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APPLIcni'-iT (3 ) ■ ^  ___

iU'3F :i' .>Ei'!r; 3) cj

a

■fl'

Particulars to be examined
iii»wi~rT-~— !■■ 11

Is the appeal competent 7

a) the application in the 

prescribed form ?

,b) Is the application in paper 

book form ?

c) Have six complete sets of the 

application been fiJied ?

a) Is the appeal in time ?

b) If*fTot, by how many days it 

is beyond time?

c) Has suffieient case for not 

making the application in time, 

been filed? .

Has the document of authorisatior/ 

Uakalatnama been filed 7

Is the application accompanied by 

B .o y P o s t a l  Order for Rs.SC/-

Has ttve certified copy/copies 

of the order(s) against which the 

application is made been filed?

•a) Have the-copies of the

document^relied upon by the 

applicant and mentioned in  the 

application, been filed ?

b) Have the documents referred 

to in (a )  aboue duly attested 

by a Gazetted Offleer,and 

numbered accordingly ?

c) Are the,-documents referred 

to in-(a) above neatly typed 

in double sapce ?

Has the index of documents been 

filed and pagaing done properly ?

Hav/e the chronological details 

of representation made and the 

out come of such representation 

been indicated in the appUoatlon?

.'s the matter x ^a e d 'In  the appil-

''"V of
'  -ny other Bench of Tribunal?

I__n_jjai aL— ■-■•rr-n--

Endorsement aa to result ~of examinatioji

'
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perbiculars to he EKaminod

4v:: 'CH'. 
f

:c applicatior/duplicate 
a,i'0 copies signed .?

Endorsement a? to result of exaniinatiofv

1 7 -

1 5 .

Arn ■ extra ::gpio.;j uf . the application 

:ino;curG3 ’’iiod ? ■ ■ ■

a ) ■.dc-ti'c-al uitl? Griginal ?

3.) Ooi-oti've. ? . • ■

'c). 'da.iting, :,n Annoxurcs

chc f i l s  ;>l2c .cnyclopes 
full aQdrcssGs of the 

■ f^.spundcnts been filed ?

Arc Lha Qiyen address the 

iOv;istcir'Gd addrcps ?

D-: zhe riarnas; af- tha parties' 

statud in  the copios tally with' 

th(!&G ifidicatad in the -appli-

cat'uon ? '

Arc the lr.;';'~3lations certified ' 

■■',0 ;-.D tu^D ur„,sijpr.ortcd by an. 

Affidavit affirTdnq that- they 

ara- true ? ■

' Arc, tha ■"acts, of oho case ■ ■ 

mentiancd in item n.o,'5 of'the '' 

•applicatio n ?

a) Concise..?

b} Urider-distinct huads '?

c )  'fcrnborcd consectiv/aly fj,

dj Typed in .double spaca on one 

•' side 0 '̂ thu .pajDcr ? ’ ■

have, tha paT;tiai!j,a7:s for interim 

order praycJ fee indicat-ed with ■ 

reasons ? , ’

,, I ■raiiOQxcs- nâ 'C:
been oxhausced, 

Inest}/
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OtiDER SHEET

IN tHE CENTRAL AOmNlSTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

ALLAHABmD/C .B > LUCK!^OW , ,

0.i^. 372 DF 19 90(L)

O^P. Srivastava \is\ Union of India

S l .N q .

r

Date

GHmiVSHYhPI/

Office import

Ni>u^

€ k

u>-*4

-VtrfV'

Orde'ts

21« 1 1 .90 . ' 1

Hon’bls Mr, Justice K, Nath^V.C.' 

Hon*bla Mr, M.M. Sincfli» : A .M . ■

Heard the learned.'counsel for ‘ 
the applicant® Issue notice to respon­
dents to show cause why tte petition may 
not be admitted. In particular#they 
will explain why the applicant has not 
oeen called for interviewjfor the, ensu­
ing interview from 19th to 2 1 .11,90 whei 
he had been called . f or interview or thd 
same post held in August, 88 by An:]iexureJ 
5 and one A^K. Chetwani who possesses 
the same qualifications as the^ apjjlicaz 
who is junior to the applicant in ithe 
gradation list and is elder in age’ th ^  

the applicant has been called for intei 
view,-

In the matter of interim reiie 

issue notice and list  for orders on 
12 ,12 ,90  as no Bench of this Tribunal 
available at Lucknow in the week comme 

ing 03, 12.1990. In the meantime/reispod 
dent No. 2 shall permit the applicalnt t 
appear at the interview f o r :the post of

\ (i—

£î  ^  h V

O i   ̂ -

S ■ L.:

n \ |i-

pursunce oi 

in Anne>cure-
-hemest and Metallurgists ir 
the advistisement contained'
1/ but subject to the further orders __
this Tribunal, h  copy of the order:may 

be given to the learned counsel for the 
applicant today, ';

Ms/

Sd/-
A . M . V.G .

n  p ^ i  M  3  .
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in  THE central- a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  - tribunal

■ - (LUCKNO'* BENCH)-

- '■ LUCkNO'u'.- - ■

' ^ . A .  NO

• T .  A ■ NO

■ 199 0::̂  (L

-Date o f  , D e c i s i o n  :

' P e t i t i o n e r ( s )  ■’

C O R A  -ri

i  li.: £ k

. A d v o c a t e  fo r ,  the  

R e s p d n d e n t s  '

vlhe;

The

1 .'

2*

3 .-

4.-„

Ho n ’ b 1 e M r . \ c£< f ^

H on 'ble  n r . ‘ V:- A  ■

: o ^W h e t h e r  r e p o r t e r  o f  l o c a l . p a p e r s  may be a l i o u e d  to 

see  t h e  3udgfflent ? ' '

To- be .referrfid  t o . ’t h e  r e p c t e r  or n o t * ?  ,

W h e t h e r  tob e  c i r c u l a t e d  to  o th e r  b e n c h e S : ?

U h e t h e r  %e¥e t h e i r  - L o r d  .ships ,uish  to see  t h e  fair-^ 

copy- o f  the  Dudg.ment ,? v

i
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CSNTF^L ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL LUCKNOW BENCH LUCKNOW

Orieinal Application No. 372 of 1990(L)

Om Prakash Srivastava  .........................Applicant

Versus

Union of India & Others  .....................Raspondents

Hon*ble Mr. Justice U.C.Srivastava# V .C .

Hon’ ble Mr. K. Obavva. Member (A)

( By Hon’ble Mr. K. Obayya, Member (A))

The applicant who is workinf as Chief 

Inspector (MET)/Chief Research Assistant (MET) in the 

Research Desifn Standards O r fa n isa tio n (R .D .S .O .) , 

Lucknow, in the Railways, applied for selection to the 

pd)st of Chemists and Metallurfists in response to a 

notification dated 13 .1 .1990  issued by U .P .S .C . The /  

posts-5 iri a ll , out of which one was reserved for

S .T . candidates were attached to the Railway Board 

in the Ministry of Railways and formed part of 

Railway Service Group 'A ’ (Gazetted) ; and carried pay 

scale of Rs. 3000-4500/-. The Qualifications 

prescribed for the posts were-de§ree in Metullurgical 

Snfineerinf or decree in Chemical En§ine,erinf from a 

recofnised university coverinf certain specified 

fields like Petroleum products,paints and corrision 

products etc. and 7 years experience in Industrial or 

Research and Development Orfanisation in manufacturing 

practices,materials specifications etc.

2 . Accordinf to the applicant,havinf passed

the examination conducted by Indian Institute of 

Metals,Calcutta in 1981 ,which awarded him a 

certificate A .M .I,I ,M ,w h ich  is equivalent to a decree 

in Metullurfical Engineering and with experience 

spanninf 23 years in the related field , he was

C o n td ..2 /_



• • 2 •• # e- •

e3i]fible for the post in all respects. But not 

withstanding this, the U .P .S .C . did not call him 

for interview. Affrieved by this, the applicant has 

approached the tribunal prayinf for issuance of 

direction or order commandin§i respondent n o .2 (U .P .S .C .)  

to call the applicant for interview for selection to 

the said post.

3. The case of the applicant is that he 

fu lfills  all the conditions refardinf qualification, 

experience etc .for the post of Chemists and Matullur- 

§ists ,notified  by U .P .S .C . and in fact in the year 

i . e . 1988, he was called for interview for the 

vacancies notified then,thoufh he was not successful 

and in these circumstances, the action of the 

respondents in not callinf him for interview for the 

post does not stand to reason and is arbitrary and is 

in violation of Articles 14 and 16 of the Constitution. 

It is alleged by the applicant that persons with 

lesser qualification and experience who are workine

in R .D .S .0 . ,Lucknov;,namely A.K . Chetwani and Mr. 

Rastofi were called for interview, fie made a 

representation to the U .P .S .C . pointing out this 

anomaly, taut that had no effect.

