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1, Jo be referred to the Reporter or not? Yss o'

\  , 2. ijhsther to be circulated to other Benches No<?
^  of the Tribunal ?
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New ̂ Ihi 110 COlo
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By Advocates Shri PoHoRanschamdanio

TijiK^ifleyg

BY HOWBIE MR^nR»APlGE MEMBER((A)i

Heard^

2. Adsaittedly the applicant successfully

competed in the Civil Service Ejtaiieol993 (CSE 1993)

and was tentatively allotted to I3S vide DPAT^s

letter dated^glJ'^^'d was as feed to join the IBS
National Academy of Administration^ Mussoorie

for Foundational Course on 5o9^4. He did not do

soj but requested OBftT vide his letter dated

6»9»^94 CAnnexur©=»pa^i) to permit him to join

IfS late by on© year on personal grouf^s and the

same was. allowed videDiPPI's letter dated 7mio94(fe
l'iyj)subject to the following ccnditicnss

i) His seniority would be depressed in
■

j
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terias of t!w relevant seniority rulesj
ii) In case he failed to join the IC

if nominated neat year or professional
training,, his candidature visould be
cancelled^ and

111) That the perolsslon would bO used to
appear in CSEjl994o Any violation
would result in the cancellation of
candidature of both CSEp 1993 and
GSEpl994o^

3^ Tt^reafter by letter dated 29o6^S6
(AnneaurecoRII/2) an offer of appointment for IJS
ifinal service allocation) on the basis of
1993 was sent to the applicant by registered
post with a request to inform the respondentsby
telegram within 3 days whether he accepted the
sane or noto^The respondents state that no reply
was received to that letterpThe applicant was
again requested vide telegram dated 23o8o'^
(Annexurec«II/3) to report to IBS NAA for IC on
3,9o95 and it was also stated in that telegram
that in case he was not interested to join ISS
he should inform tl^ respondents immediately.
It was made clear to him in telegram that no

further extension of time to join I5S would be
granted to him and his candidature for US
would be cancelled without further notice,, but
respondents state that he neither joined
iProb at ion ary Training^ nor responded to the

l^^esaid teipgraa^' In the circumstance his
candidature for IK on basis of CSE, 1995 waseaneeued vide letter dated 25i'4.'S6 <Annexure-M)
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and ha was InfOFoseej of > .
"  Sane by registered

postal

hereafter on 2o5.96 h® vts^cte to the
respondentsfWxure=RII/4) stating that he had
®®nt a letter dated 15 i ok *».

da.I. - respondentsdeclining the offer of ^iier Of appointment to 118 on
the basis Of cSE.i993 «,d regnestlng that

urec be infor-ssd that his intention for notJoining IIS on basis of CSE 1993 ̂ 33
the respondents in Febr«arr„i955. Respondents
ny receiving oueh letter dated isaVRS.

The respondents have rejected the
appUcmt's candidature for CSE.1995 in the
background of Rule efcfcSE Rules.ig® read .rfth
Note 4 to those Rules,

6- P,fl.Pa„dejr Vs uoi
decided on 28,^.^it has heen held hf the Tribunal

e term "allocatedo used in Rule 4{b) above
fthal allocation ami not merel, tentative

allocatiosao

♦ h^ Proeent case however, «» noticethat the appUcant was informed of his final
allocation to IIS „„ basis of CSE 1993 by letter
ated 29.6,95. The re|pondents have correctly

pointed out that the eppUcant had o„ the one
hand sought extension of x year to join IIS,

«hich was upto August.Saptembar,l995, and ojthe other claims that he sent a letter dated
15.'l.i95 ( which respondents deny ever having
recalved) decUnirjg offer tenatlvely made to

0?-
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"0 hio ""eh ̂  of final
Allocation ^ioh -s inti-atad to hin ̂  2^^^'

0 3*^ q6 h® has sxaftsoi
to fact in hia l®«er dated 2i5.96

If r®quir®<3 I can suboit sn
affidavit stating th® sa^
and th® fact that the^Jg^1^®y n.m^

■  fr.he levant—
/a r®

.H-hnrttv dsaJiit-gi-gassAa!&-
emi^asls suppUed)

8.
o, to other words the aPpUcant is himself
admitting that his letter dated IS.'lsSS may
„ot have reached the re levant authority due
to his oen oversight«

9, AS per Rule 4(b) read with Note 4 below
that sub-rule, merely writing to the competent
authority would not suffice. The candidate should
produce documentary Proof that his/her offer !
of allocation had been actually cancelled/
resignation has been accepted. ^

IQi If the applicant had indeed sent any ,
letter dated Isa.'SS «^ich the respondents deny
having received and the appUcant is himself
unsure whether it ever reached the competent
authority) ha should h<are taken steps well
in time to get his allocation cn basis of
CSE 1993 cancelled, pursuant to that letter.
Even after his final sUocati^^^^J^fpt^^^l^"
him by letter dated 29.6?96,^he diSi notliing to
9et that allocation cancelled m.d woke up only nearl
one year later^n 2^.96.
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lio The courts cannot protect those v^o are not

vigilaant about their ovtn rights^ and! no advantage

COT accrue to the applicant on account of OTy
\

delay by respondents in coonmunicatiag final

allocation of service to the applicant in view

of his own conduct in the matter as discussed

above In this connection 'iss are fortified

by the CAT PB New Delhi decision in i¥atap

Singh VSo mi 1994(3) SJJ 3i4o

IZt In the result the OA warrants no

interference. It fails and is dismissedf Interim

orders are vacated#^ No costs|

Ly\j

( DR,A.V£DAVALLI )
member(j)

7"^
( S.RoAOIGS i

MEMBER (A
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