce

RESEARCH DESIGNS &  STANDARDS ORGANISATION
\ ^

m y s i

M310RANDUI4

LUCKNOW-226011 Dgtad IH -5-87

V

>/lth reference to his application 
X' dated 23 .9 .S5, Shri Nizamuddin, GDA/ f̂f' Dte,

’■ is advised that the Committee appointed to 
assess the suitability of the candidates 
under rastructuring schemej found him 
‘ Not suitatie' for the post of Chief Design 
Asstt. On avail.abiL ity of a vacancy in 
the category of CDAj hov;ever, he has been 
promoted as Chief Desis^^ Asstt. on adhoc 
basis w. e. f. 26 .9 .86  t U l  a regularly 
sd. ected candidate beconies avail able. Since 
he was not found suitable for the post of 
CDA under restructuring schene, his claim 
for regul arisation as GDA w, e. f, 1 .7 .8 5 , 

does not hold good.

Vi

DA: Nil.

Shri Nizaniuddin, 
GDA/1? Dte. , 
RQSO/LuclLnoyj,

9̂

( V, Vasudev^
Jt. Jirector/AdJnn-III 

for Director-Qeneral

I



Telegram^.; HAlIM ANAK-LUCKNQW Telephones ,
50567 a  50017

?TTTar iT̂rŵT

am'eiw 3ifawti 3?h « 3 Mo
Government of India - M inistry of Railways 

RESEARCH DESIGNS &  STANDARDS ORGANISATION

Our Reference art/91 LUCKNOW-226011 Dated.
I If — 5—S7

A "
H:̂ 40RANgJl-i.

V/ith reference to his application dated 
;.S5 , Shri Ahuja, GDVFiP Dte.

Is advised that the Committee appointed to 
aj^sess the suitability of the candidates 

'under restructuring scheciej found him 
’ :lot suitatie’ for the post of Chief Design 
Asstt. On availability of a vacancy in 
the category of GDA, however* he has been 
pronoted as Chief Design Asstt, on adhoc 

_ basis w. e. f. 26.S .86 till a regularly 
Vsal acted candidate becomes avail able. Since 
he was not found suitable for the post of 
ZDa under restructuring scheme, his claim 
for regularisation as CDA ¥, e, f, 1*7.85, 
does not hold good.

V
jvj T .

s » x y ’’

( V.
J t ,  D lrector/Adinn-in

for Oirector'-Oeneral
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ALSO ' V - /

To
The Director General,

■ R .D .S.O .
LUCKNOW

Through Prop.er Channel, 

(For Kind attention of Sri.VCV Ghennalu^DG^flDSO) 

Sir, ’
> Sub: Cadre restructuring of Group G -GDA/SDA in 

^  Motive Po^er Directorate,

/ t Reft Your memo No, ART/91 dt« 14,5, *37 in reply
to my application dt. 2 0 .8 , ‘86 (copy enclosed)

I am taking the liberty to approach your kindself (in 
appeal) against the decision taken by our administration 
in my case, under reference.

2 . I am in receipt of your memo dt. 1 4 , 5 , *S7 on 1.6,87 
(I  w as on LAP during the entire May ’S7), It is noted that

y  my application dt. 3 0 .3 ,'8 6  v;as badly turned-do\vn. Kence,
' in continuation of my application dt. 20 .8 .'8 6 ,1  wish to add 

the following with a request to review the case in the light 
of the documents/facts now furnished,

3 ,(i )  It can be seen from the Board’s letter Nfl, E(NG)I 
-76.GR/3 dt. 5 .3 ..'86 (Copy enclo'S'ed) that the coloumn relating 
to 'Fitness for promotion ’ is deemed to be delated w. e .f.
1 2.57*85 (date decided, in JGM meeting) from the Confidential; 
reports.

(ii) The staff Posting Order No.300/86 was issued on ' •'
2 2 .7 . ‘86 in which my name ^̂ras omitted but three juniors were 
tfi^re. (On date^I am superseded by about 7 juniors)

(iil) In gpite ibf existence of Bd's orders contained 
' in para (i) above^ our; administation has reviev^ed and assessed 

my suitablility, under restructurin.g scheme, with the help of ■ 
the comn!itteeyOverlook.ing Bd‘s clear orders, perhaps by mistake^ 

due to ignorance. Board’ s orders dated 5 .3 . '8 6  were in force 
fully at the time the SPO No,300/86 was issued in July '86» .

. l,(iv) The Board has clearly stipulated in their second 
para that the departmental ‘CoramitteG has to assess the»fitness 
of an officer ^anployee) for promotion on the basis of various 
other .qualitative aspects of .performance and to take into account 
the lemarks against all other columns of C«R. ‘ Here the RDSO 
committee, I fear, has not followed the rulings^into-to^'‘because 
it failed to take intb account the main parameter, that ‘I
had any sort of adverse remarks,io the past;in ray GR during my
32 yaars of Rly.servipe and I bave qualified many departmental
selections & had Ad-hoc promotions also,where the review of CR
is a MUST, . ^



/ J

\

Y
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■4, Further, I wish to briiig it to your kind noticQ that, 
even if I am found ‘ Unfit for prcxnotion  ̂ due.t o a bad/ 

a d v o r s o  entry in my G R , durinc.uiy Hly.caroor, it would M v e  

been better if the sanie v/ould I'lave been communiQated to 
me,by our adiaiJiistrationyf or ImproveniGnt in t  he fields 
i \ias lacking. Due to tlis non-intimation of any sort^ 
by our administration,there was no vra.y left for improvement
I am sure, you will agree that no' employee is permitted . 
to be punished ^-/himsically without givan^him a chance 
to improve or w ithout framing charges against him. An 
emnlovee canj'iot be punished for the charges he is not 
^ware,r-.ri could not iinagirie the parajn£^r.^ tak< î into 
account nor the yard stick I'oiiowl^ bet'ore arriyjiii?' 
at a decision agains t mê

5. In-this connection, I enclose herewith a Kev/s papscer 
cutting (N.I.Patrilca dt. 8 .2 , *87 from Lucknow) which is 
self explanatory f or your kind perusal. (Findings of a 
central administrative tribuna!^ similar case, emphasising
not to declare a
of One’s career' 
Klys).

w-utuxu,.^ d u p x ic
man as 'Suddenly liiraature at t he fiig end 
, I have completed more than 30 yrs. in.

In the end, I earnestly pray you to Eecondider my 
case in the light of the facts explained above and pass 
your orders, as you deem fit and prpoer, at the earliest.

An early reply is reqi^sted.

Thanl-iing you,

DA: Copy of:
1,*^yApplication dt.20.8 , ‘86 

with enclosurjB.
2, Boards lietter dt, 5 ,3 . *86
3, Newspaper cutting.

Dt.M-6-*87.

Yours^faithfully,

^i^.PATRA)

CDA< AD-Ko( /̂MP Dfce./RDSO 
Lucknov/-

> I
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Copy of 'Rly.Bd.'s letter No.K(KG)I-76,CR/3 dt.5,3.86 from 
addressed to tlie Genl. Mamgers, All Indian Rlys. & others,

3ub: Confidential Reports on Group ’ C* sta ff-
Deletion of Column "Fitness for promotion".

Reference Ministry 0 f  Railways le  tter I'Io,B(NG)n-75-CR/l 
dt,6/10,1,197? circulating therewith revised Oonf!.aentlal Eepc 
Forms for non-gazetted staff,

TIb S t a f f  side of the Natiomi Council (OCM) ted 
represented tliat the column relating to " F l . t n e s s  for proaotioi 
should not figure in the form o f Confiaential Report, as It 
is for the Depar'tmeiital promotiion Coramittee to assess the 
fitness of an Offi'vr for pi’oraotion in the basis of wrious 
oliher Qualitati ve aspects of performance and taking into 
account the remarks against all other columns of th e  
Confidential Report.

The matter was also discussed in'the meetln? of the: Gommittee 
of the National Council (JCM) held on l?̂ th May 85* As a res >1 
of the discussion, it has since been deH^TeTTTriFt the 
column relating to ’’Fitxiens for promo’HolT’nn^y te deleted . 
in the ,t\>rm of Confidential Report for Group ”0" staff, 
liowe ver, the col umn in s e ctl o n to Grî  up ' B w •’ 11 be, reta i ne d.

Please acknowledge receipt of tiifs letter,
Hindi version will follow.

X/

V \/-J



NFW HFI HI. P̂ h T /IIK’M- ihe^-tribunal noted ' thatthe v̂ NLW DELHI, Feb. 7 (UM). pj-iiiioner was working as diregior-,’ 
J h e  central administrative n^.uaees) durinc the oeriod iri-̂
juU«irTg'subardinateh'>ihoû dWoyo -mlk rc,^°iyib^ care.
■and cl.ir,iy .o,ih.ii heir .tm^rks by the revieiing-offietr;':.
B ; 'ly  ■ Mrs, Kapflii . Vatsnyayun,; Ihqi';-:

With this obs<:rymion, a. two- ■ additional secretary,; and- now !̂' 
■member bench ol ■ the tribunal ; (̂;t;rctary in the deparirncnt ol’arts;.. 
struck down certain adverse ,■ The -tribiJnal ndted that it; was, ’

r” i ! t  ‘? S  Sf" . ' conscious,of',the :fact .|hat''any‘̂/ 
w o r ^ o f  Mr -KK .Khullai;, • assessment....•■of-' an .• oiricer’sv 
director in the humaq resource , performance should b l̂efV to the;: 
;.development. ministry education :■ the reviewing office,;, '
departi^U.  ̂ v a judicial/ reyieW,'was':'n9lv

M r  $H  M u k c r j i ' m id M r \ H  P ; iLorrfint/^/f nnlf*cc : it V
Bagchi also directed *a review 
committee to consider the case of 
Mr, Khullar-for inclusion in the 
panel of joint secretaries taking his 
performance for the total period 
into account but excluding the 
adverse remarks, passed against 
him for 1982 and 1983. ' ; ^

TheVtribunal'noted that while

warranted ;unless it:̂  'seemed 
unreasonable or erroneous or mala'• ’ 
fide;: I

The tribunal did novi^ccfpt the > 
petitioner’s contention that. tHe ;; 
reports were mala fide because his' 
name had not been included ii\ the 
delegation for Indo-Pak joint : 
panel in May 1983 in preference to 
their names. :,.

the adverse retn»rks (elatiti8 to , doling Uial all entries in’M t ' 
E l l . ? ' , '  J T - T T r  , repprls had praised him ■
against them.certainothe'radverl

inspected the petitioner’s file. ', .
>: In view :of this,' (he tribunal, 
directed the - ministry ■ to ; 
communicate these adverse 
remark'j^o Mr Khullar and decide 
on his i'epresentation against them 
within six weeks of receipt.'
■ .The vtem̂ J ŝ , began with :the ip- 
words “it is hoped”and ended with 
the word (‘restrain”'but the rest 6j‘| 
it was Klligrble, the tribunal nô ,̂ i 

; ' In the'matter of the remarKl joj ! 
1983 directed to be expunqBiuJC  ̂i 
file notation , by ,the Abmiib'H i 
officer had . origin I
“channelisation andd P3i®X i 
a w a i t e d "  , b u ‘AVaWOS .  ̂
“channelisatioD u*jc y Xg •  ̂ ' 
deleted follo'- ■ - * ' :
bŷ the peiii^sUpJE

li"ibunal said an officer cannot^ 

become “suddenly immaiure at tHe 

lag end ol one’s career." .

