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IlJ THE CENT:RP.L ADMHHSTP.P.TIVE TPIBUlll\L 1 JAIPUP BE~lCH 1 JlUPUR. 

O.A.hTo.605/93 Date of order: 18.12.1995 

Laxman Kumar Sharma Applicant 

Vs. 

Union of India & Anr. : Respondents 

Non~ pr~sent f6r the applicant 

Mr.Maniah Bhandari : Counsel for respondents 

CORAM: 

Hon'ble Mr.Gopal ~rishna1 Vice Chairman 

Hon'ble Mr.O.P.Sharmal Administrative M~mber 

PER HON'BLE MR.GOPAL rPISHDA~ VICE CHAIPMAN. 

Applicant Lax!Tian I:uma::..· Sh.::;.rma 1 in this application 

c"nder Sec.l9 or: the P.dminist:.:ativ·= Tribunals l-\ct 1 1985 1 has 
---.' 

challenged th~ order P.nn:-:.Al .:l.::,tb] 11.10.93 by vJhich he \vas 

reverted from the post of Driver Gr.III scale Ps.950-1500(RP) 

to that of ~hallaai scale Pa.750-940(RP). He has claimed 

direction to the respondents not to revert him from the post 

of Driver as also for a direction to regulariee his services 

on the post of Motor Vehicle Driver. 

2. None is present on b·~half of th·=- ar·plicant. We have 

through the recor(Cis of th·=- case. 

~- The case of the applicant is that he was appointed as 

a casual I~hallasi in th·? PailH.::,y Electrification Project on 

2 .l. 86 in the I~ota Division - .c ,_, .L the He VJas 

promoted on ad hoc basis to th,:;- post of Driver Gr. III vide 

order dated l/16.11.89. The applicant has been performing the 

work of Driver in the said Proj?ct but thereafter the vehicles 

_were sent f1.·om I:ota to Jl,jm·=-r vJith tl·t<=- result that the 

respondents issued the impugned order reverting the applicant 

from the post of Driver. The applicant contems"that the tr~de 

for- the post of 

A:...·/ 
applicant appeared in 

J... 
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have d·=-.:::lared its 1·-=:sult and if ha was found suitable, his 

Vehicle D1:iv.21: as he has a p1:efeJ:ential claim to it as per 

th.= pi·ovisions c.:•ntained in ciJ:•:::ulL· da.te:d 23.9.78 i.3sued by 

the Railway Board. 

4. 

the: fact tiE· - .c 
l_l .L I~ o t a 

Division had come to an e:nd. The applicant was giv;n the offer 

posting. It has c..lso been stateo:l i:hat th·= applicant has no 

C legal right to remain on the post of Motor Vehicle Driver as 

his substantive appointment was mao:le to the post of ~hallasi 

and any ad hoc promotion cannot c~eate right in the employee 

i:h.; c ompl•=-t ion of 

administrative reason. 

"' _,. 

promoted 

The cord·2l" d~ted l/16.11.89 by 
Vehicle 

M o i: or i D 1· i v .; r s c a 1 .=: 

which the applicant was 

950-lSOO(PP) indicates 

that the promotion was made merely on ad hoc basis subject to 

his passing the requisite medical e~amination and the order of 

-... promotic·n shall noi: c•:onfeL· upon him c.ny ri9ht for similar 

promotion in open line over his seniors nor does it mean that 

he is placed on the panel for this post. Sine; the applicant 

was promoted merely on ad hoc basis to the post of Dri~sr in 

tha month of Nov2mb;r, 1989 and he was reverted to his 

substantive post of rhallasi by th; impugned oro:ler, the order 

of reversion cannot be faulted. 

6. 

.shall 

yK~~ ~-
( Gopctl 'r(L!''{3'hna.) 

Vice Chairman. 
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