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01\ NO. 871/89 Da·~,10 

OJ\ No, 872/89 
OA NO. 873/89 
01\ NJ. 874/89 

l. Of\ 871/89 u 
Ashok Chouhan 

NI 
ON 

2,. Of\ 872/89 

Kul Bhushan 

3. Of\ 873/89 
Vs. 

Vasud0v Chhabhani 

4. OP. 874/89 

Charan ,... h -=>J.ng 

·:·Hf** 

of ofder 15.l0.92 

OF 

& 

HOi\l18L~ MH.JU.3TICt.:. D .L.MC:J:HA,VICi:: CHAIRMAN. 
HON I BU:. MR .B .B .i'-i1/JVUAN,ADNlINI'.3TR/\Tl'J2 M!..:'.Nl,BERO 

-Ji-·X--;H~· 

P0.H hOI"l 1 BL~ !·M{.B .B .Mi-\hAJP,l"J : 

The above applications involve common 

questions of fact thus being disposed of by this 

common onder. 

,)._ _ The applicants were working against Clas$ IV 

p•JS~ under the res ;JJndents. \fide notification d0t2d 

2 9. 4. 87 Annexure-i\/3 they, alongwith others, were 

held eligible for- appearin;:i in the test for promoti'Jn 

-",,.-~, to the ·post of Typist. The·1 qualified the 'Nritten 

t~st vide o·r:-cter i\nnexu:ce-A/4 and were subsequen-l:.ly 

asked to appear in Lh8 ·Lyping test. Thereafter Vide 
' 

order da·Lc ;:\ 24. 9. 87 i\nnexure-A/5, they vvere promoted 

as Typist on ad rnc bc:15is with the sti-oulation thut 
• i 

I 

on the avail~bility of reqularly selected candi~ates 

:hey \Nill be r.':2v ~·:rtt:~d to th~:~ oritinal post. The; r·:·~s "lt 
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of the test w<Js not declared. How~ver, subsequently 

arL'lthcr notificc:1tion \NC\S issu.i:~d tor h 1Jldin;i c:i sele­

ction test for the post of Typist on 5ol.89 Annexure­

;i6. The a;·;plicunLs submitted r::presenta·Lions 2gainst 

h·Jlding of. frt:!sh ~election test. Thw.1..eafl.er·, Lile ; .. :esull:. 

of l..ypin'.J test lic.~l·:.\ on 15.6.1987 Wds de.cl<-~red on 

12.10.89 vide ;\nne;:u1:e--A/l, anci all \:.he applicein-ts were 

found unsuitable. Appli.c.:ints filed the O.A.s 

apprehendinJ th~ r r:~vcrsion on the bas is of test o. 

They hav•.: since continued on the post of Ty;)ist in 

view of -~he st:;,/ order issued by the Tribunal. 

--~ , W2 have he c:1rd the counse 1 for the parti ~·s. 

We have also perusGd the record of the typing test 

held on 15.,:6.87 produced by the counsel for the 

respondents. As per the record of typing test, none 

of the applicant~ had qualified. Since i::he applic~nt~ 

e1Tt..i..·tleci to liold ·~\1l~ s2lection posi:: oi:" Typist as hel:-l 

by Full Bench of the Tribunal in Jetanand case n~ported 

in 1989 (2) SLJ (CJ.\T) 6'fl>7. However, as h~ld in that 

jud;:iment itself by the Full Bench of the Tribunal, the 

applicants who have been working on ad hoc basis as 

Tyt1ist since 24. 9. 87, an~ not to be reverted and have 

tob= allo11ved at least 3 opport .. rnities, including the 2'iP 

opportunity already availed of. It l1as s.thsequently 

also bei:"?n held b·y ciie i·ull Bench in ::>ures}i Chand 

Gautam vs U.O.I. (Full Bene!; Judg11wr1C.s Val.II, P.487) 

l.i12i:: Hailway :ser:vant who is allowed to officiat2 in 
\. • I 

rn gne r post on t 2mporciry basis need not always be 

allov'!2d at least 3 o .. r):.)ort•ini··ti·es J t .1 .... as per e·· an2no. case 

and that h'~ can be reverted if necesiated by /'.\dminist-

rdtiv-2 reasons such as appointment of regularly selected 

qualified canclidatus. 
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->:_.In view of th2 above discus$ions, 1N2 allow. 

the tlpplications to the exte?nt -Cl1.:.:it the a;)plican·;:~ 

shq. 11 not be rev0rt·2 d f1·om the post of Typist which 

they are holding on ad hoc bci:1i. except by following 

the procedure under Disciplinary and i-\;Jp2al Hules ~ 

unless they fail to qualify in 3 opportunities in the 

selection test, including opport.rnity already availe~;l 

of
1 

or unless the reversion is ncceciated for Jivi.ng 

appointment to n: ;:iulc:rly se lect2d qualified candidates 

from promotion quota. 

The parties to bear their own cos~s. 
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'Jice Ch airman 