It:- said immaturity is 'nqtV a i 
sporadic or ah episodic trait,'but is. 
a .' condition’ V\vhich:‘.f:isvt'either,i 
congenital' in :,the>-person;- or msJ 
evidenced not in one year but’Trir

. paijoBS

I

•

v W  m ^  fqp, ' r^T 

'^1 qfR'aTji', f^iVf

}-7TT7Tjft zjtt ^  Tjift ^

'' IFT m j

ifTUrrqR ^

’TWRT SHtRT
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R, q ̂  q̂r ifr TjiJt
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Jt-

Government of India-Ministry of Railways 
RESEARCH DESIGNS & STANDARDS ORGANIZATION

WTT

Our Reference. AR2/91 Dated.

V

Y

n m o u s m ,

V/ith reference to' his application 
dated 24/6/1987, Shri K. S.Patra, offg. 
CDA on ad hoc basis is informed that 
his appeal has ’oeen considered in detail 
but it is regretted feat the decision 
communicated under this office Memo.of 
even number dated 14/^37 can not be 
altered.

DA: Nil

( V. Vasudev^/
For Dilector General

.''/A

Shrl K,S.Patra, 
CDVMP Dte.,
Rps0/Luck now. ,



Government Of Indi;,-. 
Mi.nistry Of Railways

STAFF'P0;3TING Ori,DKl(. MO. 330 OF 1936

As a result of Cadre Restructuring oi non-gazetted staff _ 
in terms of Rly.Board’s letter no. PCIII/35/UPG /1dated  3.7.35 
and distribution of CRA/SRA posts in the ratio of 60:40 respect­
ively, circulated vide this office letter no. E~I/s / 0RG/1/UPG/,2i.’'stnf; 

, dated 16 .8 ,85 , the following staff belonging to reserved cornniunity
■ are promoted against existing vacancies to officiate as Chief 

Rej^arch Assistant ('Civil) in scale Rs ,2000-3200(RS} in Civil
of Research Dte. w .e .f . 12.9.19S8(FI\|) the date of declaration 

of their suitability. ■

' .  v !  ' ■

1. Sh,. Tulsi Ram, SRA/E&S posted in Research E&S.
2. Sh. Ram Chander,SRj\/B&S posted in Research B&S.

NO. ART/22/1 
Lucknow.
D a ^ d ; 16.9.1988

/

DR/T
Dir./B&S
DR/GE.
DR/B&S
JDR/GE-1 , 2
JDR/T-1,2,3,4,5
JDS/B&S
JDR/B&S
DDR>B&S-1,2
PA/Addl.DG
JDA/3
JDF
DDM.1,2 
DD/Admn, 
SO/Confdl.
SO/Admn.
TEN 
SO/R 
SO/E-III 
SO/Pass . 
SPO/File
Security Officer 
Notice Board 
Secy.CTSA '
Staff concerned 
P/Files.

(NjCsehgal) j '?/-■!'<? 
for Jt.Director Admn./3'

“ Distribution -
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5fliQ Mrectcr Oâ jieraX,
E» I3» S# 0* 9
IiUCi'U^V*

@i7|

sab# Rostruefcurlcg la lUP. Jdrectorato (Fioo S*D# A#
to CptkU lu Grade Ss,TOO*agOO)t

mi$ 52bor staft Bastixig Order Jfe* 330 of • 88 ■'’
m u  m» /^f/22/ i  dated

in toltijag yoar attoatioii to your above staff 
l*08tiag Oyd©3? lb, 3 ^  of 3PS m  the flv© senior D^alga 
Assistants of Qlrsctorst  ̂bog to stata as uudo^i*

U  flmkM to oui? H»as*0« Ad^i^istration Ibr ita 
3p0<3satid©patio% th© fat© Qt the two topout seijior Roaear^ 

of Bis Kesoardi Bta*-. referred, to in tibe. -gftJiff - 
Po.$ti£ig lb« 330 of *B8| ikilTJO £ot oo£isid@red aaitabX  ̂

■“ I a|aia$t tha a?0$tj?ucta3*i*g post of dalef Ka^e^oh

a# W0 tho fiv^ settlor Coslfi ^sslataats of H.?tBlr©otorat$
* woa on 0̂3?0 arop̂ dKJUt awd out âioiors

for tlia tm m m  isest toJova to our Aaslid.stratioa 
<W<S? ^  tow the TmsQiiB â di still 1«. toW# ■, ■ ' _ ■

a# A0 our A<$8iisl3tratto Is M m  «Jiougli axid roooiieldere^
tti® eaaa of B®ssfarc  ̂ islrocftomtoi w® ©arJ^stiy w u o st  ■.

to raocmsiaor our caa@ of K*F« Urootorate also wldch fall# 
m  to o  with tbat of B&£j Hegsardbt dpoctorato#

4» th& m 0  lyi^^g la laaastrtsX TiHjuml at Uickcow (♦
filod by S) oonXd h0 ta It ably witb<lraî a o«cq our case
Ig r<9eo»sid0i'$d at per*

0  o^rXy reo^Mslderation and reply is prayed,

TImkiag ^ u ,
<0.

Ifours faithful!y|

I.0®0WJ
^t@d| 28,9*88

c
1# ( H* iU 1 , a

 ̂ u

8, { D.M, Bhatta<iiarj90 f'lL&eM.i.j-

■' Aa« ( liUamiddin ) 

4# ( aW »  )

* 5« ( K* St Patra )

-̂--v ri'/ '

■
, O y .

/. i'
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B U P L I C A T l l ,

'ow g\in P\l CcOM*' /odo'̂ .̂ AM)<'r.roî 7̂ r '̂?'̂  '̂- "S'
Hen̂ iA ‘ l:.UPL\Cf\TE.’ Ak̂ rvvxVVO.UA (iv<Wj£CAr

3to
The Elrector Geaeral,
K. a s .o « )
U3am\h

Ps ‘̂ .f '' ORAQIMAL.’ a.J-lrac.Uad .

Siri

(THHOCTGH FRGVER CHaMELV

S«b> Kestructurlng ia M*P.Directorate (From 
S# D*iU to C.B, A» i» Grade 1^,2000-3200),

Refs Your staff Postliig order iJa* 330 o f  ^88 
(File lb. aRT/22/1 dated i6,9,88).

l a  i n v i t i n g  y o u r  k i n d  a t t e n t i o o  t o  y o u r  a b o v e  S t a f f  

P o s t i n g ' O r d e r  I t o ,  3 3 0  o f  3^88 w e  t h e  f i v e  s e n i o r  D e s i g n  

i t s s t s t a n t s  o f  M , P *  D i r e c t o r a t e  b e g  t o  s t a t e  a s  u n d e r s * *

1, Jhaflks to our R*D.Sf0, Administration for its kind 
reconaideration, the fate of the two dropout senior Hesearch 
Assistants of B&s Research Dte. referred to In the staff 
Posting Order No, 330 of ’ 86, who- were not considered suitable 
originally^ against the restructuring post of Cbief Research 
Assistants but now reconsidered and prooioted*

2# We the five Senior Design Assistants of M*P, jdrectorate
^■taĝ iated even on i,7,8S were droped-out and our juniors 
were promoted, for the reasons best knowtt to our Adiaixiistratior- 
(We 4 p t h e  reasons ^ d  are still in dark)#

3 «  o u r  A d m i n i s t r a t i o n  i s  k i n d  e n o u g h  a n d  r e c o n s i d e r e d

t h e  c a s e  o f  M s  R e s e a r c h  D i r e c t o r a t e *  w e  e a r n e s t l y  r e q u e s t

Su  t o  r e c o n s i d e r  o u r  c a s e  o f  M . p .  D i r e c t o r a t e  a l s o  w h i c h  f a l l i i  

l i n e  w i t h  t h a t  o f  B & s  R e s e a r c h  D i r e c t o r a t e .

4 #  T h e  c a s e  l y i n g  i n  D a d u s t r i a l  T r i b u n a l  a t  L u c k n o w  ( ♦

f i l e d  b y  s . l 4 > .  5 )  c o u l d  b e  s u i t a b l y  w i t h d r a w n  o n c e  o u r  c a s e  

i s  r e o o a i s i d e r e d  a t  p a r #

A R  e a r l y  r e c o n s i d e r a t i o n  a n d  r e p l y  i s  p r a y e d .

Thanking you,

Xburs faithfully,
lUOCliOWJ 
Dated; 23,9,88 1, (M.a. S i n g h )

sdj (_0T\ TaufOAdalt
2 ,  (  D . M ,  B h a t t a c h a r j e e ) ^ 8' ' ^ «  .

3 ,  (lizanwddin) .

4, (M,L, Ahuja)

♦ 5, (K .S . Patra)

Of M,p. i> ie.Ec.Toe.ATC:.
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Government of India— Ministry of Railways 

RESEARCH  D E S IG N S  & S T A N D A R D S  O R G A N IS A T IO N

J'ia40l(ANDUI“l

V/ith rsference to their applications 
dated 12/10/1988, Ghri M. A. Singh, CDA/H.P, 
Dte. and others a'-'e informed that their 
cases are not sinillar to thst of Shri i'vJlsi 
Kara and other(3G candidates) and benefit 
of res true turins c;in not be ['iven as 
claimed by them.

DA; Nil

(N. N. Sehsal) y '̂hll 
For Director General '

Shri M.ii. Singh,
CDA( AJ  hoc)/llP Dt e.̂  
RDjO/Luel-Qnov; & others.

\iXe%ta>L.

\2Ĵ  vZ!?



GOUERNnPNT OF INDIA  : M I N I S T R Y  n F R A l i U A Y ^ ^  

ntSCAI'tCII DC SIG MS  AND SVANDAI^DS ORGAN IS AT I D£

A d e p a r t m e n t a l  s e l e c t i o n  for  the  post  o f  S e n i o r  D e s i g n  A s s t t . ,  

s c a l e  Rs , 2000-7)200  (RPS)  f or  (Motive Pouer  D e s i g n s  D i r o c t o r a t o  u i l l  bo 

h e l d  On any d a t e  a f t e r  a p e r i o d  o f  s i x  (s)  ueeks  from bhe d a t e  o f  i s s u e  

o f  t h i s  S t a f f  N o t i c e ,  The  e x a c t  d a t e ,  t i m e ,  v/enue of  the  s e l e c t i o n  

u i l l  be  n o t i f i e d  i n  due  c o u r s e ,  R c c o r d i n g l y ,  t h e  f o l l o u i n g  D e s i g n  

A s s t t . ' A ’ , s c a l e  R s . l 6 0 0 - g § 5 0  (RPS)  a r e  a d v i s e d  to k e e p  t h e m s e lv es  i n  

r e a d i n e s s  for  a p p e a r i n g '  i n  the  s a i d  s e l e c t i o n ; -

S,No, Names

i'. S h r i  M . f t . S i n g h

2';, D .M . B h a t t a c h a r y a

” N i z a m u d d i n

4 . y  n . L . A h u j a

tt

ti
II

^ ’7 .  a,
9 .

