The Additional Member (Staff)

Ministry of Railways                                                          Dated 17.3.10
Rail Bhawan

New Delhi

                                 Sub:   Appeal reg: RTI reply for 6387 dated 09/01/2010.

                                         Reply of my appeal for the same dated 19/01/2010.

                               Ref:   Your letter no: RTI Cell/2009/6387/CPIO-II dated 

                                         04/01/2010 and 16/02/2010.
Sir,

            The perusal of the reply of my appeal, clearly indicate that the queries raised by me through my appeal have not yet been addressed satisfactorily and all the queries raised through my appeal have not been replied yet.
           By the reply it is now clear that the original reply given by the administration that there was segression before 2001, was wrong as per their an reply in my appeal, where in it has been mentioned that the LR/JS strength was existing before sixties and some thing has  been issued on 31/03/1980.
           It may be cleared that when was final LR/JS strength after 31/3/1980, department wise the same may please be furnished.

2.        If the classified lists published in eighties and nineties contained the strength of Jr. Scale and also LR/Jr. Scale foe each department and each zone separately.  Then how this statement that there exist no separate JS strength may kindly be explained.
3.        Similarly the strength shows 1273 was available in the cadre restructure papers in 1992 as per PP-54 enclosed with my reply may kindly be explained.

4.        I had requested that reply to my queries be given separately, without using brackets even at the cost of repetition,  has not been given importance even after my appeal which may please be evoked into.

5.        A specific request that the reasons/formula/calculations to arrive at the presently sanctioned JS regular and also JS/LR strength may kindly be furnished has not been replied which is requested now.

6.         It is now requested that reply to my original RTI query as also my appeal may kindly be furnished in detail.

7.       Finally though I have been asked to visit Railway Board for more clarifications, on a mutually agreed date, it has not been mentioned that how this date can be decided mutually with whom, and who will be the official, meeting me.  The official concerned should be fairly senior capable of giving right information and take right decision.  I should also be permitted for perusal of all concern papers.

           An early reply is requested.

( S K Bansal )

B-3/4, Jeevan Jyoti Apartment

                                                                               Near Lok Vihar Pitampura Delhi
The Additional Member (Staff)

Ministry of Railways                                            Dated 17.3.10
Rail Bhawan

New Delhi

                                  Sub:  Appeal reg: Information through RTI –October,2005

                                           Junior scale strength in General cadre.

                                  Ref:   Railway Board’s letter no: RTI Cell/2009/6390/CPIO-II

                                           Dated 12/01/2010 and 02/02/2010

Sir,

             The information to my queries has not been given satisfactorily as under :

Para 2   I had asked the number of Jr. Scale posts sanctioned as regular cadre for    General cadre.

             For this I have been told that there is a combined strength of Jr. Scale, & Group ‘B’ as 88.  This is not was asked.

Para 3   My queries were that how many of these have been filled regularly and how many officers have been inducted in Junior Scale during last 10 years.

Para 4    My query was if not filled regularly the reasons of not distributing these posts for other department may kindly be furnished.


The reply given against both these paras  is just not relevant at all.  It  is known to every body that the induction of Group ‘B’ in Group ‘A’ in 8 organised services is being made.  Hence this is not the proper reply to my query.

             It is requested that my queries may kindly be informed properly.

( S K Bansal )

B-3/4, Jeevan Jyoti Apartment

Near Lok Vihar

Pitampura

Delhi
The Additional Member (Staff)

Ministry of Railways                                           Dated 17.3.10
Rail Bhawan

New Delhi

                                  Sub:  IInd appeal reg: Information under  RTI  Act,2005

                                  Ref:   Your letter no: RTI Cell/2009/6392/CPIO-II

                                           Dated 04/01/2010.
                                           My appeal dated 19/01/2010.

Sir,

                   On your reply, I had given an appeal, but no reply yet has been received.  May kindly expedite the same with parawise specific information, specially regarding para 3, 4 & 5.

( S K Bansal )

B-3/4, Jeevan Jyoti Apartment

Near Lok Vihar

Pitampura

Delhi
The Additional Member (Staff)

Ministry of Railways                                                       Dated 17.3.10
Rail Bhawan

New Delhi

                Sub:  RTI -2005 information vide RTI No. 7077 dated 26/02/2010.

