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central ACniNlSTRAn ve tribunal principal bench

Nsu Delhi: this the day of Aprilj1999»

HON»BLE f1Ro9o R« AOlGE, VI CE CHaIR^AN (a)

HON'BLEWRSo LaKSWI SUflPlIW ATHAN»n EPIBER(3)

Kunal Nandao
s/o ^ ri P rew Hohefi Nande®

R^o yZ-l342/C9 Rani 8a9h»
^akur Beeti^
Delhi -0 34 ...... Rpplicanto
(By Aduocate: Shri SoKoBiearie )

Varstia

1ft Union of India
through

SociTG^s ry p
Mlniatry of Dspartment of Personnel &
Training.
No rth Bio ck t
Neu Del hi

Di recto r^
Central Bureau of Investigationp
CGO Q)n!pl ex>
Lodhi fbadff _
Neu Delhi ft .«• ft Responded tag'

ORDER

BY HON'BLE WRftSftRoADlGEft VICE CHqlffl

^plicant'a prayer for a direction to

respondents restraining then from repatriating

hia to his par^t organisation (CfPF) and a

further direction to respondents to declare

his as being pemanently absorbed in CBXo

2o Rsplic^t uho belongs to CR PF c^e on

dqsutation to CBl as ASI (Pi) on 1<^'eft91 and uias

subsequently promoted as SI useofo 1o'6^95ft

Respondents have nou relieved him vide orders

dated 29^^®^® (Annexur&»Rl) b^eofe 3lo'1o99

with direction to report to his parent organisaticn

(CRPF)ft ^
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3» The Oalhi High QQUrt in CtJ> NOol78l/97 UOI &

orso' Vso Plathura tXitt & Prso have categorically

held that dgputationiste have no vested right to

be considered for abaoxption and in th^backgxound
of the policy decision taken by CBI not to absorb

any person unless he was totally indispeneible to

the uoiking of CBI no challenge to the r^atriation

order can be mountedo Furtheirooro respond^ts

in their reply state that applic^t not being a

graduate cannot be absorbed under the recruitosnt

rules and thia avemsnt has not becEfi d^ied by

hiiB in rejoinder*

4, /pplicant has ra tfjtioned the cases of shri Noli

nishra and Shri N.PoPafsdoy in para 4(f) of his

OAp but in reply to that respondents state that

the abaoiption of Shri NoNoWishra was not in

accordance with rul eso ho also not being a

graduate and his erroneous absorption is being

submitted to Department of Personnel for further

guidtfice* As rsgards Shri NoPoPandey respond^te

state that he is a d^artmentel officer and not a

deputetionist*' This has also not been denied by
sppllctfit in any rejoinder.

5. In the absence of any vested right available

to applicant to compel respondents to absorb him

wo see no geod grounds to interfere in the order

dated 29o'1o99*
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6, The Oft is dldnissedo No oosts^

( PlRSo LaKSWI SUAfllNATHfl^! )
WETIBERg)

(  SpRo AOIOfE )
yiCE chaiwanCa)
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