10 ." 
, 1 1 . "  

H 2 ."
^ 3 . "

1 4 . "

1 5 . "  

IB ."
1 7 . "
18*0
1 9 . "

, 20." 
- 21."

2 3 . "

2 4 .'* ^  
25,."

4 ^ :

2 8 . "  . 

2 9 . "

K . S . P a t r a  

■N.K . S a i n i  j .

S e c t i o n / D t e . 

u h e r e  u o r k ing

np
It

, 1 1
II
(I

v'Ram'esh S i n g h ’
. /P. C . C h a n d i r a m a n i  

D . C . S i n g h a l

S . P r a s a d  

3 . P . Y a d a v  

S u r y a  P r a k a s h  

A , R . B o s e  

Ra n a  S i n g h  

R a j p n d e r  Kumar 

S . K . S h a r m a  

S a t i s h  C h a n d r a  

O . P . C h a u b e y  

S . K . K h u l l a r  

G . S . r ^ a t h a r u  

S . C . B h a l l a  

A . j i t  S i n g h  

■O . S . P a n e s a r  

A , C .T r i p a t h i  

Ram Lai  

P . A b d u l  Rehman 

R . K . D e y  

n d , Z i b r a i l  

P . K . C h a k r a b o r t y

II
II
ti

II

Controlling

o f f i c e r

D D M P ( I / C )
ti
li
II
ti

I!
II
(I ■

R D S O / l n s p . C e l l / D L U / W a r a n a s i  3D I

n.P. .
II 
II 

II

0 . D

M.P.
II 
II

ED

np ' 
tl 
It 

II 

fl

PD-

ED .

(̂ P 
11

DLÛ

3 D / E D - I

3DF1P(I/C)
tl

3 D / E D - I
IS

3 D M P ( I / C )
ti

II

It

--- KrBrmlrtectTaT? jtstJ---

9̂ a i ns  t r e s e r v e d v a c a n c i e s

1 / 3 1 "  ' R , P . K a r d a m ( 3 / C )  ■

2 / 3 2 "  I^.P.l/erma(s/C)

2 .  T h e  c o n t r o l l i n g  o f f i c e r s  a r e  a l s o  r e q u e s t e d  to g e t  the abov e

c o n t e n t s  n ot ed  by the  c o n c e r n e d  s t a f f  and a copy o f  the  same s h o u l d  be 

s e n t  to S O ( Re c i j t /  i mmj ed iate ly .

D A / N l l . -

Lu ck n ou -1 1  , ^

D a t e d :  3 2 ) 6 . 1 9 8 0  U ' > ^

( F i l e  N o . R e c t t / E S / S D A  (r P )  . . . -

DJSTRIBUTIQN; 1 , JDSl^P(l/C) 2.3D/ED-.I , 3 . S 0 /E - I ,  4 .SG (nP )  5 .S 0 /E 0

5 . S t a f f  concerned .'6 .Noticc  Board'7 .  C l . I I I  S ta f f  AssO€n.

BY R E G I S TERED P O S T :  T h e  3 t . 0 i r e c t o r  I nspn ( n o c h i / R O S O  C / o . , G l ^ / O L U

l / aran as i  u i t h  one  S p a r e  nopy for  S h r i  3 . P . Y a d a v .

for D i r e c t o r  G e n e r a l



* r Government of India
Ministry of Suti Transport (-
Department of Kailwa;ys ■ |

ifisi i?ns tSc btandardsOrcarjisation ' ’ 'v:Res-earch Designs & l t̂andarcisOrgamsatlon 

STABT PQoTIl̂ lG O.tDM No. JS^O'F 1 VH6

With the approval cf DSNiP, the followjj]^ DAA/^I)A( Prov.)  ̂
ar» promoted as Chief Design Assistant in the scale Rs, 650-969 
(ES) in the îP Directorate purely cn adhoc basis effeetivo from 
the dates these staff talce over charge of the higher post till 

,sueh time regularly selected candidates become availabl^;-

i) Shri M.A. oingh, DA’A' is J^romsted w .e.f. 1«. 10.85 
against the vacancy of Shri Sham Lai, .

ii) Shri Bhattacharjee, DAA against the varancy of

^-£hri K.b. fiehil

iii). Shri Nizamuddin, DAA against the vacancy of Shri 
Darbara Singh

iv) Shri M.L* Ahuja, DAA against the vacancy of 
Shri H .S. sohanpal

l/v) ShrilK«S« Patra, DAA against the-vacancy of 
Shri .s . Hanspal

vi) Shri.i>,B. Gupta, DAA against the vacancy of 
Shri S.L. Chatterjee

vli). Shri N.K. Saini, DAA against the vacancy of bhri R.K.Gamit 
f' at Lucknow and is transferred aLongwith the postt> RDSO/
, Inspection Cell, DLW/Varanasi, Shri Karunakar Thakur 

shall stand relieved from the prst of Sr, Technical Asstt, 
on transfer back to DLW/Varanasi from the date Shri Saini 
reports for duty.r The transfer of Shri i:..aini is purely
on temporary basis till such time the post <>f Sr. Technics
Assistant vice Shri Thakur is filled.by ?iuly selected, 
candidate,

2. Tkc* abo-̂ e piDmotions are purely on adhoc basis and vill not
ronf^r any claim on the staff concbrned. for regular pip motion
in future,

3* T!^*date from which staff actually take over the charge 
«‘f the higher post, except in the case of Shri M.A. Singh, may 
fce .^tlm ted to Estt.I Section after obtaining Charge reports 

individuals for further necessary acti'?n.

. 'File No. ART/91 ' ' (N^NTsehgal)---
Manak Mgar, Luckncw-11 for Director iitds. (̂ JP)

■ Dated: 26.9*86
DISTRIBUTION

I) J D m in c ,)  JDMP-III JDP DD/JS-I DD/Admn. SO/Adiii».
SO/Conf. S0/H~111 (in duplicate) SOAjL Nctice Buard ;
Staff concerned P/file of staff concerned.

Jt. Director,Inspection Cell, HDSO/Varanasi. As. soon as
Shri waina report for duty ibm’i Karunakar Thakur may be
relieved on transfer back to DLiV/Varanasi,

III) Shri Karunakar Thakur, STa/H)SO Inspection Cell, DLW/Varaaasi

IV) The General Manager (P), DLW/Varanasi.

?  0 7fA-
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1, That I am presently posted as Deputy Director/ 

Sstt-I in the office of Research, Designs and Standards 

OrganisatiGH, Ministrj'' ©f Railways, Lucknow and have 

been duly authorised on behalf of Respondents No, 1 &  2 

for filing the instant reply* I  have perused the 

relevant records relating to the instant case and 

have also gone through the petition under .Section 19 

of'the Central Mministrative tribunal Act, 1985 

filed by the applicants and thus I am fully acquainted
.....

; with the facts and circumstances of the case

deposed below#

2 , That before giving para-wise reply to the 

application, the Respondents crave leave of this

JPy.Dir
E . ©. S. O., M inJitry of R^ijWilk

&
THE CaJTRM. ADMIHISTRATIVIil THIBm^^ 

CIRCUIT BSCE, LUSKKOM

......... I n '. "  V........^

Registration No. 82 of I989

V K»S*Patra and others *« Applicants

r. ■ V

Union oi’ India and another .« Respondents

I, «!,i4iatia, aged about 5^ years, son of 

‘ late.S-j.ri U,G*Hiatia presently posted as Deputy

Y ' BireetGr/SstablisbEient-.! in the office of Research,

Designs and Standards Organisation, Ministry of 

^  Railways, Lucknow most respectfully sboweth as under:
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the Categorisation *Cutstanding' will not exist>

The applicants were due for promotion 

against the upgraded posts of Chief Design 

As s i st ant s in sc ale Es«650«960(KS) in the ir turn 

and their claims v/ere duly considered but they 

were not found fit for promotion as per recommenda# 

tion of the Departmental Proiaotion Committee which 

were approved "by th© competent authority^ Is such 

the applicants were not gi^en promotion to the . 

post .of Chief Design Assistant in scale Rs *650*960(RS) 

against the upgraded posts*

\ ’ • V -

That the contents cf paras 1 , 2, 3 and k of 

the petition need no comments as these ure only a 

laatter ©f record*

5 ,  That in reply to the contents of para 5  of

the application It is submitted that the applicants 

were du3*y replied yide #his office l^moranda 

No«iiRT/9 1  dt, (copies annexed at Annexures

9 1 10 , 11 and 12 of the application that they

were not entitled for the post of Chief Design 

Assistant: for the reasons given to the Memorandum 

dated llf-'5-87# As such, the petition is 

barred and is liable to be re;jected ©n this score 

alone» Moreover, the juniors who have superseded 

the petitioners have not been made parties in the 

Instant caseW -

6, That in reply to the contents of para 6(1 ) 

of the application it is submitted that the

-  3 •'

Oy. IMtecte*
D S O., Ministry of Rahway.'
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» if -

applicants were working as 'Senior Desj^n Assistant in 

scale Rs,550-750(RS) in the Motive Pov/’er Directorate ©f 

R .D .S ’*0 « ©n 1«.7«8^ but now they are wftrMng as Chief 

Design Assistant in scale Rsi»65o«960/PtS on ad-hoc basis 

Qther. than the.upgraded posts from the dates indicated 

against eaehs , "

SsaS-.a£,™ihsL.B52pllS2Jlt. . Date from which
a££isiating^n.^.a^^

-K, ■ 1. Sh.K.S.Pa^ra ' 7-10-86

2 . D.M«Bhattacharjee ' , 26-9#.86
3 . ’* N^izamuddin - . 26-.9-.86

K,L.Ahuja 26-9^86

7 « That in reply to the contents of para.6 (ii) of 

the application it is submitted-that the Railway S©ard 

vide their letter Ho,PC-.III/8^ /m v i ^  dt , 3-7*.85(Gopy 

annexed at jannexure-II of the application) ordered that 

the cat@g©ries ©f Chief Design Assistant jii. scale 

Rse6^0«960 and Senior Design Assistant in scale Rs.550* 

750(RS) of Scientific staff of HDSO^The restructured 

in the ratio ©f 60jV0 and the additional vacancies which 

arose as a result' of such cadre restructuring be filled

as per provisions of para 5 ,1  ©f the said letter, and

A'. . . ' ■ ■ ' ■ •
y-' " as such the selections were done by the DepaJ’tmental

\

Promotion Committee ©n the scrutiny ©f service records/

Confidential Reports*;
\

8« That the contents of paras 6( i i i ) , '6(iv) ©f 

the application call for no reiaarks as these are . 

matters of record. The petitioners whose cases 

were also considered by the Departjuental Promotion 

: Committee along with  ̂ojbhers were not found fit

for the post of Chief Design Assistant, The recoramenda* 

tions of the DPC were approve<  ̂ by the competent authority. 

