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central aotinistrative tribunal principal bench

0. A.No>20e2/1997
'  /a

N®ia DalHis this th@ ^ day of 3tJlyj1998,

HON'BLC MR«S. R.AOIGE, VICE CHaI t?5 AN ( ft) «

HON'BLE MRS. L AKSH*II SUATIIN aTHaN, fAEWBER (3)

Shri Bh^iendsr Singh,
Shri Nat Ram Singh,
1863/19,

Kaiihia Nagar, Trinagar,
Dslhio 035 ••••Applicant*

(By Adiseates Shri P.P*Khurana)

VairgyQ

Union Public Service Qsnmnission,
through its Secretary,
Dholpur Hooss,
Shahjehan ft)ad,
Neu Delhi •••••* Respondants«

(By Adtecates Shri P .H, Ran chandani )•

30031 ENT

HON *BL E fq R* S. R. ADIGE^ VI CE CHaI f?1 AN ( fll '

Applicant impugns ra^ondants® letter

dated (Annexure-fll) and aeeks a direction

to respondents to appoint him to a suitable post a

the result of the Oigineering Services Dcamination,

1995.

2. The UPSC issued notice for the S.

EXsfii*,1995 uhich appeared in the SRployment

Nays of 18-24 Feb., 1995 (Ann@>cur0-A2 ) indicating

that the number of ^cancies to be filled

up as th® result of the £xsea» uere expected to be

approK.600. the UpsC oondticts these exams,

on beh^f of various participating Ministries /

D^artment© of C3DI, the exact number of vacancies

depends upon what those Ministries/Ospartments

finally reported. The participating Ministries/

D^artonents r.port.<j S42M v^candas bTara
rv-
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th® of the results Out of these 542

tracancieSf 181 vacancies ysre for Category I -

Civil Ehgii^eering Gsoap yhich incsladad 2? vacancies

- for SQ 13 for STj 49 for 08C and 92 for general

candidate# A total of 18 0 candidates yas

reojnimended for appointw^t in Category I- Civil

Engineeriag Groi^j, and the result in revest of

1 candidate uas aithheld#

3. In the result declared on 23®5.96

(Ahnexors-A?) applicant's position was at Si »■

^  ' No•140 in the list pertaining to tha Civil
0ig. Gro^ and his position had to be salsiilated

against the vacancias for 03Cj he belonging to

the OiC eategory. He stood at 49th position

■ against 49 vacancies meant, for OBC candidate#

The list also included 22 OBC candidatesuho yere

re^smmePded against vacancies meant for general

candidates#

4® l^sspon dents state that at the time

of finalisation'of result on acosont of a genuina,

and inadvertent error on the part of the l^SC

Secretariat » the fact that 3 of tha 22 OBC candi

dates qualifying at . general standard had in fact

availed of age relaxation uas lost sight of #

After the d0d.aration of the result of the C# S#

EXam#*#199S in flayj199S ahen this diser^anc^ was
noticed, the error yas rectified by adjusting
3 OBC candidates against imcancie® reserved for

OBC candidates and filling the osnseqo^t
vacancies by 3 general candidates# Siraultan^usly

TRvtt 'Ithe^SSlo waBaost OBC can di dates ̂ in d uding applicant^
ute had baa, daclarad qualiflad aarilep^usra
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deletsd From tha list of qualified candidates,

5, It is unfortunate that the applicant was

one of those adversely affected, but we are

satisfied that the action taken by respondents

to correct their error ( which if oncorrected

tpuld have caused irreparable loss to 3 candidates)

cannot be categorised as illegal, arbitrator or

malafide. The a ere fact that applicant was

declared to have qualified in the esora, does not

give him an enforceable legal right to be appointed*

6, 3iri Khurana also sought to argue that

when the number of vacancies in the UPSC

notice was stated to be 600, respondents had

no right to reduce it to 542 and if the number

of vacancies mentipned in tha notice had besn

adhered to, applicant stood a good chance of

being appointed*

7, ye note that the notice expressly

stated that the number of vacsfficies were expeeted

to be apDroxiaately 600. There was no firm

committment that the number of vacancies would be

600 and no less* Under the circumstances it

cannot also be contended that respondsts

arbitrarily and unilaterally reduced the

number of vacancies to invite the charge of having

acted contrary to ftrtidLes 14 and 16 of the

Gonstitution* shri Khurana had stated that

he {.puld be citing judgments to support his

arguments on this point, but till date no

judgments have been dted by him*

Under the circumstance, ue see no good
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raasoos to interfere in this matter. The 0, fl,

is dismissed. No oosts.

( MRS. LaKSWI SUATIIimHAN )
MEflBER (3)

'ic

( s.r.aoige/ )
VICE CH Al fn an ( a) .

/ug/