4. The respondents have opposed the case 

and in the counter it is pointed out that mere 

possession of minimum qualification w ill not entitle a 

candidate to be called for interview. Where the 

number of applications received is lar§e considerin®! 

the number of vacancies, the U .P .S .C , short lists the 

candidates on the basis of hifher qualification and 

experience, as it would not be possible to interview 

all the candidates,who had applied for the post.
'

Contd..3/-
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The practice of short listing the candidates to a

reasonable limit has the sanction of rules. Refardinf

the interview card bein§ sent to one Rastofi and

fi
another A .K . Chetwani^. It  is justified on the fround 

that both these candidates are having higher qualificatior 

and credentials than the applicant,beinf fraduates in 

Snfineerin®! in the specified field . The said Sri Rastogi 

is 3 .Sc. in Chemical Technolofy while Sri Chetwani is 

A .M .I .E . and both of them passed decree earlier i>'.e in 

1§67 and lf74 respectively, whereas the applicant has 

passed the examination only in 1981. As regards the 

total experience, it is pointed out that the applicant 

passed the A .M .I ,I .M . in the year 1581 and as such the 

total experience he acquired after passing the defree 

was less than that of the candidates who were called 

for interview. It  is also stated that if  a candidate is 

called for interview in one year that does not automatical 

ly mean that he is entitled for interview thereafter. 

Calling the candidates for interview depends upon number 

of applications received and the interse-qualifications 

of the candidates. Those with hifher qualification and 

experience are preferred for interview over those 

possessinf mere minimum qualification or lesser experience 

The respondents deny there was any arbitrariness or 

illefality  or discrimination in not callinf the applicant 

for interview, and the practice of short-list inf of 

candidates, adopted by U .P .S .C . has been upheld as valid 

by Courts of law.

5. So far as the facts of the case are concerned,

there is no dispute. Admittedly the applicant did satisfy 

V  Contd..4/-



the prescribed conditions, of qualifications and experience 

In these circumstances the question that arises is whether 

the applicant was entitled for interview call and was 

wrongly dnied the same; More so when he was called for 

interview on an earlier occasion; The stand of the 

respondents is that the applications for the post were 

short-listed and those with better qualifications and 

experience ware called for interview, as it  would not be 

possible for the U .P .S .C . to call all the candidates for 

interview and in this process the applicant was edfed out. 

This is the normal practice adopted by the U .P .S .C , and 

in the notification, callinf for application, there is 

a specific instruction in this re§ard, and this 

procedure cannot be called into question. The instructi­

ons referred to is contained in the notification

(

(Annexure C .A .2) and the relevant instruction reads as
I

under ;-

"A ll applicants must fulfil the essential 

requirements of the pd)st and other conditions 

stipulated in the advertisement. They are 

advised to satisfy themselves before applyin§ 

that they possess at least the essential 

qualifications Idid down for various posts.

No enquiry asking for advice as to elig ib ility  

will be entertained. The prescribed essential 

qualifications are the minimum and the mere 

possession of the same does not entitle 

candidates to be called for interview.

Where the number of the applications 

received in response to an advertisement is 

larfe and it will not be convenient or 

possible for the Commission to interview all 

the candidates, the Commission may restrict 

the number of candidates to a reasonable limit

^ __  Contd.5/
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on the basis of either oualification, and
* o

: experience hifher than minimum prescribed

I . in the advertisement or on the baisis of

: experience hifher than the minimum prescribed

1 in the advertisement or on the basis of
I
■ experience in the relevant field , or by

i holding a screeninf test."

f
i 6 . From the above instructions, two aspects can be

, discerned as significent. That mere satisfaction of
1

'! essential qualifications will not entitle a candidate
■ j

i to be Called for interview, and that the number of

j candidates to be called for interview may be restricted

I under certain circumstances. In the instant case the
II

i stand of the respondents is that the candidates were

1 short-listed for interview and it is on this account
'I
ii
j that the applicant was not sent the call letter as there

I were candidates with better qualifications and experience.

i 7. Reference may be made to the case of Satyadev
i

i Dahya Vs. Union of India (S..L. J . 1990-168) whe-rein the

i
j Principal Sench of the Tribunal, placing reliance on the

! decision of the M .P.Hifh Court in the case o f Dal Pratap

! ■ Singjh Vs. State of M.p. ( S .L .R .-1980 (1) V o l .23-19) held

i ”

' that the Public Service Commission is competent to
I,

j adopt the criteria for short-listing the candidates to

'I be called for interview and as such short-list in® is
i

li not arbitrary or illefal. In Jayant Kumar Vs. P .S .C . of

1 M .P . , Indore(1979(1) SLR - V o l .20-316) it was held by the

High Court that P .S .C . is competent to sereen the
i 

i

i qualification and experience of the candidates and on the

basis of screening the candidates can be selected for 

callinei for interview and that the criteria for screening 

of candidates was reasonable and there was no hostile

Contd. .6/-
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discrimination involved. In Qm Prakash Vs. State of

M.P. a full bench of M .P. Hifh Court held that it

l»as within the jurisdiction and discretion of Public

Service Commission to adopt any method it considers

appropriate in makin® selections; The Bench also

observed " if  there are 3000 applications from eligible

applicants, all the 3000 applicants cannot be considered

for selection for calling interview and the Service -

Commission has discretion to eliminate some of them and

select only a few candidates who have better qualifica-

tion and experience. The situation is simi3,feir'in the

-  r
instant case. The applicant was elimiji'at'ed in short- 

listinf and those with better qualifications and '' ’ 

experience were called for interview. In "^hese 

circumstances, it cannot be said that denial of 

interview£©Jl to the applicant was arbitrary or illegal. 

More so when Notification inviting applications for the 

post ;',-makes specific mention that mer.e qualifications, 

w ill not entitle a candidate [t'o' t>e called for interview. 

The application has nq_ mS'rit and accordingly it 'is 

dismissedy, 'Parties to bear their >own costs.

*■ . ' s '  ^

Merhber-('A/ Vice-Chairman

Lucknow Dated; ,

(RKz^)
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in ■■.the Central iidministrative'Tribunal, AMahabad 

(Lucknow Bench), DJ.cknow.

petition No. of ^99^ y

>

ora prakash Srivastava, £onof late Bidai Narain, 

Lall, resident 01 D-520, Sector-D, L .D .l . Colony, 

Kanpur Road, lucknow ©nployed with R .D .S .O ., 

Lucknow.

.Applicant

Versus

1 , union ibf India, through secretary, personnel, 

. • Ministry of Horae affairs, New Delhi.

2 , union public service Commission, thro.'.gh 

secretary, Dholpur House,' Shahjan Road,

Hew Deltii.

.......... .Respondents,
)

I K D 1 X

Si.NO. Descript ions of documents 
relied upon ' '

page No.

1- petition/application

2- N0.1

photostat copy of 'tiie advertisement 
no.1 dated 13.1.1990 published^'in 
the employment news.

1 to 10

I to  1^.

.2/
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Os

3- iinnexure No. 2

. photostet copy of the acknowledge Card /If-to IS"

2- -

4“ A^nexure No. 3

photostat copy of qualification

3- AMexure l\io.4

photostat copy of the expErlence 

certificate

6. innexure Ko, 5

photostat copy of intervievj letter

ttto

n  to

p o

7. ^^nnexure No. 6 ,

photostat copy of experience in the 

field of fatigre testing■and fracture 

machines sponsored by united Nations 

Development project at U .K . in t^e 

year,1989.

8 . innejaire No. 7

photostat copy of the representation 
to the respondent no.2 d t .9 .11 .90 .

9* Annexure wo.8
Photostat copy of 
certificate

10, affidavit

Sge

•te

to

---------------------------------------------
Signature-of the Applicant 

For use in Tri'bunals office: ........

Date of filing,

OR
Date of receipt by post. 
Reg is trati on'no . . . . . . . . .

Signature for Eegistrar
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Om prakasii srivastava, sod of late BiOai Narain, 

Lall, resident of d-520,; gector-D, l .D ,1 . Colony, 

Kanpur Road, Dicknow employed vjith P..D.S.0 . ,  ' 

luckriow.

1.

ivppl leant'

Versus

union of India, through Secretary, 

personnel, Ministry of Home affairs, 

Nev< Delhi.

union public service Commission, 

through secretary, Dholpur House, 

Shahjan Road, Mei»v jbelhi.

,Rsspondents

d e t a il s  of  APPLICATION:

1. Particulars of :the order against_wlii_ch 

the applica.tion is made;

For not having||jialled fot intervievi



1

/

( ^ ' 7

■t

fvor the posts of Chemists and Metallurgists 

Ministry of Railways Railway Board, for 

vihich intervie-ws are being held from 19.11.90 

to 21.11.1990 advertised vide advertisement 

Ko. 1 dated 13.1 .1990 at item no. 19(Ref Ko. 

Fl/647/89-RV) published in local nevjs paper 

ipioneer* and employriient news having 

circulation in Luckno'w amongst other places.

2.

3

JURiaPlCTlON OF II-IE TRIHJimL

The applicant declares that the subject'matter- 

of the order against which he wants re-dressal 

is within the jurisdiction of the tribunal.

LIMITATION;

The applicant further declares th.ct the 

application is within the limitation period . 

prescribed in section. 21 of the ActmiJ^'istrgtive 

Tribunals Act, 1985.'

