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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBU~AL,JAIPUR BENCH,JAIPUR. 

*** 

oA 1o::,·~ooo 

Jitendra Kumar Nagar, Junior Teacher (TGT), Raillway Senior 
Se~ond3ry School, W~atern ~ailway, Ganyapur. 

Applicant 
·Versus 

1. Union of India thr·=·uojh General Hana~er, Heatern 

Railway, Chur~hgate, Mumbai. 

2. Shri Ranveer Singh, Junior Tea.::::her, E=tilway Seni.:•r 

Se~ond3ry School, Ratlam. 

Resp.:·ndents 
CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR.S.E.A..GAEWI-\L, JUDICIAL MEMBER 

HON'BLE MR.N.P.NAWANI, ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER 

For the Applicant 

For the Respondents 

Mr.S.K.Jain 

Mr.U.D.Sharma 
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PER HON'BLE MF .. N.P.HAW}-\.NI, ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER 

In this OA filed U .'~ ' ~ 19 - .. -: ·-·J.. the Administrative 

Tribunal~ 
• Act, applicant qu.3:=hin':t of the 

impu·jned order dab:::d 16.2.~000 (Ann.A/1), by which a panel 

haa been iseued for promotion to the post af PGT (En':tlish) 

e.cale f~.3.tS:.oO-l05t)0 =.m.:1 the nam.::: c·f resp·=·nd.:::nt Ho.2, Shri 

Ranveer Singh, has be.:::n shown in the panel. 

2. We h3ve heard the learned coun2el for the p3rti2s and 

have perused all the material on record. 

3. The le3rned counsel for the applic3nt has challen':ted 

the prom.:tion of respondent No.~ esaentially on the ~round 

that as per n.:.tifi·~::ttion da'ced 1-:1:.12.99 (Ann.A/:2) ·the said 

p.:.et •::-f Senior Te·=l'~her (Pt3T) sc.:tl•::: B..3.6~500-10500 was nut. 

reserved for SC.·ST candidate ~nd was suppoaed to to filled 

up by a 9•2neral .:::=.t·t·290:•ry .::::tndid.=,te. It i2. also ar<::~U·~d l::·y 

him that although re2pondent Ilo.~ undisputedly belon~s_to SC 

rx.rt"tmuni ty, th·::: ·=·fficial r•'=2·P·=·ndents had IK•t shown him as 

such either in the eligibility list dated 6.1.~000 

(Ann. A/3) or in the impugned p3nel (Ann. A/1) c.nd thus has 
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alleged that the official r~spondents wantej to provide 
undeserve pr~motion to reepondent No.2. 

4. In their reply the ·=·f f i.::~ia 1 hav·~ 

C·:•nb~n.:1.:::.:1 that •:::v.=:n th.:·uojh the p.:•et w=te n.:.t r·'=!S•:::PJcd fc·r 
8C'8T c9ndidate, nothing prevents a SC.!ST candid~te who is 
in the eligitility list and, therefore, within =one of 
con2ideration, to participate in the selection procezs snd 
if he ia senior enough and is also found meritorious enou~h 

in th.~ .3.~1·~CtJ...:•n pr.: .. :::.~ss, there is n.:.-l:hin~ in law whi.:::h 
cc·uld pr·~v·~nt birr, from bein9 prom.:·ted. 

contended on behalf of the official respondenta that 

r·~E·p·:·nd·=:nt No.:. was senior to the applic.:,nt in th·= b3.S•:! 

grad·=: and thi3 f.=..::t was reflected in the eli'.:ribili ty lis.-t 

(Ann.A/3), where respondent No.2 is placed at 2.No.l and the 

applic3nt iz placed at S.No.3 and if the ~pplic3nt considers 

himzelf 2enior to respondent No.2, his gri~v3nce would have 

arisen .:n th3t date itself i.e. on 6.1.2000 but he made no 

ot.j.=:.:=i:i.:,n 3nd, tberefc.re, after not pasE'in'd ·th•::: ·=·=l·~·:::ti·:·n 

hav•=: .:tlS.:• 3I.="~·::I.tl.•:::c,J.ly CC•l1tend.::d ·that the p.:.s·t •:·f S.::ni.:•r 

T~acher iz ~ selection post and the suit3bility for the 3aid 

post was adju3ged by the Selection Board throu~h viva-voce 

bui: ·thr:: apr:·licant failed to secure a minimum qu:tlifyinr=i 

mark:=. in th·:= sele·~·ti·.:.on pr.: .. :~ee:s and havin':l failed in 1:he 

selection pr~ce2s has now .::arne up with an unfounded case to 

challenge the promotion of a senior and selecte3 person. 

5. 

It l.. -· c 

We have carefully considered the rival .·x.ntenti·:·ns. 

.:::.:.nV::nded J:.y tbe offici 31 resp.:.nd·=::r,·t::. tha.t r.::sp·:·nd·~n·t . 

2·~nior ·to the applicant in the base •.:;r.::tde .:£ 

Th·= applicant himself has no·t =tnn.:::·:·:::d 

eeniority list and, ther8fore, there is no reason for us not 

to accept the fa.:::t that respondent No.2 wa~ senior to the 

appli<::a!YI: in the b:~se grade. The law is als.::J V•:::ry :::l•:::ar 

ihat a reserved category candid3te, if he finds a pl~ce in 

the eligibility list by virtue of his seniority 3nd appears 

into:· 

the 

the 

instant case, was 

catch-up rule as 



enunciated by Hon'ble 
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Lthe Supreme Court in Ajit Singh-II, reported 3t AIR 1999 SC 
3471, and clarified in the case of Jatinder Pal Sinyh, 
reported at 1999 sec ( L&S) 1280, \'lill come in·to play only 
when ·the general category candidate catches up .with his 
junior reserved category candidate at the next higher level. 
In the present case, the applicant is junior to respondent 
No.2 in the base grade~ The respondent No.2 was senior and 

was actually placed at S.No.l in the eliyibility list. He 

was, therefore, entitled to appear in the selection test and 

consequently also passed the selection test. On the other 

hand, the applicant failed to secure the minimum qualifyiny 

marks in the selection test. In the circumstances, the 

applicant has absolutely no case. He was neither senior to 

respondent No.2 in the base grade nor he could pass the 

selection test. In the circumstances, we are not required 

to make further inquiries as to whether the roster in the 
" ' 

~ cadre of Senior Teacher was completed and whether the 

r ._ 

judgement of Hon'ble the Supreme Court in the case of R.K. 

Sabharwal and Others v. State of Punjab and Others, reported 

at 199.5 S•~C ( L·.~:3) 548, can come to the help of the 

applicant. 

6. In view of the above discussion, we fipq.no merit in 
I 

this case and ·it is accordingly dismissed with no order as 

to costs.~ The interi~ direction issued by this Tribunal on s.J]so 
~ 

(N .P. NAWANI )"" 

MEMBER (A) 

stands vacated. 
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/(S.K.AGARWAL} 

MEf<lBER . ( J } 