9 , . That in'reply to the contents ©f para 6 (v)

of the application it is submitted that as per

Py. Director BStSiEshBem.

m,®. S. O., Ministry of RaHway.
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1 1 . That in reply t© the contents ®f para 6(vii)
' . V  .  .  y

©f the application it is submitted that tm  Sohedtuled

Caste candidates viz, S/Siri Tuisi Ra» and Ram Ghander

©f the Basearch Bi &  S Ming ®f the Research Birectocate 
where, the pfttitloners are working

(and n©t of Ki©tite Poiver Directorate were promoted 

as Chief Research IlssistaJits under cadre restructuring 

t K in the Research Civil Directorate, Shri Ram Ghander,

an S/G candidate was considered for the first time . 

and found suitable for promotion, whereas the case 

of Shri Tulsi Bam, an S/C candidate was considered 

for promotion as Chief Research Assistant under 

cadre restructuring ®n the basis'of Railway Board's 

letter dt, 3-7 -^ 5  hiit he was not found fit in the 

first instance^ On receipt of representation his 

case v/as reviewed and on his having been found 

fit for promotion as Chief Research Assistant 

. against reserved point under c a ^e  restructuring 

he was promoted as Chief Research Assistant w ,e ,f,

12-9<î 38 i ,e , the date of declaration of his 

suitability, & r i  K.S,Patra and others who do not 

belong to the reserved community also represented 

for review ©f their cases on the same lines but the 

competent authority observed that their cases were 

not similar to those of S/G candidates and as such 

their cases were not reviewed and they were advised 

of the decision vide Memorandum lated l6#1 1 -S8 

(copy at Annexure 1S of the Application);

I  1 2 . That the contents of paras 7 &  S of the

 ̂ application do not call for any comments*i

Oy. 04i«ctor Bstabfehme.

CL D. S. 6., Ministry of Rjj'V.
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H©n’ble Tritanal to-subijif̂ it the following facts

for proper appreeiatV^on of the case:
/

........... /

3 » 1  T h a t  t h e ^ g ^ p p x i c a n t s  w e r e  o f f i c i a t i n g  a s

SenioivDesipi^^gsistants in seal© Rs<.550«?50(^^) 

in the Pover Direetorat© of BDSC^ As a

Kt of Cadre restructuring ordered by Kailway 

j^oard, some posts of Senior Design Assistant 

seal© Rs«550» 750(SS) iB the, Ifetive Power Birectorat® 

©f RBSO \tfere upgraded to the higher scale ©f 

Rs9650*960(RS) with the designation as Chief 

Design Assistot: i^«e,f, 1**7-S5« Wiile issuing 

the orders for upgradation of posts on percentage 

basis» the Railway Board in para 5V1 of their 

letter No.PC 111/85/WG/1*^ 3-7-̂ 5̂ (copy at

annezure I I  of the application) have stated as

under

uf*The existing classification of the posts 

covered by these restructuring orders, as "Selection^ 

and ion-selection*‘ as the case may be, remains 

unchanged# However, for the purpose ©f inclement ac­

tion of these orders, if an individual railway 

servant becomes due for promotion t© anly one
' • V-

grade above the grade ©f the post held by him, 

at present, on a regular basis, and such higher 

grade post is classified as a '’Selection’* post, 

the existing selection procedure will stand 

modified in such a Case t© the extent that the 

selection will be based only on scrutiny ©f 

service records without holding any written 

and/or viva-voce tests* Under this procedure.

when certain posts were upgraded as Chief 
Design Assistants

Uy. Director BsCS^hsaeut,
It. D. S. 0,, Ministry of RaMweyt
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the Categorisation *Gutsta,nding* will not exist'i 

applieants were due for\-pr©motion 

against the upgraded posts of Chief Design 

Assistants' in scale Hs«650«960(f^S) jji their turn 

and their claims were duly considered but they 

were not found fit for promotion as per recoinmenda# 

tion ©f the Departmental Promotion CoQimittee v;hich 

were approved by the competent authority, 4s such 

the applicants were not given promotion to the 

post .of Chief Design Assistant in scale Es«650-.960(RS) 

against the upgraded posts©

That the contents of paras 1, 2, 3 and ^  of 

7  the petition need no comments as these ®re only a

matter of record*
I' * ' .

'■ 5e That in reply to the contents of para 5 of

' - the application it is submitted that the applicants

were duly replied vide jfehis ©ffice Î leraoranda 

NoeART/9 1  dt. 1W 5-8 7  (copies annexed at Amiexures 

9) 10, 11 and 12 of the application that they 

T  were not entitled for the post of Chief Design

Assistant: for the reasons given in the Meraorandum 

dated 1^-5-87* As such, the petition is timefe 

barred and is liable to be rejected ©n this score 

alones, Moreover, the juniors \̂too have superseded 

the petitioners have not been made parties in the 

instant case^'

6, That in reply to the contents of para 6Ci) 

of the application it is submitted that the

■ . . . ■ ' , ’ '

^  D S. O., Ministry of Rariway
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U .  I /
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applicants were working as 'Senior Design Assistant In 

scale Rs.550-750(HS) in the Motil^e Power Directorate ©f 

R.D.S',0 , ©n 1-.7-85 "but now they are wferking as Chief 

Design Assistant in scale Rs» 650-960/IiiS on ad-hoc basis " 

©ther . than_the,.i^pgraded posts from the dates indicated 

against each:

. Date from which 
officiating on ad hod ba?

1 . Sh.K,3.Patra ' 7-10-86

2 * D,M«Bhattacharoee ' 2 6 -% 8 6
3 . ” Nizamuddin ' - . 26«9-,86

M.L.Ahuja 26-9»86

7 , That in reply to the contents of para 6 (ii) of

the application it is submitted-that the Railway Soar'd 

vide their letter Ho.PC- .IIi/85AW1^ dt , 3-7-85(G©py 

annexed at ifinnexure-II of the’application) ordered that 

the Categories of Chief Design Assistant in scale 

Hs«65G“960 and Senior Design Assistant in scale Rs*550« 

750(^S) of Scientific st'afif of RDSO ^ T b e  restructured 

in the ratio ©f 60s*f0 aJid the additional Vacancies which 

arose as a result' of such cadre restructuring be filled 

as per provisions of para 5 .1  ©f the said letter, and 

as such the selections were done by the Departmental 

rromotion C©inmittee on the scrutiny of service records/
■ 'N

Qonfidential Reports*;

8« That the contents of paras 6( i i i ) , '6(iv) ef

the application oall for no remarks as these are

matters of record. The petitioners whose cases
/

were also considered by the Departmental Promotion 

Committee along with others v/ere not found fit 

for the post ©f Chief Design Assistant, Th© recoramenda* 

tions of the DPG were approve^ by the competent authority, 

9 , That in reply to the contents of para 6(v)

of the application it is submitted that as per

Dy. Director BsrŜhsiem.
m. © s. O., Ministry of RaHway!.
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provision ©f para 5*1 ©f the Railway Board’s letter 

Ho.PG-III/8^/I3PG/iif dt, 3-7-85 (copy at iftnnexure-II 

©f the Ipplication) tla® service records..©f the 

applicants alongwith others were duly scrutinised 

by the Departmental Pr<imotion OoffinltteQ appointed 

for this pui^ose by the competent authority and 

according t© th® recomiaendations ©f the said 

coHiiiittee which were approved by the eompetent ■ 

authority the applicants wer© not found suitable 

for th® post of Chief Besign Assistant In scale 

Hs• 650-960 and as such the applicants were not ' 

promoted to.the post of Ghief Besign Assistant 

y  in scale Ks*650-960(1 8 ) under the cadre

restructuring orderss  ̂ - However, they have been 

subsequently considered for premotion t© 

the post of Chief Design Isstt,* in scale Rs.6504 

960 on ad*h®c basis with effect from the dates 

shown in para 6 above against the posts ©ther 

than upgraded postsZ l*be rest ©f -th© position 

regarding their representation is admitted*:

10* Ihat in reply to the contents ©f para 

6 (vi) of the application it is stated that 

the representation of the Applicant viz,

Shri K.S.Patra was considered in detail and 

the decision G©rimuniGated under this ©ffice 

Memorandum number ARI/9I dt, l^-.5-37. 5!he 

petitioner/applicant was again informed ©f 

the decision vide Office Memorandum N©,1 RT/9 1  

dt# 3-3-87(copy already annexed at Annexure 

of the application)*

* ♦X and’These ̂  arrangements "'^TT'Terminat e
0  as soon as regular selected candidates are 
■JL available.

Dy. Director BstaWfahmen̂ ,
E. D. S. O., Ministry of Railw«y« 

Alfunbaŝ  LUC®NOW^'
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13 .  T h a t  i n  r e p l y  t ©  t h e  c o n t e n t s  o f  p a r a  9  o f

t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  i t  i s  s u b m i t t e d  t h a t  t h e  r e l i e f s  

s o u g h t  i n  t h i s  a p p l i c a t i o n  a r e  n o t  s u s t a i n a b l e  i n  

l a w  a s  t h e i r  c a s e s  w e r e  c o n s i d e r e d  b y  t h e  D P G  

b u t  t h e y  w e r e  n o t  f o u n d  f i t  a n d  a s  s u e h  t h e  a p p l i *  

c a n t s  a r e  n o t  e n t i t l e d  f o r  a n y  r e l i e f s  c l a i m e d  

a n d  t h e  i n s t a n t  a p p l i c a t i o n  i s  l i a b l e  t o  b e  

d i s m i s s e d *

1^ *  I h a t  i n  r e p l y  t o  t h e  c o n t e n t s  o f  p a r a  1 0  

o f  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  i t  i s  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  p r o p o s e d  

s e l e c t i o n  f o r  f i l l i n g  i n  t h e  p o s t s ' o f  C h i e f  D e s i g n  

y  l s s i s t a r i t ' * ‘U s  i n t e n d e d  f o r  f i l l i n g  u p  o f  v a c a n c i e s

w h i c h  h a v e  a r i s e n , d u e  t o  r e t i r e m e n t / p r o m o t i o n

etc, of the staff and are not connected with the
against which the Applicants have preferred their' claim

Cadre restructuring^and as such holding of selection 

for these posts has no relevaJicy to the reliefs 

sought by the applicants. - Such selections were \

not held due to some clarifications being sought
/

from the Railway Board but now with the receipt

of the Railv/ay Board’ s reply, selections are being

a r r a n g e d  s h o r t l y  a n d  t h e  c a n d i d a t u r e  © f  a l l  t h ®  

a l o n g  w i t h  o t h e r s  

f o u r  a p p l i c a n t s Z w i l l  b e  c t ^ n ^ i d e r e d .  A s  s u c h ,

interim relief sougjat by the applicants is not ^

s u s t a i n a b l e  i n  l a w  a n d  a s  s u c h  i t  i s  l i a b l e  t ©

be rejected!'