4 . ’ . fa c ts  OF THS.CASSi

(a) That the applicant in pursuance of the

advert is enient no.1 ciated 13.1.1990 puolisned 

by the Respondent no.2 in the Daily News

. . . 3 /



paper called pioneer and V/eskly erDployment 

News of 1 3 .1 . 1 9 9 0  having circulation in 

Lucknow applied for the posts of Chemists 

afid Me tailing is ts, appearing at item no.1 9 /

(Ref, K0.F1/647/89-Rv) in the said advertisement 

"fhis posts falls under Railway service Group«a' 

The photostat copy of the adve,rtiseiiieiit and 

acknowledge Card of application are armexed 

herewith as Enclosure M0. I and 2 to this 

petition. ' , '

3-

(b) That the qualifications advertised for the 

Dosts were as under*-

'X ) Degree in Met-allingical Engineering 

of a recognised university or 

equivalent or Degree in Chemical 

Technology of t, recognised 

university or egaivalept covering 

any one or more of the following 

fields*- (a) petroleum products

(b) paints and Corrosion production

(c) polyners.

( i i )  7 years experience in an Industrial

or Research and Develdpment organisat-

-ion in manufacturirjg practices, 

inie-trlal applioations, materials 

specifications,' properties of

. . .  V
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materials a M  their evaluatiori in the 

respective field.

(ci That the applicant who has olotained 

by examination irom Indiao Institute of Metals, 

Calcutta is equivalent to Metullur|ical 

Engine ering and as such, -the applicant was 

fully qualified for being called to interview 

in terms of advertised qualifications. Besides 

he has 23 years experience _in the field of  ̂

Metullurl-ical Engineeri,ng as against 7 years 

required for the aforesaid post. In view of 

these qualifications the applicant vias called 

^for interview for the said post in the year 

1988,. vide iJ.p.s.G. latter no. 1/423/87-87“RV/R, 

pTo.W dated 22.7.1988 thl^ough unfortunately 

could not be selected finally. The photostat 

copies of AMIIM qualification ejiperienca and 

interviev\i letter for the said post in the year 

1988 are annexed hers:VJith as Snclosures N o ,II I  

I¥ and ¥ respectively.

(d )

(e )

That -when applicant applied inpursuance 

present advertised, he had obtained an 

additional qialification in the field of 

fatigre testing and fracture mechanics 

sponsored by united Hations Deveiq)ment 

project at U .K . in "the 19S9.ShS

Voannexed as Snclosur_e

. That despite being fully qualified^for being



D

called for interview for the said post, the applicant 

to his utter surprise s^d shock has riot be|r] called 

to interview for the said post for which interviex'^s 

are to be held from 19.11.1990 to 21 .1 1 .1990,\i;hile 

lesser qualified and lessor experienced persoris 

have been called to interview. Two such applicants. 

nataely l .K . Ghetwani^and Mr. Rastogi from Resesgch 

Design stsnderds organisation, jjacknow have been 

Called to interview for tlie said posts.

(

( f )  That on learning about not being called for interview 

while lesser qualified and experienced persons 

were being called for interview,'as mentioned 

above,, the applicant made a representation to 

respondent No.2 on 9.11.1990 which was duly 

received on the sa id^tself. This is annexed

q£ Enclosure No.VII

(g) That in teras of age also the applicant was fully

i«>
eligible for being called to interview as he^^ntitled 

for five years age relaxition in view of being G-ovt, 

eiaployee. Mr. a .K. Chet/Jani who ha£ been called 

to appes^ interview is older in the age to the

2 applicant end he ha£ been given the age relaxation 

of five years applicable to Govt, servants in the 

terms of the advertisement referred to above.

The age of the applicant as''borne out by the Higher 

' secondary certificate is 21 .6 .1947. This is annexed 

as Enclosure V III .

.6/
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5. GROUI'JDS FOR RELIEF \/ITH LEGAL PROVISIONS

(i) Because the'action of the respondent no, 2 

iB not Calling' applicant is arbitrary, and 

unreasonable.

' 4 ( i i ) Because the; action of the respondent no.2

in not Calling the applicant for the said 

posts ■violates the constitutional mandate 

of articles :1 4 and 16,

( i i i )  Because the 'action of the respondent no.2

is against the principll^ of na'bural justice.

(iv) Because the ^action of the respondents is not 

Calling applicant for interview is otherwise 

illegal and unconstitutional.

d e t a il s  of  the  RS-iSDIES EXIWSTSD s
I ■ II   i

Representation made on 9.11.1990 

(^nnexure No.VIl).

7 . matters  K)T PRS\fIOUSLY FILED OR P!5rDIi:G M H  

a n y ^OTHER CajRT.

The applicant further declares that he

........ 7/
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had not previously filed any application, writ 

petition or suit regardiiig the metter in respect 

of which this applica,t-ion has been made, before 

any court, or any other authority or any other 

Bench oi the Tribunal or aiiy such application 

\«"it petition or suit is pending before any of 

theBi,

8 . RELIEFS SOUGHT;

in view, of the facts mentiofsed in para 4 above 

the applicant..prays for the following reliefs*

(a) Issuance of a direction or order, .

■'“̂ 3
commanding the Respondsnt No.2^call

-f-." •
the applicant for interview for the 

abovemsntioned posts as the persons 

having lesser qualifications and 

experience have been called to interview 

being held from 19.11 .1990 to 21 .11.1990.

9. INTIRIH ORDER, IF I-Wf PRAYED FOR:

 ̂ That the respondent no.2 raay be restrained from 

declaring the result on the basis .of interviews 

being held from 19.11.1990 to 21.11.1990 for the 

posts of Chemists and Metellurgists Ministry 

of Rail'^ays, Railway Board, advertised vide 

advertisement no.1 dated 13 .1 .1990 having item

.........8 /

1
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Ko .19 in the said advertisement.

10. In the event of application being sent by

registered post, it may be stated whether the 

applicant desires to have oral hearing at the 

admission stageand if so, he shell attach a self 

addressed post Card or inland letter, at \vhich 

intimation regarding the date of hearing could 

be sent to him*'

■ ' jipplivable6^

- I

 ̂  ̂ of postal order in respect of the

application fees *

( i )  Name of issueing post officej G .P .O .,Lucknow.

(ii)Da.te of issue; 19.11.1 990

( i i i )  postal order Ko.« 02466623 of Rs.50/-

(iv) payable at ; Ijucknow.

12 . T.I^T o f  Ei-jCLOaJREg;

1. photostat copy of advertisement no.1 dated 

13 .1 .1 990 published in '..the emp 1 oyrnent news.

2. photostat dopy of the acknowledge Card.
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i

3 , photostat copy of qualification

4. photostat copy of the 

for the post.

,5 . photostat co|).y of the Wp& î>i;&wQ£ ©e«?N?Se«?<fe, 0
IWlo g-|-

6 . photostatcopy of experience in the field 

of fatigre testing and fracture machines
I

sponsored by ui^ited Nations Bevelppiajai^t.:

i

project at U .K . iri the year .1989.

7 . photostf^t copy of the representation tothe 

respondent no.2 dated 9 .11.1990,

S. photostat. copy Age of five

yeaTSj applicable to the Govt, servant 

in terms of :the advertise.'-ient.

verification

I, om prakash grivastava, s/o late Bijai 

Narain Lall asscj- abou c 43 ysgrs, Vvurkiiig as

. . . .1 0 /
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Chief Research AssistsntCMet) M & C Directorate, R .D .S .O . 

Ma.î ak Nagar, lucknoiv R/o,d~520, Sector~D. L.D.A.Colony 

Kanpur Roe4,Lucknow do hereby verify that the coriterjts 

of paras | to are true to my personal

knovv ledgej and paras S  \t> believed

be true on legal advice and that I have not suppressed 

any material facts.

■\

-v4.:

Ijucknow •

Datedj 2.1^.11 .1990. ; Signature of the App
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Telegram: 'RAILMANAK' LUCKNOW
6«n4)lH

Telephones 60567 & 50017

< w ™

Our Reference

f̂TT  ̂ ^

a i ^ s r n  a r P r o ? ^  aftr ?i»i5?T

Governmerit of India — Ministry of Railways 
RESEARCH DESIGNS & STANDARDS ORGAfjllSATION

5reRra-226 011-fiRt?;

LUCKNOW-226 011-Date.„.~

V

TO WHOM IT  MAY COKCBRK

C e r t i f i e d  th a t  Shrft 0 * P *  S r i v a s t a v a  s / o .L a t e  B l j a i  K a r a in  

L a i  i e  woricing In  t h ie  O r g a n is a t io n  a s  C h i e f  I n s p e c t o r ( M e t ) /C h i e f  

R e s e a r c h  A s B t t . ( M e t )  w . e ^ f ,  1 9 . 9 . 1 9 8 1  on ref?ula** b a s i s  i n  the  

Sc a le  Rs,2 0 0 0 - 3 2 0 0  (R P S ) a t  B a s i c  P a y  o f  fis .3050 /«  p .m .  H i e  

c o n s o l id a t e d  p a y  i s  Rs.408f7/~ p .m .  exo lud in i?  HR A  and  C C A .

