
IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAIL 
PR INC I1PAL BENCH: NEW DELHI 

o.A. No. 67/96 

,.4 
New Delhi th is the ) . .- day of f'lfJ_Y: 1996 

HON'BLE SHRI S.R.k\DIGE, MEMBER(£\:) 

HON 1 BLE DR.~J.A;. VEDAIVALLI, MEMBER (J) 

Shri Chhirender. Pal, 
S/o Shri Siri6hand Yadav,. 
R/o Qr. No.· A,-6, Old Police Lines, 
Rajpur Road, Delhi- ~4. 

(By Aidvocate: Shri B .• s .Charya) 
• •• l:V.p pl i cant 

Versus· 

1. Commissioner of Police 
Delhi 1Police 
Police Headquarters, MSO Building, 
I.P.Estate, New Delhi-2 

2. Sr. ~ddl, Commissioner of Polica(AP&T) 
Delhi :Police,_ 
:Poli~e HQrs., MSO Building, 
I.P.Estats, New Delhi-2 

3. ~ddl.Commissioner of Police, 
(Security & Traffic) 
Delhi Police, ·· 
MSO Building, I.:P.t:state, 
New 9elhi-2. 

4. Union. of _India~· . 
Ministry of .H-ome Aff~irs, 
Government of India, 
North Block, New Del~i 

(By Advocate: Shri Rajind~r Pandita) 

ORDER 

Hon' ble Shr i S .R .Ad ige, Member (A,) 

•••• Respondents 

We have heard Shri Charya for the applicant 

and Shri Pandita for the respondents. 

2. In so far as the applicant's prayer in this O~ 

is concerned for appointment as Constable in Delhi Police 



,/ 

- 2 -

under r~spondents_policy of grant of relaxation to wards 

of serving police personnel, ·our attention has been invited -

to respondentb latter dated 25.1.96 which is taken on· 

record.which indicates that the respondents themselves 

~re alive to tbi~ prayer and will take a decision in the 

matter after D .E. agair:ist ·the applicant 1 s father) Inspector 

Sri Chand is concluded. 

3. The applicant has contended that the D.E. has 

siflC? conc-"il.uded. -.t and -~s n9 __ punishment _of dismissal . , 

rem.oval or red1:1ction in rank has been inflicted on his 

father,_that D~E. cannot stand in his way q being appointed. 

as a Const ab le • 

4. . W? note _ttia.t l:Jy the rr?SPOfld?nt' s earlier. la,ttl?r. 

·dated 12~ 1.96. wl:lich. is also taken on record that they had 

stated that' the case of the applicant has been considered 

but could not· be acceded to,_but in the light of their 

subsaque nt letter d~ted 25~ 1.96 refer;red to above; we have· 

no doubt that the_ re~ pendent will consider· .the applicant 1 s 

case in accordance with the rel.avant ru"ies. 
and 

5. · Linder the cir cumstancesLwit.hout ours~lves going into 

the mer its of the. case at this stage, we dispose of the 
· . the respondents to · . 

;UAI wi t!i a_ dire ct ion t_Q'/Gf;Jn~ide:t' ~he c~s~ of_ the applicant _ 
. - . 

in te~ms_of.tf")~ir own_~er~ter Cl~:t~d.25._1_.96 irt accor~fance 1a1ith 

i!t:ie· .re!~vant rules & in~~~-~ptiof1s on th13 _subjegt & .t.o _dispose 

~t, 9.f by a _detail~q~~ ~peal<il'19. ?nd rea$on1;1d _9rder .within .three 

months from the date of receipt of a copy 6f this order. If 
· · still . · · · 

any gr ievancelsuryives thereafter, it will. b~ _open t~ _tl;le .... ; 

appl-icant to agitate the same through app~.~opriat.a 
. . " . - . ~ - . - . ·- .) 

or igi11al 

proceedings in accordance with law if so advised. No costs. 

~.~~ . 

Q .Af~VEDl:\VA.LLI) 
Member {J) 

\ 


