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-f central ACPlINlSTRAn ve tribunal principal bench

Ofl No. 1510/99 uith (Has 1340 & 1 664 of 1999,

New OelHi: thi 3 the day of February»2000,

HON'BLE WR.S.R. ADIGE, VICE OlAlfnAN(A).

HON »9LE WR.KULOIP SINGH,PI EPIB ER(3)

1. B.K.Pathakp S.0,275,

S/o 9i«Ld<h Raj Pathakp
Vo F-3, ^ankar Road,
Fire Station,
New Oalhi.

2* Be Re Saxeoap SeP e'3jB,
s/o Shrl Te Re Saxenap
working at Keshav/ Pursmp

Fire Station,
f^o Qsnnaught Cirou;s>'
Fire Station,
New Delhie

3e Hari Kishan, SB 566,
^o She Hukam Oi and,
R/o A»lOp R^iDhansi Rbad,
Fire Station,
New Delhi Applicantse

(By Advocate: Shri SeKeGupto)

Versus

1.. Go vt, of NCT of DBlhi,
through

Oiief Secretary,
5, an Nath Plarg,
New Del hie

2e Chief Fire Officer,
Delhi Fire Servi ca(Hqs),
OsnnatQht Lane,
New Delhie

&I,8 others as per flnended Piano of parties. '* Respondents.
(By Advocate: Shri Rajindsr Pandito)

ORDER

HON«BLE PIR.S.R. ADIGE

Applicants seek promotion as Station Officers

and allege that respondents are epplying the emended

Recruitment F^les for these posts which cane into force

on 26.10.% even in respect of vacancies of posts of

Station Officers uhich occured prior to 26o10,98 which

they state is agel'bt the law laid dotgn by the Hon'blo
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Suprsne 0)urt in the casg of YoVoRangaiah & Ora. Vso D».

Sriniuaa & Oral 19^3(3)300 284 .

2o' ya havo haard applicants* counsal Shri SoK»

Gupta ̂  Raapondonta* right to file reply had been

forfeitted in v/ieu of their failure to file the sen o

despite repeated opportunities given to thesa Respondents*

counsel ^ri Rajindra Pandita sppeared and sought

peimission ^d uas alloufed to withdraw from the case as

he stated that he had received no cooperation froo

re^ondants«'

3o During hearing Shri 0(4)to assaled that tho

^  Recruitment Rules had been an ended on 26ol0a3B gfid one
of the essential condition fbr promotion as p er

these en^dnents wesrthat the candidate should have

passed the Station Officers' Oaurso from NFSC, Nagpur or

equivalent, but this condition was being ro ado opplicablo

even v/acancios uhich had arisen prior to 26.10, 98^ ijii

was violativa of Rangaiah's caso (8Upra)o

There is merit in Shri 6upta*s contention that

Vacancies h ave to be filled up in accordance with those

RRs uhidi were in existence at the tjfie the vacancy becsmo

available* In other wordSj vacancies of roaPtj uhich

became avail ̂ 1 e prior to 26ol0,^, would have to bo

filled up in accordance with tho unan ended RRs, and it is

only tfrose vacancies which became available after 26ol0«98

which unuldhave to be filled in accordance with tt)e amended

RRso'

5, Keeping the above in view, this Da is di^osed of

with a direction to respondents to consider applicants'

claim for promotion as subject to availability of

(S)

^ "U. i^tnro

V.
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vacancies, gOd in accordanco with rulaa, inatructiona

and judicial pronouncements aa ejqs editiously as

possible, and preferably bdthin 4 months from the

date of receipt of a copy of this order. No oo stso

( KULOIP SINGH )
l*lEnBER(3l)

(  S, RoMOIGE/)
VICE OT airman (a)

/og/

L.