H e  w ork ed  in  -ttie f o l l o w i n g  o a p a c i t i e s t -

i )  J u n i o r  C h e m ica l  &  M e t a l l u r g i o a l  A s s t t .  i n  the s c a le  Bs .150- 300( 

from  2 3 * 6 . 6 7  to  5 * 1 1 . 6 9  i n  M e t a llu r ff ie a l  L a h o r a t o r y  j S .lS .Railw pi 

K h a r a g p u r ^

i i )  J u n i o r  R e s e a r c h  A a s t t . ( M e t )  from  '6 .1 1 .6 9  to  2 0 . 4 . 7 3  in  the  

s c a le  1^.210 - 4 2 3 ( a s ) i n  M&C D i r e c t o r a t e ,  RDSO« L uckno w *

i i i )  S e n io r  R e s e a r c h  A s s t t . ( M e t )  from  2 1 , 4 . 7 3  to  1 )8 .9 .8 1  in  the 

s c a l e  rts,325-575 ( A S )/R s. 550- 900  (R S )  In  M&C D ir e c t o r a t e /R D S O /L K C

He h a s  got ejrperienc©  i n  the f i e l d  o f  P h y s ic a l  and  M e c h a n ic a l  

t e s t i n g  o f  R a ilw a y  c m p o n c n t c *  W e l d in g  T e c h n o lo g y , IIDT F i e l d ,

F a t i g u e ,  W ear  an d  F r a c t u r e  M e c h a n ic s  t e s t i n g  o f  R p iIw a y  M a t e r i a l s ,

He  h a s  t a k e n  P e l l c w s h ip  t r a i n i n g  in  the  f i e l d  o f  F a t ig u e  

an d  F r a c t u r e  M e c h a n ic s  end  T^Dl v n d e r  U n ite d  K a t i o n s  Dc^vslopment 

P r o je c t (t .N D p ) i n  U .Ii . frora 1 8 . 6 . 6 9  to ? ’’ . 1 0 . 9 9 «

He  h a s  passedABIlIM  Exam s of I n d i a n  I n s t i t u t e  o f  M e t a l s ,

C a l c u t t a  i n  DecemTD^^r, 1981 w h ich  is  e q u i v a l e n t  to  d e g re e  in  M e t a l l u r g y

?vi,. Ov.

Diicuo? ( }
Dftprm  ̂ v.r->v-r=T :n.' rjn5«r

'0 ;.;ijr4 a; • 'Unisnti-rrt

iv< II'.K . I <



r
ftj- />̂ )̂'Ua''nsx4 Ai(jil''-£xIu;»-d L̂hd t̂̂ UL-li::(̂

/ m k  1̂ 9-01. Yl^/v/o * ^ 5 ~
q-o q>o tĴo #0 26
U. P. S. C. a6

r

?iTq>i ^  tRv̂ 5rr̂  ^  «!tft «Toff <S <r«r «p1 wt? wttI® iw

fspsr T? ^ ini I 5THT w  «Pf

III aU letters to the Commission, please quote the number and date of this letter and the name

of post for which yoa are a candidate

w " F g f u O T a f f f ^ #  ' "  -  ~

?fo 5fto&o ?it# % § st?r ^  11

THIS LETTER ENTITLES YO U  T O  EOTER THE VPSG 
BUILDING ON THE SPECIFIED DATE ONLY-

t M .1 Ng- ) °iL-

^  /
S h . O.P, 3»rlurasfcava,

Lucknow.

ffO (̂>1)0 1/ 
No. F.i/

To

:

,k! 13 (<l̂ )

• (

?to ^0 &o mo si?ra5o 26 

(̂o ^0

U. p. s. G. Document No. s6 
STERED A. D.

)/ - - .............
( )/ - R .N o ,  . . . , i o U

m ?lRt sirjft>r.

akji fiOT, jfiT̂ i fta,

f|f fe^- uooii, fcii^.......................

UNION PUBLtd SERVICE COMMISSION 
Dholpur House, Shahjaban Road,
New Dclhi-i toon, the .................................

7-3-~7~€'f

SLu ,ect-Recruitment to tlie post (s) ol , '   ̂ '
V  0ts0s im §  St P m nlX m ^si0i6 , Mi»iirta?y of m i m & t

M U tm y  Bem d0 aes?irio«if ^roup 'A*
r̂ la,
Sir,

3^rd 15 (’T3i) % 3iml; isrraŝ <ra w (r*9w gq «inr̂ if sT'jTtsr fixk ̂  fifisr |?n | ft; ?m..........................ift
............................. ..................................... ^  f i R ^  a  T » f ,  1 ? :  f m  ^  5 f t ^  w a t n  %  ^  | |  g t  anq 1

I am directed to refer to ymu' application for the above mentioned post (s), and to request you to preseat yourself for interview at 
t'.ic ^i'ice of the Union Public Service Gommissiou at'Dholpur House, Shahjalm Road, New Delhi on at

’ 2. sm ^  majĉ R fat? srr% Jrra & ^  ^  ii|lf f»T5raT fis |§ ^
5n% «R unfl»r grir ̂ 3^ ^  strdwRi ttTfr ^  feir 3m̂»iT 1 if ^  ^  5i SKftR! ^  mwzmi

& a'*«a fifjrai ^ wwnt ftra?ft3 fen 1
0. The fact that you have been summoned for interview by the Gomntoion does not guarantee that your demand for a highe starting 

lalary will be supported by the Commission, in case you are selected for appointment. The intial pay of a csndidtate dready in Central 
Government service will be fixed ordinarily in accordance with the rules on the subject.

3. fhr ^  Srar «nik % feq fotn? qrar m a*JT ^  snr ?iiir 1
sigt & amii ^  i?r an if, feorot Jf »̂rr cR? inraî r̂rgrl’i f̂trq?ri«t5t

?TT̂ 0̂ fiRT <5T§ »rc ^  srrr sinrW % ^ snti to ? sct 'prarr arara>R ar(t̂  ^  ^
m w  3H7 ®TT f& nwt)i w  0)if% & <Ji?r & ir if »

3. The Union Public Sci vice Commission do not defray the travelling or other expenses of candidates summoned for interviews.

note.
would
leave.

091s at IT jLs« H f U ^ n  m vx9 )



T

VMO/tM/V-e/V^ .—  ̂  

C/\?.RIAGE DIRECTORATE

W ^ L 'U IC J D  _

No .MC/FROJ/UNDP
Dated; 29.12.1989

Subj IND/86 /0 08-Upgrading of RStD capabilit;!e.'=: of 
the RDSO,Lucknow.

Ref: Shri P,N,Pathak,?rogrF.mne Officer.UWDP,
New Delhi's letter No,lND/86/ 008/ 01/F  
of 6.12.1989.

UNICCD, New York have fcrvarded certificates for 
the fcllcv.'ing Officers who have satisfactorily completed 
their training abroad under u::df Project No.IND/86/008;

1, Dr, ii.N.ChaJcravnrty. 
\ ^ .  Mr, 0,P,Srivaf:tavo,

3, Mr, N.R.Banerje®,
4, Wr. S.Das,

DirlMlC; ;is requested to distribute these certificates 

to the Officers mentioned above/ in a manner considered

appropriate, ■

(K.F,L.V/adhva) •

• Director Stds, (Carr)&
National Pr&ject

Enel:4 c e r t if ic a t e s .. Director.

• Dir.(K&G^
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IN THE HON'BLE CSWilRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUKCUj 

A D D IT IO N  BEHCH 8 ALlAHASftD-i

CIVIL Mia:::*AP.?*LK:'ATioN y t ?  i99i

on behalf of

RES)B3NDENP BO* 2

registration m *  372 OF 1990 M

Ora Prakash Srlvastava—. — ifetitioner

verstj^

union of India and others— —Respondents,

To

The Hon'ble the vice Chairman and his

companion Members of aforesaidTribiiaal.

The hUHJble application of the applicant] 

most respectfully showeth t

1. That full facts havs been given in the

accompanying counter-affidavit.

A

<^'1/



c

(2)

2. That on the facts and Gire\arastanGes stated 

in the aceoHipanyiag counteraffidavit it is

expedieint in the interest of justiee that the 

petition , as against the respondent no.2, may

Jae dismissed with costs. *

P R A Y E R

It is, therefore, laost respectfully praysd

Tribtmal \f(KCAhr~
that the Hon*ble K»iBX*/ffiay be pleased to

tfee reM=e^^-S0tagttt for and disraiss thft petition

atieast as against the respondent no,2, with

costs. The detailed facts and circumstances havej

been giylen in tjie accoropanying €oiater-affidavil

I

( S i r a  )
SElflOR STAmiMG CoUieEL 

CEislIRAL GOVERKMSOT 
CEJTERMi AE)MIfilSTRATlVE iRIBUmL,



I J * * ?  ;
?aU.4hab/^^ J *
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IM THE lON'BLi CEUTRAL ADMINlSmTlVE TRIBUJJfiL 

ADD ITIomij BEICH : U ^ h m m m .

(L u M X x k  ^U vU ^

eOUNTER-APF IDAVIf 

ON BMALP OF R£S£01i>M T ^ . 2

R E G isa R A T io N  m* 372 OF 1990

Om Prakash Srtvastava- — Petltioaer

%■

versus

union of Z ^ la  and others— ..Respondents*

Affidavit of Sri O.I^.Katlimria^

aged about 43 i^ars son of Sri .

S.\\AV
ifarain Kathoria^ at present 

^nder Seeretar̂ sî , fnion l>mbXl€ 

Sezrvi€e Commission^ lisw Delhi,

I, the deponent, nancd above, do hereby 

Solemnly affiriBa and sfcte on oat^ as mnder^



(2)

1* that the deponent , naiied above, is tlae

^nder Secretary, inion i>abllc Service Commission, 

Delhi and is authorised to file this counter-

affidavit on laehalf of respondent no.2, being 

well acquainted with the faets deposed to below*

2. a?hat tfej deponent has read the petition

alongwith annesiares and is now in a position to 

replf the same.

