
■ \\

t

CENIHAL A0RINI?Tnr7rTI\/E: -miBUNAL PRINCIPAL 8CNCH

IN

OA No^26/99 ,P

NaJ Del his this the <2*^ day of Augus ty200C]F|
HON»BL£ nR;slR;AOIG£:,\/ICE CHAIRriAN(A)iij

HDN»BLE MRiKULOlP SINGH^EMBER(3)
pIc^Gupta ,
S/o Shri Sita Ram Gupta'^
R/o Tajli RoadV f^una Nagar .W,^V.^Applicanii|
(By Advccate; Shri S.K.Gupta)

1.^ Shri tflshJa NatKf
Secretary^
DepttS^ of Forest & Environment|'
paryaiv/aran Bhauan7
CGd compl ex^
Lo d hi Ro ad ^
Neu Oelhi-:^

2. Shri P.'K'iMshra7
Secretary^

UPSC
1

Shahjahan Road|«
Neu Del hi"!!

3^ Shri B.O.Qalia^

Commissioner & Sgcretaryy
QD\/t9 of Haryanay
Haryana Forest Oepartnent^
Sectoral 77„
Chandigarf^

4^ Banarsi Qassf
Principal Chief Conservator of Forestsy
Ha ry an af Van B hau a ny
Sector-67

Panchkulaf ..HsapondBnt^
(By Aduocats: shri A.'K?Bharduaj ulth Sh^USR Krishna)

•I

l^^y^;f^Adlqe7VcfA^V -3

Heard both sides on C.P.Nof3B4/99 arising out

of OA No^'26/99;i

2f OA No.2 6/99 uas disposed of by order dated
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2^'2-^99 with a direction to respondant Noi^ and 2

to take appropria^te action on the recommendation

of Haryana state QDv/t. containad in their letter

dated 2!^1'^98 which GDI was requested to

review the Indian Fbrest Service Select List fhr

1993 tx) consider applicant's claim#^ These directions

yere to be implemented as expeditiously as possible

and preferably before 31^3^99 as applicant was to retire

on that date9

3«' Both Respondents Noi^l and 2 have filed reply

affidavitein which it has been stated that the RevieJ

Selection Committee met on 33-^^99 to revidJ

applicant's casa for inclusion in the 1992 ̂ 1993

select li sty but on overall assesgnent of his

service record the Committea did not find his

cate of such merit as to warrant his inclusion in

the 1 992- 93 select lis^

4^ Uhether such a decision of the Review Selection

Committee was correct or not is not something which

can be adjudicated in a Contanpt petition having

regard to the Hon'ble Suprene ''ourfs r^ly in 3#So

parihar Vsf Ql}uggar & Ors'? 3yiy 1996(9) SC 608,^ If

applicant is aggrieved with te e decision taken on

merits^* it is open to him to challenge the same

separately in accordance with law ^ if so adviset^

5^ Tha reply of Respondent Nof3 reveals the further
action taken by respondents pursuant to the recomraendatior

of tha review aelection Coramitt^,' which helps explain

why tespondents did not file their reply earllery

The C,py is therefore dismissecfl Notices discharged;

VvAiL^

( KULOIP SINGH )
fIEnBCR(3)

(S.R.AOIGE
VICE CHAIRMAN (a).
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