! 15. 'i’hat the contents ©f paras 11, 12 and 13 

I  , ®f the application call, for no CQiamentsw

D e p o n e n f

0y. Dfrectof

t , D. S. O,, Ministry of Raiiws, 

LUf^NOw <



>

I
^ 8

t , I, S ;% a t ia , I^.Direct©r/Estatillshment«I,

H*D»S*©< (l^nistry ®f Bailways), Iwcknow do 

hereby verify tlaat the contents of para 1 of the 

instant reply are true t© isy personal knovdedge 

and belief and those ©f paras ^  t© 15 are based 

on icnovledge derived from the perusal of the
/

available reoords relating to the instant ease/  ̂

kept in the ©fficial custody of the Respondents# 

Nothing iBaterlal has been concealed and nothing

V  stated therein are false*

♦ Verified this day of I989

at Luckn©\^
T l

1

Deponent- 

Dy.
IL D. S. O., Ministry of Ra;!. 

A.lamiaafe, LUCSi&NÔ -



In the Hon’lDle Central AdmiKistrative Tribunal , Allahabad,

Circuit Bench - Lucknow.

Ee^oinder to Counter-reply of Respondents 1 & 2

in

Case No. OA 82/1989 ( I< )

I-'..X:

K.S.Patra & 3  others  ...................   .Applicants

Vs.

Union of India & another  ................... ...Respondents.

1 . 

2.

3.

4.

Para-wise reply to the Respondents' ^ounter-affidavit—

Paras 1&2 of Counter needs no reply.

In reply to para 3.1 of the counter, it is averred that 

the applicants are " confirmed" as Senior Design Assts. 

in Grade fe.550 - 750 (RS) of MP Bte, much before 1.7.1985

i.e . the date of implementation of Restructuring in RDSO 

and not merely "officiating" as wrongly alleged.

Para of counter needs no comments. ^

In reply to para 5 of counter , it is admitted that our

applications were duly replied on 14.5.1987 (Annex-IX to 

XII ) but the applicants have jointly moved an application(s) 

(Annex-XYI & XYII) for review, on the analogy of review 

granted to SC candidates, vide RDSO's SPO No. 330/l9S8 

(Annex ~ XY) which was turned-down on 16.11.88 (Annex-XVIII).

Secondly, an Industrial Dispute was raised in favour of 

cant lo. 1 (K.S.Patra) on 15/20.10.1987 after receiving 

SO's replies of 14.5.87 & 3 .8 .87 (Annex-IX & XIV).

(Now, the said Indl. Dispute was duly withdrawn by the 

applicant'No. 1 (K.S.Patra) on 1.5.89 after the present 

application in C.A.T./lucknov/)

Hence, the application is not "time-barred" as alleged. 

Contents of paras 6 to 10 of the counter are not disputed 

except that the applicants were superseded, by juniors, 

without giving a "Show-Cause Notice" or without "assigning 

any reason" for their supersession.

In reply to para 11 of the counter, the applicants beg 

to state that the relevent "Service Rules" in force in 

liDSO, are "Same" for all of its Bir®torates.

5.

6 .



it

i}

Je.

7i.
(
f

8.
I

I

}

9.

- 2 -

ObAib Restructuring was inplemented in RDSO v/ef*1.7.1985 

whereas the SC Candidates of Research (B&S) Directorate were 

promoted, after the so called "REVIEW", in August 1988 i .e . 

after more thaiv 3 years from 1 .7.1985. On the same analogy, 

the review should Inave "been granted to the petitioners.

As regards para 12 of the counter, the .averrments of paras 

7 & 8 of application are reiterated.

In reply to para 15 of the counter, the averrraents of para 9 of 

the application are reiterated.

"Compensation for ‘riental torture* may kindly be allowed".

In reply to para 14 of the counter, the applicants reiterate 

the "Interim Relief" claimed in para 10 of the applica,tion.

Para 15 of the counter needs no comments»

( K.S.PATM )

Applicant Mo, 1

V:



\
A.

t

Y E R I I  I G A T I O I

I , K.S.Patra S/o late K.E.Patra aged 55 yeais,piesently 

working as Chief Design Asstt. (ad-hoc) in W  Directorate of 

RDSO and resident of G - 16/2, Manaknagar, Lucknow do herelDy 

verify that the contents of this rejoinder to counter-reply, 

are true to the best of my personal knowledge & legal-advice 

and that I have not suppresed any meterial fact.

Verified this ^  , day of October, 1989 at Lucknow

Applicant lo. 1
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V

I  ,  K « S ,fa t£ a  S/o aged 55 yea^ s^ ^ resen tly
workteg as Chief Bealf?} Asstt# (aS-hoe) In M? Bireetofat© of 

ESSO asa sesldeut of G - 16/2, Masatoagar, ludcuow ao heieby 

■veilfy that the eontsBts of this i^joindei to oountei-ieply, 

are true to the best of my personal knowledge & legal-aa*?ice 

aBd that I  have not ssEpp^ssed sny laetefial fact*

Tesifiea this G  aay of October, 1989 at Lucknow.

( f  ) 

Applicant Ho* 1

i



Cadie HeetructuilBg was feplemented in EDSO wef*1*7.t985 

whereas the SC Gandidates of Reaeari* (B&O) Discotorato were 

promoted, after the so called «RE?IEW’’, In August 1988 i.e* 

after more thaU 5 fi’ou 1*7.1905. On the cano ccaloc::,

the review should haire iDeen granted to the petitioners*

7* As regards para 12 of the counter, the averments of paras 

7 & 8 ©f application are reiterated* 

jy-_8* In reply to para 13 of the counter, the averments of para 9 of 

the application are reiterated#

"COBpensation for ’neiital torture’ nay tinfily bo aUcuod"*

9* 2n reply to para 14 of the counter, the applicants reiterate 

the "Interim Relief" claimed in para 10 of the application*

10# Para 15 of the counter needs no coiaiaents*

-  2 -

T
►S*MEA }

Applicant 5o» 1
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I K<S*fatra S/q f  af@i_ 55 yesxsffiresejatly

woifkfeg ts  Chief Deaign Asstt* (ai-4i©e) ia 11? BixeetoEate of 

EBSO aua resiaeijt of 0 16/2, MamSiaagar  ̂ Mcknow ao heiefey

m i i t f  titat tlie ©sufeats o f  tills .xej:qindei to © o u a ta M e p ljj , 

arS' true to fb© of' lay p̂ fsô BaX kucsrleige & legal-ad^iee 

ana ttjat I liaire ?j©t tuppreseti sny me-lerial fact*

fe s if ie a  tfeig t  aay o f  Oote1&®2# 1989 at M ctaow#

r
i  f  ) 

4pplieant lot 1

4
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BEFORE THE CEHTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKOT.

REPLY TO MISC.APPLICAIION 10.616 of 1990

IN

0,A.No.82 of 1989(L)

K.S.Patra 8. others ............
Vs,

Union of India and others.

Al^plicants,

Respondents.

I , S,Bhatia» S/0 late Shri U.C.Bhatia aged about 55 

years presently posted as Deputy Director(Estt-l) in the 

Office of Research,Designs and Standards Organisation 

(Ministry of Railways) Lucknow do hereby solemnly state 

as underj-

1, That the Officer above named is presently posted as 

DY,Qirector(Estt-.l) in the Office of Research,Designs and 

Standards Organisation(hereinafter called as RDSO) Lucknow 

and has been duly authorised on behalf of respondents fof 

filing the instant reply. The officer above named has 

carefully perused the available relevant records relating 

to the instant case and has also gone through the petition 

and the Misc.application filed by the /^plicant and has 

understood the contents thereof and thus he is fully 

acquainted with the facts and circumstances of the case 

deposed below:-

2, That the contents of para 1 of Misc.application do 

not call for comments,

3 , That in reply to the contents of para 2, it is 

subnitted that the remarks already offered in para 3 of 

the Counter affidavit are reiterated,

4 , That the contents of para 3 do not call for comments.

5, That in reply to the contents of paras 4&5 of the 

application it is submitted that the petitioner and others

-



Ah

t

were called for departmental selection for the post of 

Senior Design Assistant, scale Rs.2.000-3200 in the 

Motive Power Directorate of RDSO and has no relevancy 

with the upgraded posts against which the Petitioners 

have filed the application as 0 .A,No.82 of 1989 in this 

Hon'ble Tribunal,

'f' 6, That in reply to the contents of para §, it is stated

that the applicalitr?  ̂ was replied vide this office 

Meroorandiam No.Rectt/ES/SDA(MP) dt*5 ,10 .90(copy annexed and 

marked as Annexure G-1)*

7 . That in reply to the contents of para 7 , it is stated 

that the selection was fixed on 8th and fth October 1990 

to the convenience of the members of the Selection 

committee and the allegation that it was deliberately 

fixed on these dates is emphatically denied. It may however 

be subnitted that no hearing took place on 10.10.90;

8, That since the selection has already been conducted

and inspite of the written advice given to the Petitioner

vide Memorandum dt,5 .10,90, he failed to avail of the

opportunity^the Misc. application has become infructuous

and is liable to be dismissed.

VEiaFIGATION

I , S.Ehatia, Dy.Director(Estt-I) BDSO,Lucknow do 

hereby verify that the contents of para 1 of the instant 

reply are true to my personal knowledge and belief and 

those of paras 2 to 8 are based on knowledge derived from 

the perusal of the official records of the instant case 

kept in the official custody of the answering Respondents 

and legal advice. Nothing material has been concealed and 

nothing stated herein are false.

Verified this day of December 1990 at LuGknow,

-2-

Deponentr
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5«10«90

KEMORA!?DlT]I

i With rafe ranee to his application da cad 20«,y,90
• ■ Shri K,G*Patra,' Design Asstt, ' )  is infonaGd his 

i^tluosufe^_.for postponanent of ciGpartniGntal selection fcr 
tho .post'of Senior" Design A-jgistant, scale 33e2GCG-PSO0 
(EPS) has 'V3en considerod aiid he is adrisod tliat i;.!. 'i j.s 
own interest and risk ho cnist appear in t!,).o selocLicui for 
the 'said-post on the appointc-d datĉ I i .e«3th & >Ui OcboVev\, 
■595'-? i'ailinrj which ?.dninistr&tion will not hold any other 
selection separately for him and ho will his chance
of appearing in tho. selection. ■

t

D A /n a .  I
1 . • ■

Shri K«S*Patra, 
SDA(Adhoc)/lIP .Dto,' 
EDiiO/Luclmo-;;,

/
A.