3. Ifeat before giving parawise reply it is

necessary to give certain faets for just and 

proper for decision of the petition.

4. That the prescribed essential qaalifications

are the aaiaimuni and the ijere possession of the 

same does not entitle candidates to be called 

for interview. Where the atami® r of applications 

received in response to an advertisenent is 

larg^ and it will not be convenient or possible 

for the eomroission to interview all tbe

cai¥iidates , the Gommission mafy res^iet  the 

n̂ ffober of candidates to a reasonable limit on 

the basis of either qualifications and experience

higher than the rainimum prescribed in



(3)

^  ^  ® )(W _

•W w  A\ml VlAAI.̂ V̂Ĵ A*. cjuW jJ wtW

advertisemeat^r on the b^sls of experience 4n the 

relevant field or h j  holding a screening test.

5. That It  is respectfully stated th^

Sri Ra1«BSh Rastogi and sri A.K.Chstwani have-get

have passed a .3c.
.'An

Chemicsal Technology 196'^ and^l974 ; whereas

the petitioner had passed in 1981. Copy of ths
\y 5̂-

chart'^f Sri Ratesh Rastogi and Sri A.K.Chetwani

are enclosed herewith as Annejures. CA*1. a  and /----- -^ ----- -----  j

CA.1-.B respeetivelv to tJiis counter-affidavit. \
\\

p a r aw b e  reply

6 . l^at the contents of paragraph 1 of the 

l^etition need no reply.

7, That in reply to the contents of paragraph 2 

of the petition it is statfed that this Hon*ble 

Tribunal has no j^isdiction to entertain the 

petition as it is only the principal Bench ,which 

has got the jurisdiction to entertain it . Ho cause 

of action has arisen be4-«g tertitorial jurisdict-

ion of^y^n*bie Tribunal* The postwas advertised 

in Delhi and interview took place at Delhi.



'I''

"Sk-

8. That the contents of paragragh 3 of the petition need no

reply.
I

9* That the contents of paragraph 4 (a) of the petition being

matter of record, need ilic) reply.

10* That the contents of paragraph 4 (b) of the petition need

no reply being matter of records. However, it is stated that the

petitioner has not quoted the entire and relevant portion of the

advertisement in para under reply. It is necessary to me^ntion

here that the prescribed essential qualifications are the minimum

and the mere possession of the same does not entitle the candidates

to be called for interview. Where the number of jjnet xi

w iii Isa applications redeived in response to an advertisement !
1

is large and it will not be convenient or possible for the 

Commission to interview all the candidates, the Commission may 

restrict the number of candidates to a reasonable limit on the 

basis of either qualifications and experience higher than the 

minimum prescribed in the adveriisement or on; the basis of 

experience higher than the minimum prescribed in the advertisement 

or on the basis of experience in the relevant field or by holding 

a screening test. The copy of the advertisement is being filed 

herewith as Annexure-CA-2 to this affidavit. ^

4- •»
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11, That ia replj to the Gonfaents of 

paragraph 4 (c) of the petition it is stated i±a t 

the petitioner passed the AMIIME in  the year

1981 and as sw:h the total experienee he acquired 

after passiaag the degree was less than that of 

the candidates who were called for interview for 

the posts of Cheraists and Matallvargists in the

Railv/ay Board# Ministry of fiailways. In view 

of this he could not be calledxxjc for interview 

for tte said posts. AS regards the selection 

for being called for interview for the posts 

of Cheroists and Metallurgists, Railway 

Service (Pile Ko.F. 1/423/87-R-V) it is submitted 

that the petitioner was within the parescribed 

criterian adopted by the Coramissioaa^ that 

tirae for shortlisting of the candidates for

calling for tbs interview. In this connection,

it may be sulMnitted fhitt the criterian for short­

listing of candidates depends among other things 

on the qualitative natiare of the response and 

the number of candidates applying for the Jofê  

and this may differ from case to case and for 

the same job from year to year, iJius there is a 

scope for a particulftT candidate called for 

interview on an earlier r^cruitiaent being called 

not fior interview# in a s\absequent identical 

recruitinent, if he applies for the s^sequent

I
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recruitment also. Calling a particular candidate 

for interview on an earlier occasion # which is als 

»o bas«ed oh a suitable crlterian evolved 

by the Commission having regard to the response

to the Commissionfis advertiseratnt, does not and 

should not confer upon him a right to be

Called for interview in subsequent identical 

recruitment, since the criterian evolved in a

subsequent recruittaent way necessarily be

the sar© having regard to the am nuiBber of

applications received in response to the 

advertisement*

12, That in reply to thg contents of 

paragraph 4 (d) of the petition I t  is stated

that the ad^ve^6iseffi«?it in para is to be verified 

by thd petitioner hiiBself ^s there is ik>thing 

before tte answering responcient to raaie any 

cotwnen ts •

12s That the contents of paragraph 4 (e)

of the petition are not admitted as stated. It is
t
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stated that tiae petitioner has no reason to 

surprise or shock ss the petitioner was correctly 

not called for interview. It roay be stated that 

Sri A.K.Chetwani , R.£b. 65 and Rali^sh Rastogi,

R.fiio, 20, who have been called for interview 

aeet the shortlisting criterian adopted by 

tl^ CoHimission, It hby be seen ttat both the

said candidates have passed thsir AHÎ  ̂ (Clet) 

ExamimtioiV 3*Sc. (Chemical Technology) rouch

earlier to the petitioner, it roay be submitted 

that the practice of shortlisting is oot nowand

has been mpteeld by the courts in the past. There 

is no irregularity^ or illegality merely on the 

grouna that Sri Chetwaniaod Sri Rastogi were 

called for interview. Betitioasr cannot claim his

right to be called for intarview on the basis of 

previous records, in which he was called for

interview. Scrutii^ was done a ad petitio«r*s n ^

was dropped on the ^ s i s  of merits It  is r»t i ' ^
r

necessary that all candidates shou^ be called for 

interview. There is ao flaw on the ]part of tie 

answering respondent in not cailling the petitioner

for interview.

14. That in reply to tlte contents of

is^^stajfeed
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tfee representation received on 9*11«1990 froro the

petitioner, was daly eos^idered by tbs answering 

respondent and ttee saiae had been rejected by the 

Commission. There is nothing sucat»9 wrong on the 

part of tl^ answering respondent.

'T

15. That in reply to tie contents of paragraph

4(g) of the petition it is stated that question 

of over-age of the petitioner does not arise a t^n  

in the present case. The petitioner was aot called 

for interview as a result of scrutiaf of the 

applications. There is no violation of provisions of 

iiirtiGle 14 of the eonetitation of India, in calling 

the other car^didates and not tte petitiofler.

16. That the Kisxeaaijcaxist contents of paragraph S 

of the petition are denied as stated. It is sml^itted 

that mere possession of rainimiam qualifications does 

^ t  enti tle a candidate* to be called for interview. 

Tie Commission has got right to evolve the

suitable criteria and proced\are for the scldction 

of the best candidates oiit of those who fulfil 

the minimum qualifications prescribed in the 

Recruitment Rules, hs the petitioner did ndt fulfil

the prescribed criterian , he was not called for 

interview. Thus it is clear that the petitiojjer could

^ t  male out any case for interference by this 

Hon*ble Tribuml under XzticiKx22 the prov£i~pns ofo v i^  ^ns
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« «  The grom.^8 talen in the petition have

BO force ana ths petition is iiable to be 

dismissed.

17, That tl» contents of paragrapte6 and 7 

of the petition need no reply.

18- That the contents of paragraph 8 of the 

petition are denied as stated. It Is ttated that

the petitioaer deserves no interim order from this 

lion'ble Tribunal, as the interview had already

been closed hn 21.i|.1990 ; whereas the stay 

order was presented before respondents on 22.iJ.^ 

by that ^ros the members ©f the interview had 

left and all proceedings were closed. The 

petitioner was rightly not called for interview, 

t»snce he has got no right to a«lt for any stay oa

19. That the contents of paragraph 9 of $he

p e t i t i o n  a r e  d e n ie d  as  s t a t e d .  I t  i s  s t a t e d  thai

the petitioner is not entitled to any reliefs

asked for, as he was not eligible to be called 

for interview and the process of interview had

also teen closed, ihe petitioi, deserves to be

c o s ts .
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I, the deponent, named above, do hereby 

'werify as under j

That the <sontents paragraphs nos, ^

of this

affidavit are trme to tfee personal Hnowiadge of 

the deponent; those of paragraph nos,^(?

are based

on the informations received; those of 

paragraph nos. |^

are based on the

records and those of paragraph nos,

are based on legal advice of the counsel, which all 

I believe to be true ; that* no part if  it  is

false and nothing material has been concealed,

I

3) help m  GOD.

