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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, 

JAIPUR BENCH 

Orders pronounced on:· .2J/. 7. )-c r~ 
(Orders reserved on: 26.07.2016) 

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. SANJEEV KAUSHIK, MEMBER (J) & 
HON'BLE MRS. MEENAKSHI HOOJA, MEMBER CA) 

Applicants 
Versus 

i 
i.· Union of India : through General Manager, West Contrail 

Railway, Jab~lpur .. 
2. Dy. Chief Material Mifliager, West Central Railway, Kata. 

i 

Present: 

' •·· -
Respondents 

Mr. Nand Kishore, Advocate, for the applicant. 
Mr. M.K. Meen,a, Advocate, for Respondents. 

' 
· (0.)l.~o.291/00343"1,545 o/2014· 

(o/ijend'ra Si119fi d.Jf.notlier 'V's. VO/ etc.) 
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HON'BLE MR. SANJEEV KAUSHIK, MEMBER (J) 

1. The facts anc! the questions of law raised by the applicants in 

both these cases are identical and as such these are being 

disposed of by a common order. The facts are being taken 

from 0.A. No. 291/00343/14 - Vijendra Singh Vs. UOI 

vide letter dated 29.1.2004 (Annexure A-1) with a rider that 

he will have to clear type test within two years. He was 

posted under Controller of HQ Jabalpur. Two type tests were 

conducted in which he could not get through. The applicant, 
I 

on transfer, joined under Divisional Store Manager, W.C. 
I 

(O.;!S{o.291/00J4J.,;f,545 o/2014-
{o/ijenara Siugli ei}lnotlier o/s. VO! etc. j 
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Railway, Kata on 3.3.2005. A 3rd type test was conducted in 

which applicant again failed. He states that the machine 

upon which he gave test was defective. The respondents 

issued reversion order dated 12.2.2007 (A-3) which was 

challenged by him (and other two applicants jointly) in O.A. 

No. 59/2007 which was decided on 4.9.2008 with the 
-,.-IO':"~~=~~ii-3~~~ .. 

following d)f~etions : ; , -<"-'~-
,,;,,. .,..., '" . ~ 

. .ii"' '. ~··"1, ~ ""''!< ( fr ~,.,. ·' "'""• 
,)l'We J.;'le1p~1 ttiet vieW' tliat siQ,<;elhr' !odhp~r and Jabalpur 

.. :~~· ~ li.i "ti! ";: ·"- ~1 ,.~ ~~ . 
• ~ .•. '~ ·~- ... ~ 'l 

/'' f~• B~9hes of ~~~;¢f~~fBt~(C~ve takenf~j con's~~sus view 

.l \~h'~t the_,.~ti"pl(;~·l\ts ~av,~ ·;~i'fiia,\t? quattfy Jr'~,~'iJJng test 
l ">.,,. 1 .. 11. ·',. ~, :¥ ,, I 'Yr-·.~· - ,., \ 
~ ""!"' ,"': .,... , 1• .' i I ,, ".,;:.., --"·· 'k) 

,:f 1"f?' withinf,it~o y~ah; ardi ~lsp' ~n'' addi,tipnal op'p9r.tunity was 
!-! ~ • ~~f ""'I:· ~~"' ~. ··l f, $ i;; '~ _.p'!il' ~~·. 1 • .,. ":. 

~- t- :el ;.~.,, >;J_~.!i t~_lt W H fff? .lip' ..,.i~>'!' ~i~ e~·-1: ~l l ·•',,..,. gra~'.t'ed~toet,6'e1'1J)i,p~;t,b~'thifd .time7'i~s such thef.action of 

I 
;~ the~~~.5P~~~.'.~.·~;.~:.'il{i~~.·ri.~·'.·9·· ~th;ri·•·;·p.~plicants 'f.~;;.nndl be ~h~~ h,.~ r~~J$'- .... ti: .. ~3'.'l'l'lf!i,'c~-~-l~ . ~ .. J:li~_:.;.., .. ~i-~1( 4'.1~ 1'1 
~ ~ :;rr .r ~ .f 'u'i')·. )-~l·Jls '"(;.. ':!:':1 . ~ ... ~ • 

· Q) defalf!Jl$9r""A,\;iiorrai1~·~ !l.f'olj;""u~,""'t~~$'matter ca1~~'~a1sdi be 

\~ (j dispo~1~a·f.6f'in?~i li~h·~ o?~th~,,'j,u~~1~ent rend~';;~ bJ the 
. ·~ ... ~;"I. jl'" ~· r .. ~ \ _,l'-,411' 'i 

.. GA\J;,Jg.ahR~~~~~a1gMrij_B~Ffc'R~~.·~col;ai~gly, the IJr~sent 
~: :I +...e;"" """·-··.i.-:\ ,o· _.i;.~F .. ,..,,,~ '!, ,.f. 