Dear Sir,

          The information given vide the above, is not satisfactory, as under :

Para No. 3, 4, 5, 6 have not been replied.

(i)  Para No.3, wanted that the reasons of delay in initiation of the DPC be given details in each case separately.

(ii)   As per modal calendar, the initiation of the DPC for the panel year 2009-10 be done in April 2008 itself and the same should be sent to UPSC by August, 2008, so that the DPC is finalised by December, 2008.  The reasons of not following the system enumerated by the modal calendar may please be awaited.

          If the calling of seniority list itself will be called on 01/12/2008 ( as on 01/01/2009) how the DPCs are expected to be finalised by 31/03/09.  The details may kindly be furnished.

Para 4     The date of initiation and also the date of sending final proposal for reach year was requested which has not been given and may kindly be given.

               It has been observed that after the final proposal is sent, lot of queries are raised by UPSC, which takes lot of time and thus delay.  The reasons of inability of the Railway Department to send the complete information, as one go, even after so many years of experience, and not even in single case may kindly be enumerated and furnished.

              It is appreciated that the work involved in enormous, but whether in no way that the DPCs can be placed in time whether it will always be delayed.  The reason of failure of the administration, in actions taken and systems improvements alongwith strengthening the DPC organisation in Railways may kindly be enumerated.

Para 5     The reasons of not sending the in writing reminders may please be given.  What is the time taken by the UPSC after their query is replied based on last years DPC may kindly be furnished.

Para 6    The reply to this query can not be “information not available”.  It can be either ‘yes’ or ‘no’ with reasons.

                 An early reply may kindly be given.  It is requested that reply may kindly be given specific to each query and not as a general information. 
( Jatinder Singh )
ADEN/Track Machine

State Entry Road,

New Delhi

The Additional Member (Staff)

Ministry of Railways                                                         Dated 17.3.10
Rail Bhawan

New Delhi

                            Sub:   Appeal reg: information sought under RTI Act, 2005

                                      Leave reserve strength.

                            Ref:   Your letter no: RTI Cell/2009/6389/CPIO-II

                                      Dated 04/01/2010.

Sir,

                      The information given for my queries is not satisfactory as under :

Para-1              The  reply  given  for  this  is wrong, in view of the PP-54 enclosed will you like to review it again.  Moreover 1647 is nothing but a total of 1273 and 572 (LR) then how it can be said that this was fixed in 2007.

                       This is required to be clarified.

Para-2 to 5        No reply has been given except enclosing few notings which are not giving any reply to my queries.

                       Specific reply may please be given against each para, however, for information you may enclose the notings to authenticate the same.

Para – 3 to 5    Need very specific reply, which should be furnished. 

( S K Bansal )

B-3/4, Jeevan Jyoti Apartment

Near Lok Vihar

Pitampura

Delhi
3.       That the Railway administration has constantly refused to implement the ratio of Hon’ble supreme Court’s judgment dated 23/09/02 which inter alia said that one department can not be discriminated against the other, where in the 3 departments have already been given the benefit of additional vacancies, whereas the departments –Civil Engineering department – the present petitioners and the Electrical departments, are being denied the same, thus violating article 14 & 16 of the constitution for treating 2 sets of department differently i.e. Traffic, S&T & Personnel departments are given the benefit and the civil Engg & Electrical Department are being the benefits, though additional vacancies were given to all the 5 departments under one scheme and one letter, duly approved by UPSC.

             That the scheme additional vacancies is not being implemented for Civil Engineering Department, under the plea that the Jabalpur CAT – had ruled that “Govt. was not empowered to enhance the stipulated/laid down quota (40%) for promotee officers under rule 4 of recruitment rules for Group ‘A’, the appeal of promotee officers Federation for which was dismissed in limini by Hon’ble Supreme Court of India.  This despite the fact that Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, later on in their detailed and full pledged judgment delivered on 23/09/2002, in the case of U.O.I. & Ors Vs. A.K.Singh & Ors (92/1999) in an appeal for another department for the same scheme and similarly situated.  It is important to point out that the case of Civil Engineering Department (Jabalpur bench of CAT) judgment also came into discussion.  This judgment held that the Hon’ble CAT have erred in their judgment, and that the government is empowered to enhance the quota in explained circumstances.  The operative paras of the judgments are as under :  