DEK)NEMT

I, V.P.Tripathi, elerk to Sri B. Singh, 

Senior Standing Counsel, Central Go’«Brnment, Central

Administrative Tribuml, Allahabad, do 1« reby 

declare that the person maMng this affidavit 

and alleging himself to be so is known to me from 

perusal of the documents produced before me.
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Solemnly affirmed before rae on the j ^  th 

¥U^c/^‘ ,1991 by the deponent,

Ml5» at who h§s been identified by

the person aforesaid.

day of I

I have satisfied myself by exaraiaing the

deponeat, who has landerstood t ^  contents of
!

this affidavit after going $hro^b the saise*

QUm  COMMISSIONER

iVVv^

9 /
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SECRET 

F il9 'N o J lA 4 7 / a 9 »R .V

Name of Post . . . i3 a e in i s . t s - i e . ^ t ' f e a i i « r g i s t s

I. Roll No ..?.Q........... 2. Whether Stf/ST..:!?©*...: 3. N a m e . . . ? ^ X ® ? . k ......... ........ ....... ............

4. Date & pl3(ie of birth....i5*P!7.*..A9L45....^f!^........................... ............ ............

5. Language(s) known..... ..................................................... .......................................... .

6. Foreign travel................ ..................... ....

7. Educdtional Institutions attended and Examinations passed.

»•• •• • «•* ••• •** •** ***

Examination Year

A

V
B«.Sc* /

First ^ 1959

Second^ 1961

Second 1964

Subjects taken . BoardrUnjyersity

Hindi English Mathematics U.P# 
Science Biology & Arts

Hindi English t&ths Qiemistry tJ,P, 
Fhysics

Hiysics Chemistry ./
Maths

/
B«Sc* Chemical'^ First 1967  ̂

Technology
I^int Techotogy

" ’ s. Details of published ~
works, research papers etc, -

9. Details of experience .........................

T i^ m e  of the Office

luOoiow

Luclmow

___

T7

Name of post Scale of Pay From To

l.Modi Paints & Cu < ^
Varnishijig Works demists
Modi Nagar,

/■

/
R3. 350 2 0 .1 .6 8  25,11^69

2* Research & ^nalysis Senior  Assistant 
> ISI Xucknow

3.

4.

Researcher
(Qiernistry)

w

/
Rs,325 1.12*69 31^3*74

Rs*550~900 l*6e74 30*10,82

'4'
/o
_<*»

I
ft

V

/'Chief Research 
Assistant /
(Qiernistry) Rs.550-900 1.11,82 28.11*85'^

•  Rs,2000-3200 29»11.85 2 9 .4 ,0 8 '^

" ** 30.04,88 09 ,02 ,90^

_ - -  - — — ... ^  .................. . ^  ■

^•Rs*e^00"s3:2trcr'” :>^"‘'"; — *.....
I ,  « « « • • •  • • « • • • • • • • • •  ««a ftM m» • • • • • • * • • • • • • • •  /

/ /  -I/,
Signature of Dealing Hand Signature of Section Officer 

' i t

V , .  '  / ? r

So

, / - 9 ^



SECRET

S U M M A R Y  ^  A

H r n > 6 i '? « m s . 7 S & . k £ S i i m m  •

1. Roll No..45.........  2. Whether SC/ST

4. Date & place of birth----------- ...................................................- ___________________ ,,............................................ ,,
/ 0 11']

5. Language(s) known.........

6. Foreign travel.... • • ••«' ••• »••••• • • • • mm ■«« ••• ••• ••• •••••• ••• ••• ••• •

7. Educdtional fnstitutions attended and Examinations passed.

Sc-'

• • • •  • • • • • • • • • « • •  • • •  • « •  M «  • • • * • •  • • »  • • •  • • •  M M  M a  • • •  • • •  •••>

Examination Class Year Subjects taken........ .. BoardfUniversity

(Y) H.SCH, 1961 U.P.BOAHD

(3y I)X P L 0 H A

i l ' >"AMIS S E P .M B  PASSED 19 7 4  ' METALIUHGICAL ENGG. T'FIB UISTT. OF SRGRS.
U

<y ,

1967 MecTiaaic|l Engg* Board* of 'j!ech,Edn«>

0

Details of.puWished 
works, research papers etc. 

9. Details of experience
N IL

Name of the Office Name of post Scale of Pay From To

n :

E ly .L u ck n o w  T r a .  j OIa  Us* 1 5 0 / -  2 7 .1 0 .6 9

-c io - J(MA 2 6 .4 .,7 0

, - d o -  m  M. 2 10 -4 2 5  2 , 7 , ? 1 '

PvI)SO/lUy.Bd«Ludcnow

-.d o - . SBA ” ,

- d o -  - GRA(M).

,< id - GRA(Met)

BSp 125 -70 0  28.3«73

... Bs.550-300 24«3.8f^

Uso 2000-3500 1 6 .8 .8 5

2 5 .4 . 7 0 / '  

1 . 7 . 7 1  ^ 

3 0 .12 « 7 3  ^

2 3 .3 .0 2  /

1 5 .8 .8 5  .
■... .  /

1 4 .8 .3 7
/

-do- 7 .9 .8 7  to  d a t e

J



4

in m  H0N*BI£ CEHIRAL ADMHHS'TRATIVE TRIBUH^^ 

ADDITIONAL m m m s A L L m B ^ .  3

CA^^CAAl^^eAAUy

AHNEX0RE- €A-2

V

I N

REGISTRA3?I0M lao- 372 OF 1990

Om Eralcash Srivastava— — Itetijtioner

versus

Union of I»iia a»i others. — Respondents

ADVERTISEMEM- m s  1

I

Date of Piiibilcatioa s 13.1.90

ITCM m .s  19

X

Closing dat0 :• 12.2.90 (26.2.90) for applicants 

abroad and to those posting applications from 

Andaman and Jlocobar Islands, Lakshadweep States /
I

irnioa Territories in the iSorth Eastern region,
i

Ladakh division of J & K State, Sikkim, i^ngi smb-

division , Chamba, Lahaul St Spiti districts of
i

Hi»an(^hal Pradesh.



n

(2)

. 1/6 47 ( 98) /89»RV

0MION P ilL K  SERVKE COMMISSION 

ItFORMATION fOR e A H D B A ^ ^

V

>

(To iae read la eonjiiction with the Instruct­

ions to candidates contained in the applicat 

ion form).

Recruitanent of five Chemists & Metallurgists

Ministry of Railwa]^, Railway Baard,

Railway Service , Croup, A Gazetted, ^n-

Ministerial. The posts are permanent.
Out of five posts one post is reserved for 

Scheduled Trilses cardidates and remaining

four posts are unreserved,

PAY SCAUe s RS.3000-100-3500-125-4500.

Total erooluments excluding CCA 6 m h  at the 

tiaie of initial aPPoiatHjaent will Ise 

Rs.4020/— p.m. approximately)

2. AGE s Kbt exceeding 40 years oh 12.2.90 

(Sot exceeding 45 years for Scineduled Castes and 

Schsduled Tribes cantidates. REIAXABI»E FOR GoVERil- 

SERVANTS f̂>1D FIVE ^A RS . For age concession 

applicable to sons: c^her catagories of applicants, 

please see relevant paras of the ins true tions
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to Candidatds.

3. OUALIFICATIoaS; e s s e n t ia l

V
i) Degree in Kfetallurgicai Engineering of a 

recognised university or equivalent*

OR

Begree in Chemical Secheology of a recognised 

Universiti' or equivalent coveiing any one or 

HK>re of the following fields, (a) Petrols am 

product (B) 3?ain4s and Corrosioa Jtoduction, 

(c) ©olyn^rs.

li) 7 years experience in an industrial or

Research and Bevelopeaent Organisation in 

manufacturing practices, iniiustrial applicatio

material specifications, properties of 

Biaterikls and their e\>aluation in tlie

respective field.

I (The qualificationsaiB reiaxable at

Commission's discretion in tfcie case of candi-

i

dates otherwise well qm lifted),

NOlEsII (The qualifications regarding experier»:e
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a^e relaxable la the case of candidates 

belonging to Scheduled Tribes in respect of 

post reserved fo r ^ ia ) .

4. DUTISS s

V ' charge oi^-^ilvays Chemical and 

Metallurgical Laboratories and to make necessar

Chemical, Metallurgical and ihysical tests of 

Materials and components used by Railways and 

their interpretation.

5, :iROBATlOiS i One yegr.

6 , HEADQUAR'HRSs In any Indian Railway/I^oduG ti<i>n

units of in R .D .S .O . with liabili

ty to transfer from one Rail­

way/Production ini ty'R.D.S.o. to 

another .

'V

fk

TR®  CO;PY

l i / 3 i o

W = - = - . -
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. ' Appli^Sdns not «xomp«(ilii;) by the IuH 
,4((J_i>|p>oil!ed leo r f l not bo «m«liiBred and 
. ■ fQjgjta;) (4a rapiatentation agolntt

re|eclion tIriD be knlaitaliied.
'or ce(1ain l«i> concosslqn ^eace tiiv 
:lion N i (.

. , , „„ ,  )>pM9 * REUXATtONS;
when Qianied oh ot t '” ’ conwsslons are admissible

~  ■ f'opâ iatet tiom pumia and 8(1 Lanka vrtiii
rtitjral^ to Infia oq oi adot t .6.1963 and

INgTR UCTIOHS A(>10 AOOlTIONftU, 4lw k> N

........ .. f o f t ,  oo vT .