I’U
'rjf  ̂ ( OaTioi/alfc  ̂ ) ^ . . . -

"'Tor Director  G6.r«"raj

^ q  clC^ '
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m  THE GMTRAL AK^II^SIRATIVE miBMAL, GffiCUIT BMGH jQ

' LUCKNOW

I

Registration No, 82 of 1989
.  ■ s

Between

V -

I/" .

v'V

i

K*S.Patra and others

Vs.

Union ©f India and others

Applicants

Respondents

PRELlMlIvfAHY OBjgSTIQHS '

I , ^.aiatia, s/© late Shri U,G#Bhatia, aged 

about years presently posted as Deputy Director/ 
p ■

>

Bstt-I in the office ©f Research, Designs and Standards 

Organisation, Ministry of Railways,^Lucknow most 

respectfully showerth as underj-

1 . That I ajra presently posted as Deputy Director/

Sstt-I in the office of R*D*S#0* Ministry ©f Eailvaysi 

Lucknow and have been duly authorised ©n behalf of 

Respondents 1 &  2 XKaxlfisxgxfeESH f©r filing the 

instant and have also gone through the petition

under Section 19 of the Q M  Act, 1985 filed by the 

applicant's and thus I  m  fully acquainted with the 

facts and circumstances of the case deposed below*‘

2 , That the main relief claimed by applicant 

in his application is that he should be promoted 

as Chief Design Assistant in scale Hs.650-960(RS) 

w .e .f* 1-7-8 5  against which his'representation

DfrecttTf JduaWsmneiiif 
, D. S. O., Ministry of R&ilvajrt, 

LU0ICN0W-.4



Was rejected on lJf-5^87 appeal was finally 

rejected on-3-8-87  yide -tonexure No* to the 

application while the applicant preferred this 

application only in the year 1989 i.e* beyond ©ne 

year limitation period.

'y  3 « . Ihat since the applicants have not specifically

challenged the Staff Post jug Order No* 330 of I988

contained in Annexure 15 to the application^als®
t

because the applicants: belong to l«fotive Power , 

Dir.ectorate while promotion vide innexur® 15 was 

gi'ven to en^loyees of B(SS Hesearch Wing ©f the 

Besearch Directorate hence the rejection of 

applicant's representation vide Jnnexure I8 cannot 

give| them fresh cause ®f action as 36. matter is 

quite different*

That the applicants have also not in5)leaded

the persons who would be affected by the relief

. /

claimed by applicantsi

therefore the ansv/ering respondents crave leave 

of this Hon*ble Tribunal to raise the followjjig 

^preliminary objections’ whish may kinily be 

decided before taking up the case on meritsa:

1 . Whether this application is barred by time?

B, Whether this application suffers from non-

impleadment of necessary parties!

G, VJhether this application is maintainable on

ground ©f availability of alternative remedy?

Dt, 2-1^ 8-89. Kespondenf )
Wf. Director Eatablishmcus 

a. D. S. O., Ministry of Railway!.



V

'  \
TmiFlQATia^

I , S.Ehatia, %.Bireetorj(!»Establishffient-I,

H,D*S.O*, Ministry of Railways, Lucknow d© hereby 

•verify that the contents ©f para;  ̂ 1 of the instant ' 

reply are true to my personal knowledge and belief 

and those of paras 2 to ^ are based on knowledge 

derived from the perusal of the available records 

relating to the instant case and legal advice*

Nothing material has been ccoicealed and nothing 

stated therein' are false* — -

Dateds i>.a^8-89* Respondent
JWrcctctor Establwihaicnî , 

U, D. S. 0., Ministry of Raiiwys

k



• LUCKNOW BENCH

Review implication No.642/92

Inre > , '

O.A. iSo,B2/1989 ' • .

R.S.Patra & 3 tothers-* ' . * i^plicants

versus

. Union of India & others# Respondents.

Hon.Kr, Justice U*C, Srivastava V,C.
Hon.Mr. K.Obawa. Adm. Member.

(Hon. Mr.. Justice U.C.Srivastava# V C.)

'y This review- ^|>licationis directed against our

judgment andorder dated 24.6.92 by which the O.A. was 

dismissed buf with certain observations. The case was 

heard and disposed of after hearing the counsel for the

par t i e s  .The scope of review cpplicatiQn is limited. It

does not.mean rehearing and reconsidering the arguments

matter howsoever the same are diff^ently worded.

The same Bench cannot sit in appeal over its earlier

judgment which dan be done by a superior court. The

Selection was made by D.P.C, and no ground having been

pleaded or if  pleaded,est^lis^ed which could have resulted

in setting ^side the oiatee assessment made by D.P.C. , there

is hardly any ground for review.There is no error much 

less than error apparent on the fac6 of the record,

§s euCh the review application has no substance and is

rej ecti

C E N T R A  A D M IN IS T R A T IV E  IR IB U N M i
.

Sh^eel/

- A d m . MOTber. y • Vice C h a irtn a n .

 ̂ Lucknow: Dateds . . ■ ' ^
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_____ ; IPGKNQW 3SNGH lUGMOW._____________

RiSVISW APPLIG at ion (i ^  9  -
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>

in re 

O.A. No: 82/1989

K .S . Patra & 3 others

Versus. 

Union of India & others.

Ihite mt fiUog -
•!  Bcceipt ¥y Past.....

, ■ K

........ Applicant.

S I .N O .

1.
2 .

p\ (i^

3.

It.

5.

c

Index
Description of documents filed 

Review Application

Copy of the judgement 

dated 2^ , 6.92 Annexure 1

Copy of S.P.O.No;18/1991 
dated 28, 1,91 , Annexure 2

Copy of representation 
dated 29. 6,92 Annexure 3

Vakalatnama.

. .Respondents. 

Pages

1 & g

(2>

1 3

Lucknow;

July 2^, 1992 .Advocate. /  

Counsel for Applicant.
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IN THS GSl'imAl milMlSTRiJlim TRIBUNAL 

. IIJCKM BBIQH LUQiaiQVf. ' ____________

O.A. 10. 82 of 1989

K. S. Patra & 3 others . Applicants.

Versus.

Union of India & others Respondents

%

Eeview petition of applica-nt K.S» Patra under Rule I7 of 

g ^ t r al Administrative Tribunal (Procedure) Rule I987 .

^6ainst the .judgement a nd order__dated 2^»692 in the above

iioted a-pplication, ______________'_________________ _

^ ^ h e  applicam^, named above Eost respectfully begs to 

states as under

1.., That following reliefs were sought for through the 

the original application.

(a) That the orders of supersession of the applicants be 

set a^cle and the opposite parties !)e directed to prom- 

oteV the applicants as Chief 'Design Assistant v/.e.f. 

1.7»85, the date when the juniors were proaoted.

(b) That the opposite parties be further direct©^ to pay

the arrears of emoluments due on that account.

(c) That the opposite parties be directed to pay interest

on the amounts found due w .e .f . 1 . 7 .8 5  upto the date 

of actual payment, after the decision of this case.

2. That the Judgement & order was passed oa 2*+.6.92 and

the operative postion of the judgement is as under:

PARA, h-: "There being no a-lie gat ion or malafide

or bias, as it cannot be said that the Departmental 

Promotion Committee fell into an error in making 

assessment. However, so far as the record is concerned, 

the difference does n9t app3ar to be much and in 

particular year, there was down gradation for .v̂ hich 

it appears that noK earlier notice or whatever is

contd. . . . .  2/-



( )

J

given to the aapplicant, there appears to be no

reason why now the case of upgradation or higher
■ \

post will not be considered and their ad~hoc

upgradation will not be regularised, but for the 
/

the above observation, the application is 

dismissed® No/ order as to costs®”

A copy of ih© Judgement dated 2if®6.92 is being enclosed as 

Annexure. «•. 1 of this review petitioij, ' ■

3s That the,Hon>ble Tribunal after perusing the

minutes of Select Committee had stated as under 

on order sheet dated

"The question involved in this case is as to 

whether the petitioners were entitled to be 

upgraded vide order of Railway Board dated 3.7«85» 

?or this purpose we called for the minutes of ' 

Select Gcanm it tee. The same were not complete 

in as much as it did not disclose as to why 

the petitioners were mk reprehended. ' The reasons 

have not been recorded in the papers shown to us. 

fUiggfore, let 'the documentary evidence be 

produced before us to , enable us to judge that 

the procedure of the Selection Committee were not 

arbitrary in super seeding the petitioners'*.

*

The Hon'ble Tribunal in para 3 of the Judgement \̂ ere also 

pleased to observe as under:-

"Although the applicant earned the entry of go< 

and very good but in the year 198lf incidently 

all these four were rated as ’average«i.& it appearJ 

that because of this slight difference between t k  

the records of all these persons, these four 

applicants were not upgraded
up^iaat.a, ihe assessment

contd, • * #3/1



( 3 ) %

%

¥

The assessment was to be made by DKJ & 

the difference howsoever made was for D .P .G . 

to decide & assess and howefer the contention on

behalf of the applicant is strong, it may be these

minor details or entry of one year was not to be 

taken into acoo^t. It is n o t  possible for

Tribunal to re-assess . the saiae."

It thus becomes manifestly clear that the D .P .C . had 

definitely committed a grave error by not including the 

the nemes of the applicants in the select list. It has

also been stated in para ^ of the Judgement that

the applicant was not given any notice for entry of

a particular year & difference does not appear to be

much. Prom above it transpires that:-

(i)

(ii)

The D .P .C . had not given any reasons for super- 

seeding the applicant in their proceedings.

lo notice of particular year (198V) was given 

to the applicant. It is well settled law that 

any adverse/otherwise remarks are not communicatedi 

to the employee, they cannot be read against him 

in consideration of promotion for higher post and 

every administrative action has to be fair and 

equitous. The D.P C. had not dealt with the 

the applicant fairly & equitably with the result 

that the applicant could not be promoted to 

the regular post of Chief Designs Assistant.

The m e t M  of s e ^ io n  was * seniority cum fitnesj 

and the Somittee while considering the ease of | 

applicant did not apply their niiKi and did nol 

act reasonably in superseedtag the claims of

• m r n t  He u g  ^

eatriej

the

g o o d

in
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and the Hon«ble Tribunal have also held that 

the difference being ’minor’ should not have been 

considered against the applicant. When the Q.P.G 

had not passed any reasoned order or had committed

an error of assessment in respect of applicant, 

the Hon’ble Tribunal can certainly interfere. The 

claims of pranotion of the applicant is further 

substantiated by the fact that the applicant was 

considered fit in I986 and was given ad-hoc

promotion.

L

i

5.

