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CENTRAL AOniNISTRATiyE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH

or Nb-'i^2Q3l/-99'"^

■  • ' ' ' _

Neu Delhis this the day of 0ctoberf^OOO^

HON'BLE (nR,SoR"«ADi{£',y ici: cha irman (a) o
HON'BLE DR,A;\iEDA\/ALLif MEMBER(D)

1»' The Her ticulture-Sectional Officers As so ciationV

CPUOf represented by Shri Satbir Singhp*^
Gen eral se ere ta ry-p
Ground FloorV "

A Uingf lad rap ra s tha Bhauanf
Neu Delhil^

2f! sWLabh 1-

A ss t tiSii rec to r ( Ho rt)
... .

9  ■■

Horticol tore Development Division Ip
O  CPUO, IP Bhavan? •

Neu Del hiS oV,. Appli can t3»^

(By Advocate: Shri K_oB«5oTlajan)

aVsu's '

if Union of Indiaf
through

the Sacretary'p . ' "" " \
Ministry of Urban Developraantp
Nimjan Bhavan^
Neu Delhi-

2^ The Director-G^aral of Uorks'f
Central Public Uorks Departnentp

Nirraan Bl^uapp^
Neu Delhi-11.^

3^ The Cha^tmahp^
Union-Public Sarvice Comroissioap

Dholpur Housep^ •
Shah Deha^ Roadf
Neu Delhi»11

(By Advocate: Shri A^Ko'Sharduaj)

fl —iVfrhJi' J'ifi 1

l#!/sl^fAdiQ^\/C(A^?-^

Applicants ha ye filed this OA against the

implied rejection of ^eir representations dated

11 9 and da ted 6^ r equ esting tha t no di rect

recruitment be made against any vacant^post of AsstiKl

ADirector (Hort"^) save as per revisedirecruibnent rules
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'  said txj have
in vl^ of an under taking^! yen by fctCT to the Tribunal

on 11^lCTi96^ and after taking into account the creation

of 20 posts of Assttfoirector in the cadre revieu

conducted in 1995 which were to be filled op only by

promotion as also the abolition of 10 posts vide

2^ Heard botb sides and perused the pleadings^

3o^ Posts of Ass^;^irector (Hort) Groc^ *8* gazetted

were filled up as per prereyised RRs by 2 methods:

1) 2/3 vacancies by promotion from the grade

O  of S»0(Hprt)^

2)1/3 vacancies by direct recruitment through

upsci

4? Revised RRs were notified on 20il1'|99 reducing

the direct recruit quota from I/3 to I/IO'?

5^ Applicants contend that all the unfilled OR

quota in the g rade of Assttf Director should be filled

by applying the aforesaid revised RRs notified on 20'iiltf99<

Respondents contend that as,per law settled in

O  Rangaidh J/sf DoSrinivae Rag 190 3(3) SCC 385 and

foil owed in Chanda;ni Vs. UOI A TR 1992(1) CAT

383 Bombay the revised RRs will apply only prospectivaly

and vacancies which occurred prior to notdLfication

of revised RRs pn_ 20.^11'i!99 required to be filled up
as per RRs in vogue at the time when the vacancies

occurred<?

8® Applicants how ever aver, in their rejoinder

that Rangaiah's case (supra) uould not be applicable

and instead it would be the ratio pf, the fton'ble

Supreme Court's ruling in Dr?_K?Ramulu \/s^ Satya

Narayan Rao (1997^3 SCC 59 which would operate in view

of the statanent made by respondents before the Tribunal
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that vacancies would be filled 'up only after the

RRs were amendedfl

7f As section l-^-'^ff-J.'A-Ct.peDnits a person aggrieved

by an ordef ̂Cgapbasis aupplledV to approach the

Tribunal, and respondsts have no t i ssued any

order in reject of the proootlpn to the posts of

Ass tttorector (tet), . the OA does not call for any

interference by the Tribunal at this staged Instead

we direct, respondents to dispose of applicants'

representations dated 11 ̂9^99 and 6^2'^99 by a
detailed^ sp eaking and .reasoned order in accordance

with rulesj" instructions and judicial pronoun can en ts

within 3 months fTOin the date of receipt of a copy

of this order under intimation. to applicant.^ If any

grievance survives thereafter it will be open to

applicants to agitote the same in accordance with

law^ if so advised^

The OA is.disposed of in terms of para 7

a bo ve^J No oo s ts^

o

( DR.A^VEoAVALLI )
piepi^rCd")

( SoR.AOIGE )

VICE CHAIRP1AN(A)|
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