Ooyt (10 y e n  tw 
dlodcfNKM«jG(dMm<ba>) 
Wi fit  intm ie^  or M an

n . ' AOE r e U x a t k m  (k m ^EfatoR ious
' SPORTS PERS0Na;'''n9raiaMkminuppar 

imal<nitu|iM«mMnumolSy«an'(tOyamlv 
. penoni bcfoiK 10 SC/9T Conmunitleii may b* 

a*ow«410 moitoridui kpprtnmn^poitswomefi 
In the Held ol QajiMs/Spcna raoogniaed by M  
Qovamment lor ,euol) putpoia previdod (hay 
satlsly »!| ohai ttnsSeora piM olw d by 
Qowmmcnt (ram dma toUme. Tlie persons 

, claiining age rotaxatlon imdcr this sub psra 
inould produoo a cttftificala issued by 
compOlani authorl^ in Iho probnna prosuibed 
wbi^h wil b« applied Id OEVxidalas un demand 
by th  ̂Comtrassion.

Thaio is no uppor age limit in rospoct ot 
Indi^ empioy^t ol Hw Govcmm«nt ol Bunna 
'"‘ '^iifgad < f̂lng b  Ccnsliutional changes in r

epplicijion (i

1. OlllZEWSHl»!
A C«ii(*dnl(i must b« aijlwh- 
W aclll2 an«llndia, or 

atubiaclotNcial.m 
(c) a sgbjtici ol Bhutan, ot 
i<D n Tphaiun lelugoe (̂{<i coirta Opir In lh<M 
belore isl January, w is  Itia |nlliHWfl 61 , 
paimananily selling in India, or ' '
ta) apenonollh<fan'oriatn^h4!ml;ri!>f4 ]  
tiom Pakistan, Buni4.6i|[.a'(lMioiS«»tWrttin . 
counnias ol Kahya, Uganda a™i lha IJn M  . 
Rapubiic ot Taniiinla (lormerly Tailjanylka and 
Zantlbar), Zambia, Malayl, ;a li« and Eliiiopla or 
Irom Vietnam wIDi (tie Inlenilon « l  parman'eillly, 
satting in India.

ProvUad (hat «  candidaB (ponging ti>' i 
. catagodes (b), (c). (d) and la) aboM ihall bo ( '  

parson 1(1 »vl»«<lla*ow a oWliioalilrtiHSlWliy ; 
h»abtengr«n l* dbyji»{^ (f|m *nt- ; , S j - , .v j i J - f  
NOre;ThaappHcaiionp )i'o«ndN)aMlnwtitii* , ’
c*s*ao*(tlfioal*oleSgil)ilitylsi«lobtaary, rliay ■, 

b* consWaiod tty |1̂  OdtnmlltloA aivd, «  'VV 
r*corhmtn#d tp p o n M i l M  4|ln<lld<t* W  
may also b« pro*isiona|y ||ip<^iid 4utii«ct m d ’

1'

“SaVSid,
tlieya io«i(l»!lW tlii#^  

applicant is a tMnaddo fojiatiiala Ironi Burma or 
Sri Lani^ and is n9 l In n poilliaii to p.i) itw 
praibrtbcd tea.
M  'nta wppef «iga limit (t pas* pi E«- 
S«(vic(lin6ft 4nd ConmMsionod OI*59!S 
iiiaudihd pOU/SSCOs shall ti< (tbutd by the 
iai|gmoiMil|la)yse(vlc»inca:aaedb^lhiaey«a,ni 
tubjact 0  il|s coriditiont piat oit dosing date 
pl recent dj BppHcabons 0) II)* conjinuout 
terviea rtndaVad in the krmd  Forda* by an 6s- 
$crvlcsntan l i  hoi less that ( l i  m«htl\t altar 
^ttesUjtibrt and (i>l Dial Uto iaiuttiint age altai 
tjaduciifig hjs paftod ol aorvica filni Mi ^ a l  
•gi doek hpt MoWfl iha pnutribad «g i IM  by 

yokrt. ■ , '
lii aSsb !ivillatl)» to £COt/

o l ^  yAara 6l ly lillia^ lytoUnd  
irwjenl t o  lieen e«t«(»drt beyond 5 
clottiid djta and lit Vtfioi* oaie t »  

«|^^iltbt<c8rti5iiatali)alOley«ill

i ,v ? n r

i'i OUhdOsm
«t(x>Q Wit) (hiA

l̂ pT wn** to lh» Co t>mii»K»n

lor 
1MQ (3-1 
t O t h O M p O  

Nlcobw l{4ini 
r̂iUKiot in 

01
of Chai 
Pf̂ tchitn

Bppty in Atf, 
iiemwll 

•ppi»cattor 
go thtoujh 
m»lfuc iv»n»

s;;,
I d » . y  throughnstivctlonNo.f, , : '
t n ^ l  MINIMUM EDUCATI0NA(. OUAUriOA..', ;
IKK TIONSt i r ;  j; .1 iO «frn (< i«n^ jnC lv (l«d9 0 lt»* »i»llir^q^

f.ter id JTtiay a>a also rnquatlKd 
«>a datMs 01 posts ar 

I  fU aitiad below oeiwa <i|v<y>r4  
, 1  »<A|TU«t Of  POSlSIAitposisUionjIo C,i 

m i ex(cpi 0UMrw(W mentiO'te
(|0 Poib at S Not 1.91? 4nO i 5 i/t>Wrtv)fK)n 

appOinbiMnt«v;iit>« n cm t»aaH
pW( it  U No \A <4 «»<rxpofd|ĉ  tnJl'̂ ltKuly 
rr^df

f 4 I *>

tvf "
t  ^) 1̂} |w)*7

■ii

AH appHcantt #usi kiltij )ti  ̂attenM iw iijlt#! ‘’4

iht̂ eadvortitfitficm Thpŷ adv̂ MdtOMVify t 
thamselvei before applyl^ that they ppiieia «t 
tcasi the etsoni;ai qualiMtlotti laiq dowfi for 
viubuspo&u, No»n(^ir)ra^UnotorBiMc#<sto ! 
oligiUiltgy wiU bo cn(ertftined. Jhs 
ostunbalqualificationt aro Ih? *'
rn^f« pgiseiiftion of the is<ime doei not 
cdfi(iiUalos (0 be called lol’ Interyitw.
31 lJi/l>(n#th8numbtffotappl}fjitioniP*c«K%d 
in (Q&>)dni& Ivg t undlŴ
noibocnnvwirtoniQf po«ib|f toftfnC<i(,i(n{|»kiî
)o (nittfview all the candi .itrs, Oo<nrr|iMton 
iliity r«»tric< Ihd number I'f uiiK|)tli;a| to $ 

r^«Qnnt;io Imili on ijiD bans ot 
tnwvi(iloâ m>» aofl o>pcnb[ii'0 |^hO( ihnf) '

......... A ^  .J I., t «•/... AM

Wlwhawi)(i9<iyjoiniid 
.ls)d9,atiat«MlinsqltfKt 

aaEt'&iVlaim ^ior their 
«i>  not «ligilii6 to the age 

’ oonoe«lon njpnllonW In sub p4ra (bj. 
jc) In order tpquallly lor the concession urfck.'f 
(a) ^ (b), abovp, candidaiBS concimiid should 

. w«<*d with thiir applications allesicd copies ol 
certificaies th^i they are bonar«le rapatriaiss 
frorh S.urma or Sri L^|(a or Ihai thoy haW been 
rclBfisOd Irorn the Dolanoo forces. Thj 
comtaios thdiikl ^  signed by the appropriaia ’ 
autfiorlliof spoojlied b^aw and should ImScati 
Ins da It 61 migrallon to India or spocily the period 
el Scrviod In th« Dolencc Fcrcos)*
(I) F6| ((rpalria)os |rom Burma and Sri l.arika: 
Attested copies ol the Identity ccniticalos or 
migi.ijiori ccrtilicales' issuer! Ip Uierji by t(w 
Emb-Isfy dI India fUngoon ol thp High 
Cofflnilsstnn Ipr India Irl Erl lunM, u  the caso

^r^pikxwl Aevnstanoes. 
ib p )n li^ tin ito (k K II I

rpw*- . '
6, Hsw  T0 kyri'ii

(ij cw iid ite^ are to o|iply In Appllcailofl 
(ormal publishM In Iho EfflptoV'tent News 
aKingwiHtliepdvsr4(«iiienl. A(j(ilicaiions ran 
also b» In nariHy iy|^Vi|iiton bn white paprr only 
orm sida o' the paper indrniblospibelhasijeol 
^ap(peitheuldb8lhalolloolttapstia(21 cms. 
i 80o t i .(
(il) Canddsis* wlio wish lo apply lo» more Ihan 
one post should submit soparaie ap(iliailion 
aocompanM i>y Die prctc>Wd tee (or each
post

'(Itl 'OanlMales nliruad may appi/ on pitiin 
papar but tia loirndi shuiilil bo eincHy Ihe sams 
as pubished In t\o adwnissmiii.t

(iv) Applications on lonpats oihor ihan the one 
in ^ ta d  in Iht Empkt^iont' News «H1 not b«' 
ennirtalhad.

(«) OandMatal qro r<i()iwslad lo ailadi with thi 
application a sdl addressad post card bearing 
total postajla worth to  pait* M iv d  ihareon.

