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IN THE CENTPAL ADMINISTPATIVE TPIBUNAL, JAIPUP BENCH, JAIPUR. 

R.A.No.56/95 Date of order: 17.10.1995 

Union of India ::, Ors. Applicants 

Vs. 

Mohd. Idoo & Anr. : Respondents. 

CORAM: 

Hon'ble Mr.O.P.Sharma, Member(Adm) 

I-lon 'ble ML" .F:a tan Pral:a.3h, M•'=ftlb·~r ( Judl) 

PER HOU'BLE MR.O.P.SHARMA, MEMBEP(ADM.). 

This Review c..pplication haz b.~.~n fiL:d by th.~ Union of 

India through Generc..l Manag~r, W.Pl~,, Bombay, Divisional 

P.ailway M.=,na'd'~r, Cota Divi:::.i.)n .':;n•J Senior Divisional Signal 

Telecomrnun icat ion EnginE:eL-(M), Y:ota Division, who 

·L·-=-spu-rJd.::.i-I.LL"" 1'n O.A T_•Ju-.Jr::4_'"-•/9,J", M-1--'~ Tdoo ~ 1\---- Vs lTn,·nn of ~ ~ ~ _ .U.l'-lo----- V L"lll!.o o ---- -

Or.s. - .c 
l.._l.L 

passed in the said O.A. While disposing of the Review 

Application, the: TL· ibunc..l had lH: lcl thcd: i:h·~ .=,ppl i cants Here 

entitled to promotion or upgradation or restructuring, in 

terms - .c 
Ul. the Railway B·:•ctl:d 's ord·~r 

without holding of the trade test. The respond~nts were 

directE:d to tal:e ne:c.~ss.=,L·:J follou-up action, Hithout insisting 

period of 4 months from the data of the receipt of a copy of 

the Tribunal's order. 

mentioned above hc..ve: that th.~ Tribunal has 

misinterpreted the circular dc..ted ~7.1. '93 by which while 

granting promotion b:J rsstructuring,only written and viva voce 

referL"ed to another cirtular issued on 15.3.1993 placed with 

issued :regarding thE: action t.:;, ]:,.~ tab'=n to •:=-::p.:=-o:Ut.s the 

of cadrs r e .s t r u c t t1 r in g • The relevant 

.,-- ----.---~- -- ----,-...-
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instruction~ ar~ as under: 

wherever pendin9. 

will be based on Trade Test. Since large number of staff will 

be involv.:;.d, it Hill b.:;. n•::c.::ss.:try t•:· dJ:.:;,,,., a cr::,sh pro-Jr.:tmm.? 

for conducting the trade tests and completion of these within 

the short~st possible time. 
L 

-lit· 

finalised immediately." 

Thus the: requir.:;,ment of t L·o.~.:J~= test V/.::t3 -~ - .l.. 1!1_11_ •J 1.-::. p•::n s ,:;cl vli th ::t11d 

vJhat was d i :=. t:":=: n s ,,. d with Vli5.S only the \vr it t·:::n t~=st .:;,nd viva 

things, ancl &n em0loyee is trade tested to tnow whether he can 

perform the duties of a particulaJ: post. They have accordingly 

stated that the vie:w taten by the Tribunal that the original 

miatak·::: from 

~ rectified in the interest of justic:::. Accordingly, a r::viaw of 

the ord:::r pass~d on ~6.7.95 has been sought. 

submissions made in the Review Application and Gave also gone 

relevant instructions contained in Ann~.A~ dated ~7.1.93, 

which was part of the OJ:igin&l Application are as und?r: 

these rest r u c t u:;: in g •:. r cl.::: 1: s as s :? l •? c t i ·=· n .::t n d nons :: l e c t i on as 

implementation of these ord?rs, if an individual railway 

selection post, the e:·:isting s.:;.l.s-ction pr•:•C•?dur•? '1.-lill .stand q_j 
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b; bas~d only on scrutiny of s~rvic~ r~cords an~ confidential 

this as 

outstanding will not figure in the panels. This modified 

sel~ction proc~dure has b~en th.:: Ministry - .c ,_, .L 

view of th~ numbers involved, with th~ objective of e~pediting 

TherE is no m~ntion in the above instructions that trade test 

P3ilway Board to provide that trad~ test has not been 

instructions, which give a clear impression that selection for 

restructuring would be J:,as·~cl SCL-utiny - .c ,_, .L 

re~ords and Confidential Peports. The instructions Annx.Aj 

1: .. 3.93 Hhich have b~en anne~~d with the 

(, Application were not presented by the respond~nts a~ part of 

th~ reply to the O.A, although it w~s no doubt stated in the 

reply that trade test had to be held for promotions based on 

restructuring. However, the averment that trade test had to be 

( 111·1- .... '11')) -··-ull--···- aL the 

of hearing of the O.A. 

shbw that the new material sought to be brought on record now cu 
---·------ ----r---
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for s~~king a r~view of the sarlier order passed in the 0.~. 

could not be produced earlier in spite of due. deligence on the 

passed earlier in the O.A can be ~ade in view of the 
CfC. 

provisions of Ordar ~Z~~VII Pule 1~ The Pevi~w Application is, 

therefore, rejected in limine. 

I 

!)?~: -)8-1' '--t 

(Ratan Prako.sh) 

Member(Judl) 

-----~-- , -------r ---

Member(Adm) 