That the relief granted by the Hon’ble Tribunal could 

not benefit or cover the case of the applicant as on 

the date of the judgement the applicant was not working 

as Ad hoc Chief Design Assistant. He had already

■  ̂ \ '
been downgraded on 2o.|.91 and reverted as Senior 

Design Assistant. 1  copy of the order dated 28. I . 9I. 

is being filed as innexura 2. The position was not 

brought before the Hon’ble Tribunal on account of 

the fact that original relief sought for setting 

aside the supersession orders and granting promotion 

on the post of Ghief Design Assistant w .e .f .1 .7 .85.

That in view of the relief granted by the Hon’ble 

Tribunal and the fact that due to ceasure 

the' applicant on ad-hoc promotion, the question of 

his regularisation on the ad-hoc post does not arise

That the applicant after receiving the copy of 

judgemen^ dated 2 +̂06.92 represented to the Director 

General^R .D .S .O . on 29o6.92 and insisted that the

the case of the applicant be referred to Select
■ /

Goinmittee for passing suitable orders in his 

case* Since the applicant has not been favoured

.... 5/-
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6.

with any response to his representation, he has 

no other afcernative except to file this review 

petition for modifying the judgement to enable the 

the applicant to receive the benefit of the 

the relief granted by the Hon»ble Tribunal.

A copy of the representation dated 29.6*92 is 

being filed as innexure 3 this review petition.

That this review application is being filed within 

one month of the receipt of the judgement,therefore, 

it is within limitation'.

P R A T E R .  ' ■ -

tS, it is most graciously prayed that Hon'ble 

Tribunal may kindly grant the follwting reliefs by 

modifying the judgement dated 2U'.5,92 'by including 

the directions to the following effect; -

(i) That the respond^ts may be directed to Qonvene a

Review' Committee to fea consider the case ’

cf the® applicant for |)romotion to the post of Chief 

Design Assistant fian the date his juniors were 

promoted (1.7.85) without taking into consideration 

the minor difference for 198^ for wiiich neither any 

notice was issued to the applicant nor he was ever 

intimated about the same.

Lucknov/:

Dated: 2lfth July, 1992
( K .S . PATRA ) 

Applicant,

Tiirough slari Saran 
Advocate,

Counsel for Applicant.
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IH THB CENTRAL *OMINISTRATIV£ 'raiBUN»JL»LUC3CNCW BEHC«

• LIXTKKOW.

O.A. No, 82 of 191^9.

KoS. Patrs 6 3 others.................  .........>^ppllc^nts*

. Versus

Union of India ic others........   Raspondents,

Kon'ble Mr* J\istice V.C.Srivftst&va* V.C* 
llonlUft _K, 0^^ > Menfeer (A ).--

(By Hon*bl« Mr.JUsticft U*c«8rivastay«.v( 

the applicants four in number 9«rva Sri 

K.S* patre« D«M. Bhattaobarj«e« His«im»Min and 

^ u j a  hav» appreach<4 th|* ^ribunftj

■ 8isd i»' prayed fch#̂  vill bt

'■»« Chief J W f f i i a t a n l f - ' ‘

fr0#]l,f,@S, tji® d«tf «h#i(i:the!>i}u»|>§r|,,fer» protRO^d’
.-//

a^>they »ay aXso be |>si<l the arre^^rd 0f n̂s0luir»ntsi 

and interest »ay «l»o b# f>*id to |r«a that

4«t«, .. , ■ '

3» I4 i t^eet «lpjl44mti|worU|»f'4|ii;iiifP.s.o* .;

in the grade 5S0«.1&0, $n vAeh? ©f f^ilw^y Boaiw 

civ*cuJ«P dated S,7##Sc«flr« res true t i n ^ w f  t® be 

dw e m  tlif basi# of pcr»l4^ cenriff Sf<?or<S8,

eppli<s^»t ?«l (Si 4 w r«  t^^rf§^«4 and the 

4«i?iori p :■ ^ ■

of a»4ef pesign ii| Rit ;

«|:^^<3ant m * % wsp f#sequent^|f f i i ^ d  h f o t ^ r

4iit«4 which v«f> co?»tt»w*U«m earner

order* HepTffentatiopi »itr« m 4§ l?jr applicant# T->nAjL,̂ >^

bMt the ae(!»9 repretentetAoni f»|#9te4 M  ihat 

4i vhy tJit tppJioant«h»ve apprpafje« thi# tribunal* (v^Vvre^

I, respon^eiiti h»ve oppqeed the ci«ii« of

thf epplieawtsend h«l[^|it«ted the «radat|o?» w®f

h f ^ p ^ ^ r n m i  ®<SflRittf? ill

p»rsw*ii«?e of Rfillway <S»te4

the »es»e r*»<* «8 elassific^s**

ticn ®S l»o»t ooysred by the?® r»»#trwcJturi»9 ordena
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"Selection” and "Non-Selection’*as tho case may be 

ren>ains unchanged. HowPv?r, for the purpone of ' 

implementation of these orders, if an Individual 

railway servant becomen due for promotion to only 

one grade above the grade of the post held by h^m, . 

at present, on a regular basis, and such higher 

grad® post is classified «8 •  “Selection" post, 

the existing selsctiw procedure will gtand modified 

in such ® ca«e to the «xfcent that the selection 

will be based on •  scrutiny ©f service T«corda 

without holding any writtan »nd/or viy«^voe« tests ,̂

Onder thi# proe«dur« the cettgorisatioi)*outstanding* 

will not •Jtist." hB a of ft consiftoroUon

by the Departnental proaiot̂ lon Commit te« 31 Officers 

i^re promoted and four wert pot promotad, has HlJhLd 

been brouijht to our notioa t^at all thes9 persons 

war® promoted on adhoc basii^Sn the very naxt yw r  ^  

obviously because vacancies «er« oxistin^ »Rd thay 

Ĥ6ve considered fit to handle this ..iiipograded 

post. behalf of th« applicant^ this 8slection 

has been challenged and it has been cont«»nded that , 

the j.ecord was not properly prepared, ih* record 

has been produced before us which indioatas that the 

entries of over all 31 persons who were promoted 

%#ere much better thA.n the applicant, although the 

licant earned the entry of good and very good 

in the year 1984 incidently all thes# four were 

rated as average and it appears that beoaufie of 

this l i ^ t  Aifferenc* between the record of all 

these persons, these four applicants were not >ip- 

graded,, Ih® assessment was to be 8>ade by the Dapart« 

wsental Proiftotion Conwitt^ and the difference hCMSO* , 

ever made^was for the Departwentel Promotion
A

Cotwnitted tp decide end asses and

howsoevar the contention on b ^ a lf  of the applicant

-■ 2 -

4-TWa«. 

/\ ^ v r e ^
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is strong, it may b e #  these minor details or entry 

of one year wâ , not to be taken into account, 

is not possible for the Tribunal to rc-asses the 

same*. In this connection the powers o £  tha ecn^t 

i s  X i n i i t e d «  a n d  in t h i s  connection a  referenQ^^ 

to b t t  m a d e  i n  t h e  e a s «  of f i a l p a t  A M  S a h i b  ' ^ ' a l s n k ^ j  

V s ,  S .  M B h & j a n  A . X k R *  i 9 9 0  3 . C .  P .  4 3 4  a n d  I n  t h «  

c a s a  o f  S t a t «  B a n k  o f  X n d i a  V s *  J l o h d *  M y n n i d d ^  

i m  « n d  t h a  e a s «  o f  V * I > * 3 . C  V s ,  H i r « n y « ^  L a i  p « o  

1 9 8 8  S v C d  9 »  1 0 6 9 <> t h «  I f t t f r  e a s e  y « s  u n d « ;

«  p & r t i o u l A s *  r 8 g u t ^ ^ i 0 V i i  t h «  w i l l  n o t

, b «  &itS 9 t e n ^  w h ® n  • « e « 8 8 m 8 n i s  l 9  f e y

P«p*rtrapntal

. 4 #  ^ « r e  b « i R 9  a o  « i l « g a t 4 . o n  o f

m  ^ i & n #  « 8  s u c h  i t  c f n n o t  b @  s a i d  t h « ^  t ! ^  

p » p a r ^ m o n t a ^  P r o m o t i o n  p p o s n i t t e ^  £ « l ! ^  i n t o  a n  d r r o r  

i n  » a H l n 9  t h a  I » s » « i 9 9 t n e n t e  t o  f a r  a s  t ^ a

r e c o r d  in  e o n c « r n « d  t ? M i  4 i f f « r e n « i t  4 e f ( |  ^ o t  a p p e a r  

t o  t o «  i 9 u o h  a n d  i n  ( A r t i c u l a r  F * ^ /  v a s  d o v f n

g r a d a t i o n  f o r  W h i o H  t t  a p p ’ ^ o r *  t h a t  n o  a e r l i a r  

n o t i c *  o r  w h a t S ¥ « | T  i 9  g i v a n  t o  t h «  a p p l i c a n t ^  

t h a r a  a p p e a r s  t o  b e  0 0  r a a s o n | t E ^  w h y  n o w  t h a  c a s «  

o f  w p g r a d a t i w  o r  ^ ^ g y i t r  p o s t  w U l  n o t  f e e  c o n s i d e j  

• a  a n d  t J > P i r  a d < ^ « »  i ^ p o r a d a t i o n  w i l l  n o t  b «  

r a g u l a r i s t d ,  P\it f o r  t h «  a b o v t

o b s e r v a t i o n #  a p p l i c a t i o n  i »  p t h ® r w i » a  d i s m i s s ^  

K o  » s  t o  t ^ »  c o # t » »

- 3 -
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Vi??# Chairman,

‘VA

pt? Junt ?4f l®8?*
iDV@}

I'd-
t;cpuiy Xr:;;r.l

OutiUiil .ii-ivc 'I
Luc,li);'.ow Bc iich .
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Government of India 
Ministry of Rail«ayg 

Research Designs and Standards Organisation

)

o

SIM’S’ POSTINS ORDER KO, IB OF 1991

As a result of Departmental selection for the post of 
Chief Design Assistant scale Rs, 2000-3200 held on 8/9,10*90 
and 20/21-12,-90 for MP Dte* and on their emfc>ar̂ lment, the 
following staff vdio are already cfficlating as Chief Design 
Assistant on odhoe basis are alloWe<i to continue to officiate 
as “such on regular basis w*e«f* 8#1,91 i .e . date of 
declaration of the result;-

i) Shri 
ii) Shri 

ill) Shri 
iv) Shri

V

V
V i

vii

Shri
Shri
Shri

D,M, Bhatbacharya 

Rana Singh 
Rajendra Kumar 
Satish Chandra 
O.P, Ctiaubey 
S*K. Khullar

Karar (SC)

2* The following Senior Design Assistants who have also 
been placed on the panel for the post of -Chief Design Asstt* 

are_prc5noted as Chief Design Assistant scale Rs* 2000-3200 (R P S )  
frcTO the date they take over charge of highet post:«f

i) Shri S.C* Bhalla 
ii) ahri S*K, .sharns r̂  At-present offg* as CDA in ED-Dte,