, ‘ Thai! should indicate In ,)M» c*r<t tha ■ 
Adv^samant No. grid item N «„ Name ol tha 

applied fcr. The appli(»tiont w i  ba 
adinMltdged by Ihs Commitsian by returning 
^is pard to the cantfdale alter inticaling the 
FViigislni&ip No., alolied to the candklal*. 
Candidates rnay iioto that na separate 
tckno«|l(dg$nwnl pther than tvs card will be 
senltolhem

llap^ndi^ta dons not teoeivc Hus postcard 
wluilri a iHtiifght tfdm ttw last data lor leoupt 01 
appjications, h^^ouldmakeon e rxa ^  from the 
Commission Iri wiitinQ by furnishing lull dotafl.. ol 
the post tor wHch is senl an applicition.

M) All •ppllcailcii:; should he seni lo tha 
Secralary, Union Publto Seivloa 
CommlsSbn, Dhulpuir House, Shah|ahAn 
Road, Now Oelhk- I1M11. ao n  to reach him 
on ot balory ?T.«-?990 { J -M S t l  lot 
Canilldcim abroad and to tho>^ poallng 
applications Irorn A 1̂ H tsitnda, lakahad- 
weep, 6uii»/Unlon Torrlioriaa In the korih 
Eijslei n ttfilon, lait nkli division oUKK Bill*, 
Slkwrn, Pang! sub dlv|(rt6n ol Chamba, 
Lahaui & Spill die trlct t ol liimachal Pradaah).

'1

nt cru&cfiueg in thn rdvcaJsam
CUU :

yjy  ,rir.i tt,t.oi'..1. i’ f,
ContinuicI 00 p i ^  >.42 ,

aagS:,r'/,fitte.VA_I
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In the Hon'ble Central Adfninistrative Tribunal 

Allahabad C Lucknow Bench ) Lucknow.

‘̂ 5aiSiration^No^7H^of^l99g^_

V

A

Oin Prakash Sri vast ava • •

Versus

Union of India & others Responden ts.

Q a 4 o . i s j4.I,-2.2-^I2ait-st-l.!?? p

I , Om Prakash Srivastava, aged about 44 years, 

son of Lata Shri Bijai Narain Lai, resident of 

0-520 Sector *0' L* 0 ,  A, Colony, Kanpur Road, 

Lucknow* do hereby solemnly ^firm  and state on 

oath as under

1, That the deponent has read the counter affida\4.t 

on behalf of the opposite party no, 2 and has under­

stood the contents thereof which are being replied

as under i-

2, That the contents of para 1 to 3 of the counter



V

C 2 )

affidavit need no comment st

3 ,  That the contents of para 4 of the counter affidavit

' ' t

are not disputed*

4 ,  Thsfc the contents of para 5 of the counter

affidavit are disputed to the extent th a t H r .  A, K« 

Chetwani has got better experience merely because 

he h/$pened to p ^ s  B, Sc. Chemical and Technology 

in  while the pe tltioner passed the same in the

year 1981 , The petitioner submit that obtaining 

decree is  one thing and actual experience is  anotlier 

which can not be mingled together • Hence the assert­

ions in  Para under replj^hat  since Shri A, K, Chewani 

who obtained ^QSree in prior to the petiti oner s 

obtaining in 1981 is better expeHencafin the relevffit

K  ■ . .
fielpd is  wholly misconceived as experience comes from 

working in actual field*

5 .  That the contmts of para 6 of the counta r af fidav 

needs no comments*

6* That the contgits of para 7 of the counter 

a f  fid a'At i s  incorrect and misconceived .The cause 

of action accrued to the petitioner here at Lucknow 

on account of the f adt that the opposite party no ,2



( 3 )

had published its ad\jert>sement in a daily newspaper 

brought out from Luckno w!*Pione,er^ which has its main

, ^ Y s

circulation in Lucknow itself  thus it incorrect to
A

allege that po'fc was advertised in Delhi only.

V
7 .  That the pa£*aS 8 , 9  and 10 of Uie count e r affidavit 

needs no {pfnments.

8 ,  That the para 11 of the counte r af fldavit is 

not admitted as stated# The advertisement has not

A

specified that the experience in the relevent field
1

will be counted only from the date the applicants have 

obtained the relevent degree and therefore the 

assertions in pa ra under reply that the total exper­

ience of the petitioner after passing the degree 

was l ^ s  than thteit of the candidat es who were called 

for interview for the posts of Cbemists and kmknx

- K '

Ir-^ietalli/ifgists in Railway Bo grd Ministry of Raiflways 

i s  uncalled for^mi heading and misconceived as such 

totally untenable, Sofar as the question of adopting 

criterion foi^^^hortlisting^e  candidates to be called 

for interviewi the petitioner submits that the res­

pondent is  bound to disclose the ssme before the 

Hon'ble Tribunal so that the Hon‘ble Tribunal m sy 

be ^ l e  to judge whether the criterion adopted by 

the opposite pa'ty is  free from bias and conforms to



( 4 )

the prindples  of fair play anti justice and has the

v y  V /  ' . . '
reasoneJjrte with the object sought to be achieved

i® e® calling best candidates for interview ones several 

candidates fulfil  eligibility criteria and all can not 

be interviewed, .Rest of the cort sits of para under reply 

needs no comments, from the petitioner,

3, That the contents of para 12 are and as

such incapable of beic repliid.

A

7-̂

10e That in reply to oara 13 of tie counter affidswit^. 

para 4(e  reiterataJ, The opposi te p arty ought

to have disclosed the criteiion of sheitlisting to 

the Hon'ble Tribunal so as to permit the Hon'ble 

@ourt to judge its reasonableness » Heiely obtaining 

degree prior to the petitioner does not render Shri 

A, Chfltepani more experienced in the field and as 

such better qualified to be called for interview 

in terms advertisement. The petitions r assets that 

criterion aJopted for calling candidates was unjust and

unfair in as much as Shri Ghefenpani who is •

'V  O J .M

less experienced in the f i e l d ^ n l y  on the strength that 

he passed the relevent decree prior to the petitioner,

11. That tn reply to the contents of p a r a  14 of the



( ' 5 ) .

V

counter affidavit it is statgj that the petitioner 

was never informed about the rejection of the

• . ■ ■  I '

rep re sen tat io Re

12, That the contents of para 15 at of the 

counter affidavit needs no coramerts. ‘

13, That tn reply to the contents of pa is 16 of

the counter affidavit the contents of pars 5

of the petitionjer are reiterated ,

14® That the cont ffi s'of pa rs 17 of tie counter

affidavit need no comments.

15, Thd: in r ^  ly to para 18 of the counter

affidavit It is  submitted the Hon'ble Tribunal 

rightly passed interim o ideirs in favour of the 

petitioner « Since the order couid be passed only 

on 21, 11, 1990 ther-efore it  could be served only

■ V
22,  11, 1990 at Delhi otwopposite party. The Hon‘ble 

Tribunal directed the opposite party to interviiw 

the petitioner before 12,  12, 1990 oryahich date the] 

case was listed for further orderSuBy not complying 

the order s of the Hon'ble Tribun d  the opposite p 

hss committed cormmpt of the Hon‘ble Tribunal 's 

orders.



I

( 6 )

16,  That in reply to par a 19 of the counter 

affida\)it It is  stated that the P stiti onjsxr dese rves 

to be alloyei by granting to the petitioner all reliefs 

asked for in the petition.

tucknow

dated 3 ,  1991.

Verification ?-

I ,  the abov e naned daponsnt do hereby

V  ^
Verify that the cortents of paras 1 to^^i1tt(t| 

of this affidavit are. true to my persanal knowledge

V / :

f paraslo/\<s‘ ]|, are believffii byand those o 

roe to be true.

Signed and verified this day of

1991 in C n itn fnnpni»nfl at Lucknow.

///IV

3onent,

I ,  identify the deponent 

who has signed before me.

OR4b\pomtnis»3lotiei

High t>ouEt

.........

Date



CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

CIRCUIT BENCH. LUCKNOW. ' '

lv> \O.A.NO* 372 of 1990 (L) V

Om Prakash Srivastava • • •  A-pplicant*’

Versus

Union of India & Anothers Respondents,

Hon'ble Mr. Justice K.Nath, V#C,

Hon*ble Mr. M*M^ingh, A.M*

Heard the learned counsel for the applicant. 

Issue notice to respondents to show cause why the petitior 

may not be In particular# they will explain

why the applicant has not been called for interview for 

the ensuing interview from 19th to 21,11,1990 when he 

had been called for interview for ti» same post held in 

August#1988 by Annexure-5 and one A.K* Chetwani who 

possesses the same <g[ualifications as the applicant^ 

is junior to the applicant in the gradation 1 4 ^  

elder in age than the applicant has been called for" 

terview.

In the matter of interim relief iscue notice 

and list for orders on 12,12,1990 as no Bench of this 

Tribunal is available at LuO qigw in the week commeneing’ 

03.12,1990. In the meantime^ respondent No, 2 shall 

permit the applicant to appear at the interview for the 

post of Chimist and Metallurgists in pursunce of the 

, advistisement contained in Annaeure - I , but subject to 

the further orders of this Tribunal, A copy of t3ie 

ii order may be ^iven to the learned counsel for the 

applicant today.

Sd/- Sd/-

A.M, V.C.

/ /  True Copy / /

fMobd. Umar
Court Officer,

^VCKNOW,
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