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cm TRaL (\CPIINISTRaTI \iz tribunal principal bench

0, A«No.2565/9B
. V

Vt

N BUI Delhi: this tha / 5 - day of April >1999,

HDM *BLE P1R,.S.R.A0IGE:, VICE CH aI H*i AN ( a) .

4iDN'3LE P1RS. LaKSWI SU/^1IN ATH/^,n 0^BER(3).

1, Shri Balbir Singh,
s/o Shri ffiand Singh Gusain,
f^o 04/E/14, D an akp u ̂  ,
N aui 0^ hi

2. Shri Oh a rare Singh^
s/o Shri Qobar Singh,

Villaga Fatat^ur 3eri,

Harsaroop Oolony,

N eu Delhi,

3* Shri Dag dish Singh Ran a,
Vo Shri Lakhi Ran,
f^o House No, 204,
village & P,0,Khera Kalan,
OQihi-08 2.

4, Sh ri 3 agm in de r Sing h,
s/o Shri Dalip Singh,
Ull 1«' & P to •T'1 a2 ra Dab as,
hi-081,

5* Shri Ram Parvssh Mishra,

s/o Shri Rspanand flishra,
fVo fl«624, Budh Vihar,
D0lhi-O41,

6,' Si ri Balbir Singh Rauat,
s/o shri Rudar Singh Rauat,
fy 0 \^11, Fatehpur Beri,
Harsaroop Qslony,
N eu Delhi,"

7, Sh ri Shi v Ch a ran ,
^o Late Shri Imarat Singh,
FV'o 591/28-F, Ran Gali,
Vi shuas Nagar, Shah da ra,
0elhi-Q32 •«.«,/pplicants#

(By Advocate* Shri Ashok AQarual)

Versus

1, Gout, of National Capital Territory of Delhi,
through its Chief Secretary,
5, Shygjn Nath Plarg,
0elhi»054,

Forest),Of Nstionsl Cspilal T=
Territory of Oelhi,
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3rd, Floo r, Vikas Bhauan,
I#P,Estata» .
Neu Delhi, Respondtfits.

& % there

(By Aduocates ^ri Rajindar Pandit a for official
A

respon d^ts,

Shri G.D.Gupta for private respondents.

0 RDER

BY HON *aLF flR.S. R..A01GE \/ICE CHaIOT aMCa).

Applicants impugn reason dents* action

dated 27.12.^ (Annaxur«~ a) uiithdrauing their

earlier order dated 7,12.^ (jfrinexura-H) promoting

the?? on adioc basis as Dy^Rahgers.

2. ijlth the consent of spplicant*s counsel

Shri Ashok Agarual and reepondants* counsel ^Shri

G,0. Gupta and iRajindar Pandita , all of th(?D uere

finally heard on the 0 a at admission stage,

3» It is well settled that when RRs exist,

even acho c p rorao tion s should conform to those RRs

as much as possible. The RRs for the post of cy,

Rsnger dated 20,9,65 as amended by Notification

dated 17.1,95 {Annexure^F Qolly) make it dear

the post of Oy, Ranger is to be filled by promotion

by adopting non-selection method from amongst

Forest Guards in the pay scale of fe.725-1 025 uith

5 years' regular service in the grade and relevant

training in the field,' It is not denied that

applicants as u®ll as private respondents have the

necessary 5 year service as Fo rash Guards, and

private re^on dents Uer# senior to applicants as
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Fbresth Guards.^ Nothing has been sho yi by applicants

to suggest that the essential qualification of

*relBU^t training in the field' has to be confined

to institutional training alone^uhich as per

applicants' claim they have undargona^but not

respondents# The go rds'rsl evan t training in the field'

make it clear that the training cannot be confined to

institutional training alone and would include other

types of training imparted in the field# In fact the

urods' relevant training in t he field' danotes

the entire gamat of training imparted in the field.

Even if for a moment it is assuned that the words

'relevant training in the field* denotes institutional

training alone# then there was a legal obligation

upon respondents to send the Forest Guards for

institutional training strictly as per their

seniority so that the senior Forest Guards received

training before those junior to tham such that

the non-selection mthod for promotion, to the post

of EV# R^ger which emphasised seniority was adhered to

as per the RRs#" Respondents could not have followed

a pick and choose policy daho rs the seniority principle

in sending Forest Guards for institutional training, and

thereafter on that basis mafee promotions to the post oi

Cy# Rangers by ignoring the seniority principle# Ofncial

respondents have stated that it is the seniority

principle which was ignored at the time of issuing

order dated 7«'12# 93^ which they thsm sel ves corrected

soonafter, by issue of impugned order dated 27#12#'9B,
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4, In the facts and circumst^ces noticed

abo us are satisfisd that there is nothing Illegal^

irregular^ impioper or infiun in impugned order

dated 27.12.98,^

5, The Ofl is therefore disnissed. Interim

orors are yacat©di>' No costs.

^  ( flRS. LftKsUMI SUftfllNATHftN ) ( S. R.aMGEO
ME^IBERCO) vice CHaIRTiaNCa)

/ug/