\ ( .. e:A,, ·;5.,d.\;fnissed. However, ;;·~e,'~i!'h\ to.Jobser~e here 
-~~ ';. ( _,;! . ·...,_, · ·, .. r. ~~ l /' 

·cl\~ \th~((n i::ase,tii'e•·petitionef'b~for.e ttt~ Hp~
1

'ble,,~igh Court 
~;_ ·~ .M. "• ' . ~ ./'. 
;';~ 1"·\ c '•' ' . . .... -.... '• t<~ ,(-' 

'+. ••.• pf 'f:1adhya ·prad~~h • uitrn=iately ~s1:iE~eed£,". we see no 
·~'* ~~ /. _..,o;i · t~, _ .. ,._,_ _ r··-· ,,:J'~' 

rea~h;,.~hy tllir'f·espo·n·dents sha,ll&no't extend the similar 
: ~t;;.':.v~:.-n .. '":·~~~.-.r-

benefjts to the applicants of this O.A". 

4. Th;e appli;cant continued to work as LDC. The applicant 
i \ . 

submitted[ represe~tations for regularization of his services 
J 

but to no ,avail. The applicant claims that he could be easily 

regularized by the respondents as he has' passed type test 

from the Hindi Training Institute of Govt. of India. Due to 

(O.}l.!J{o.291/00J4Jo£545 o/2014· 
(<J1ienam Singu <tl.Jlnotfier o/s. VOJ etc. ) 
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non-reversion he could not participate in the selections made 
~ '· . . . ' ' ' 1 

by the respondents in meanwhile and other: persons have 
I · l ! 

been appointed as LDC. In O.A. No. 435/2010 - Smt. 
j . I 

I ; I 
Kamlesh K'umari Vs. Union of India etc. decided n 

28.4.2010, the applicant was allowed ,more than 4 chances 

to clear the ·test. This order was challenged in o'.s; Civil 

I 

Department of Official Language, Hindi Teaching 

I 
Scheme (Exam Wing), New Delhi may be considered. 

I 

Xxxxxx xxx xxxxx 

(0.,11.'No.291/003430lS45 o/2014-
('f·fjenifra Singli c:l)t.notlier 'lls. VO! etc.) 
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In view of aforesaid discussion, we are not inclined to 

interfere with the judgments passed by the Central 

Administrative Tribunal in the ·case of all the three 

respondents. We, however, reiterate that this 

fourth/additional chance which the respondents shall 

avail to pass the Typing Test, would be last one and no 

Bench and no orders have been received and· as such no 

further action has been taken. 

7. We have heard learned counsel present for the parties and 

examined the material on the file. 

------·----'-~----

(O.Jt!No.291/00343cfS45 of 2014-
{'Vijencfra Sin91i e,'l)lriotlier <Vs. VO! etc~) 
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8. A perusal of the pleadings would make it abundantly clear 

that the case of the applicants; in both cases (three in . 
. ' 

: 

number) on the same cause of actioh, as ii;ivolved in this 

' ' 
case, had earlier been disposed bf on A.9.2008 (in which all 

the three were a party) with a specific observation that the 

issue would be bound by the decision to be taken by the 

<, 
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Dated:2'l ·/.;i.,, ., ., . 

' • r 

. , .. 
•: ... 

HC* 

··; ' . ..,.,..t.,, I' 
~.., "'~G::;:;~.,....,..,.~ 4":;i:: ........ 

(O.}l.7{o.291/0034Jc!/S45 of 2014-
('TJ.ijerufra Si119fi e:l}lnotlier 'Vs. VO! etc.) 

·-
i 

i · 1 

I 

j 

! 
I 

I 
I 
I 