. , ; ofi tenure basis*
iii) Shri. 0 .5 , 'panesar 
iv̂ ) Shri ApC. Tripathl 
V) Shri Ram Ijal

vi), Shri P. Abdul Rehman - At present offg, as CDA in SD Dtei
on tenure basis, 

vii) Shri R.K. Dey -do- . -do-

3* The daite from- which the staff actually take over charge of 
the higher post may please be intimated to Estt-I Section for 
further necessary action. They will be entitled for officiat­
ing pay and allowances in respect of higher post on completion 
of 22 days continuous service. The above staff are further 
informed that, their officiating pay will be fixed in higher 
grade in terms of Rule 1316 (FR-22/q)R-II initially.. They can, 
however<i give option within one mooth from the date of issue 
of this Posting Order for fixation of their pay initially in 
the manner as provided \mder Rule 1313(a)(1)(FR*-22)/r-ii 
which may be refixed on the basis of provision of Rule 1316 
(PR/22^)R-II on the date of acarrual of next increment in the 
lower grads,

4« The following Sr. Des^n  .Assistants, who are officiating 
as Chief Design Assistaj5t;i^'^|^^- JMS and could not find 
place in tke panel fchs post of

%\a}

... .t’-'it:'
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Sr. Design Asslstanti-

i) Shri Nizamuddin 
Shri M.L.. Ahuja 

vn i) Shri K.S. Pa’tra
iv) Shri D.C, Singhal
v) Shri J.P, Yadav - The post of CDA. against which

Sh, Yadav was officiating has been 
dowi graded and operated as 3DA scale 
Rs. 1600-2660 w. e«f, 28.-1,91 t i l l  
further orders^ This post is in 

. operation in t'ha, Insjpaction Cell at
D L w / Varanasi,

vi) Shri Surya Prakash . . ‘
v ii) Shri A.R. Bose 

v iii)  Shri R.P, Kardam (SC)

5. As the panel is prpviaional, tlie promotion o£ staff as 
mentionsd in para 1 & 2 above is  also provisional^

(This issues vji th the approval of DSMP)

U> X-

DA; Nil,

File MO. ART/91
Date: 28.1.91
Manak Nagar, Lucknow-ll

(M.L. Malhotra) 
for Jt. Director Stds. (l/a)

DISTRIBUTION

JDi4P(I/c) JDMP^XII Dir (Pin.) DD/E-I DD/3-II SO/Admn. 
SO/E-III (in duplicate) SO/Confdl. ■ S0/T4P Staff concorned
Notice Board CTSA/RDSO P/file,of Staff con<5arned.

Director (SD) - ::t is requested that iiimadiate arrangement 
may please be made to relieve S/Shri S.K, Sharma, .
P. Abdul Rehriun and R.K. Dey to enable them to join I'L'̂  Dte» as 
Chief resign Assistant,

ft
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Tl'.e Director General̂ , 
R.D.S.C.,
Lucknov/.

oxr,

SubJ- Pra'er for rec£;nsideration of orornobivn,

Case wo, CA~82/89(L) of Central Ac’jninist)'clivc 
Trib’onal/Lucknev; decided cn 2 4~6-1992» fxle.':; hy 
K.S.Patra £c Qthers  ̂Vs UCI £i others, v

>

•'f

(5'

■V
.Ji-

■f

/{

W r,

v> •'

. I  am enclosing' a cc;:;y of Judgement of the alA-vo case,
I  earnestly beg to state as under:-

1. I  was stagnating at the rnaximuTi of the sccle on tM̂:; 
pest of SD7i/MP when the Cadre Restructurin<i! Crde3:G 
dated 3~7~*£5 'were issued by the Railv/ay Board*

2 , . In view î f the said orders, a Selection CGrnrnittee
was formed• to scrutinise the Service Records and' 
promote nil the elioible candidates, e-n th';' bacia 
of its findings.

3 . 1  have not earned any adverse remarks so far/ nor 
any ever; communicated to me.

4« To my utter surprise, my name (alongv^ith three c-tl;ers 
who joined me in the above OA before CAT/Lucknow)Man n&t there amongst’ the selected.

5o Cn my representations*, our Adxninistraticn rej. l̂icd
t€* the effect:

“The Committee appointed to asses the suitability 
of the candidates under Cadre Restructuring SchKne, 
found him not suitsible for the post of CDA/5̂ ‘'*

6, The supersassion was intimated to me on 22-7-eG

and subsequently myself with ©ther three wVio i> îned 
me in CAT/Lucknow \vere pr-;«imoted on ad-hĉ c basis 
as CDA/MP v.'.e.f. 2o-9r86 i«e. after two raonths 7^,

2 2-7-S6,

,  T yuuuC©
Cur last application dated 12-10-BG (thir; e>ne was
submitted jointly) we have requested you RHVIL'V/ ^  
our case c-n the anology of the cases of Cri TulSl a:;itvvJ>Vv»arv>̂  ̂

y   ̂ Sir.iirii.r,. and Shri Ham Chandar, SPJ'./Res. „ (both. Pelongir.g
I * to 1-ler.erved Comruunity) who wore not fcund suit-ble

the f ir s t  :> rsta; but later the Cwiniiiltcê  ■ f\.iu:d 
f i t  and were prcnoted (vide S PO . 33 'O/V-il).

Our representation for the same action as above, 
v/as.not allov/ed and reviev; was not ordered Uri.ough , ;
there is no reservation for SC/ST- under RertcructiirincScheme 
as per the Judgement in Case lies. 414/87, 432/C7- £: 468/87 
filed before C.-J?/Allahabad by Shri I-J.KoSaini, Sh. !'..L,jhamli 
and Sh, K.K.Verma (all b«;;long t» I'̂ DSO/Lucknow).

. . .. .
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The CAT/Luc-vnow sent for our Service Recorc's and. after
v)oruaing -the san’ie observed:-

’“The'Record has been produced before uc wh.ich indicate , 
that' the entties of over a ll 31 persons wliô v.'tvre 
promoted v/ere much better than the applicant^ althougii 
the applicant earned the entry of 'c;ood & very c;c'Od' 
but in the year 1984 incidently all these four were 
rated as ‘average' and it  apnf.ar£ that becua.v;G vf 

this 'l ig h t ' difference betv;een the record of a ll thece 
persons^ these fcur applicants v;ere not upgraded". .

The . CAT/Lucknc-V7 relying on the observations of Supreme 
Court in Dalrat Abasahib Solankee u others Vs Dr, E,S, 
Mahajan St ethers, AIR 1S90 SC P 434 (1990 300(1^3)80) 
wherein it  is  stated:-

" I t  is  not the function of the Court to hear appeals 
over the decisions ©f Selection Comridttee  ̂ to scrutinize 
the relative merits of the candidates"

Acain in UPSC Vs Hiranyalal Dev 1988 SC P 1059
(1988 see...(CRI) 484) i t  is  observed;-.... ................

"Prop: r orders for Tribunal or Court v,-aid. be tw dirf-ct 
tine Selection Committee to reconsider the impucned 
select l i s t  on merits.

and,finally in
State Bank of India Ct others ' Vs Md. ‘‘̂ ohinuddin
SC 1989 (1987 see (l&s) 464) v/herein it was observed:-

1 0.

"Decisien cf Selection Committee should not ordinally b̂  
interfered v7-ith by Court unless it  is viti'ated by 
iTialafIde cr b ias. Court should dir^tr'tTie authorities 
ta consider tlie case uf tJie acgreved officers for 

promotion".

Considering the record and s'obsequent promotion on adlioc 
basis,, the Tribunal in its  Judgement annexed herev/ith 
observed:-

/

"Hov/ever# so far as the record is  concerned the 
difference does not appear to be m.uch, and in a 
particular year, there v/as down gradation, for vv)iich 
it  appears that no earlier notice or whatever is 
given t»s the applicant, there appears to be no reason 
v/hy now the case of upgradation or higher noct v/ill 
not be considered and their adhoc upgradation v/ill 
not be regularised."

4^it^La

__ •!
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I'R'WER

In vie'..' uf the ..'i’oovo obsorvotioni', it  ir. rno;;i. liunih'iy 
i-n.iyi.J LliaL Llio Ccises ut mine (who is retiiiincj v;itl'iin a, 
day &r two -due on 30-G-92) and tv/o others barring iri 
D.M,Bhattacha.rjee v/hiti was since been promoted on.rc-jcjular 
b-isia, be irtferred tc- the Selection Conunittee for wliich 
'saita}:^le orders, keeping in view the instructions 
contained is  P.ailway Eoaird's I'Io .FCjtII/74/M S/16 dated 
7-1-76 v;hich states that:- ' ' ’

"The pfenciple of seniority subject to the rejection 
uf uilSIT should be strictly  applied, for aouointinent 
to Selectiijn Gjrade."

¥

lin eanrlv >dnd order is solicited. 

Thanking

■>

Enel: C«py of Judgement of
Case no.CA-82/89(L) of 
CAT/Lucknov/ o

Dated; 29-6-92

Yours faithfully,

( IC.S.PATRA ) 
S ,D .A  

M.PaDte.^RDSO

................  I
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\j\j-̂ ^̂ f!r̂ î̂ J firm 3?̂ t htw «cil «tt?t ani'

f̂cTT̂ T

?fT5ft (ngri )̂

>T  ̂ U  to



'5

IN ®  ADMINISTRATIVE TRU3UNAL LUGMOW BiiIKH lUCig'IOW
^  ------------- -------------  - - -

Review Petition Under Rule I7 of Central Administrative  ̂

Tribunal (Procedure) Rule 1987*

in

^1992-' -V  ̂ .
iff I '' ‘

/
\

J  V T V ^ S  i A y * *  < * .  V

O.A . No; 82 of 1989 .

K .S. Patra & 3 others

Versus.

& others. .Rsspondents.

a f f i d a v i t

I ,  K.S.  Patra, aged about 59 yea rs S/o late K.K.Patra 

resident of G-16/2 Manaknagar, Lucknow do hereby solemnly atilix 

and sta te on oath as under:-

1) That the deponent is the applicant in the accompanying| 

review applica tion and is w^ll acquainted with the.facts' depc 

below.

, 2 . That the contents of ^^.ras 1 to 6 of the accompany re’

application are true to my personal ^Jsn^wledge and be/ 

of the deponent.

Lucknow;

Dated: July 2lf, I992.
S . PATRA ) 

Deponent.

. V S R I  F I C 4- T I  0 n

I ,  K. S. Patra, deponent do hereby verify that t/^^® 

qf^Ip|as 1 & 2 of this affidavit are true to ray persona/^®

\n\
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( 2 )

I.*5-

and belief. No part of it is false. So help God.

O*•

liueknow;
*

Tiilv 10OP  ̂  ̂ ( K» Pa © A)
Juxy, 2M-, 1992 Deponent.

I identify the deponent who has signed

before me.

^ . & § v ^ l 0 4 W  

( >
Advocate.

-

-ftwwkJ

■T: -


