
central A0HINI5TRATIVE: tribunal
PRINCIPAL BENCH

n.A, Urn, 19AB ef 1994 i ^

Nau Oelhi, rfated this the 27th 3uly, 1999
hon'BLE W. S.R. AQIGE, vice CHAlHinAN (A)
HoS'BlE m. P.C. KANNAN, rEl^.SER (3)
S/ 3hr i

1, Aisib Singh,
a/« Shri Shankar Smgh,
R/» X-137/ 1, Gali No. 11 ,
Brahropuri, Oalhi*

2• 3atya Pal Singh,
Si/s Shri Dharambir aingh,
R/« Quarter Na, B-10,
P,S. Bhajanpura, Annlicants
Oalhi. Applicants

(Nfne .app® at sd)
ysrsus

1, Camtnissiener af Palice, Oalhl
Delhi Palic® Headquarters,
ri»3,0. Building,
I»P, Estate, New Dalhi®

2, Addl. Cammissienar sf Palice ^!, .. ^
Oelhi Pslice Headquarters, Pl.S.O, Building,
I.?. Estate, New Delhi.

3, Qy, Cafrsmissianer aP Palice (HQ^ ,
Oalhi Palice Headquarters,
Fi.S.O. Building, I.P. Estate, ,
Mew Delhi. ••• Raspanients

(By AdvacateJ Shri Bhaskar Bhardyaj prax
ceunssl fer Pis. Dyatsna Kaushik

ORDER (Oral)

BY HQN^BLE FB. S.R. ADIGE. VICE CHAIRFAN (A)

Applicants impugn Respandents* aider dated

21.1.94 wide which the names sf applicants have net b?

breught an pramatian list *E * (F inisteriai/

as alsa Respandents' letters dated 9,3.94 ar^ 30.3.94

rejscting their represent at i«ns»

n

iO



(^)
2^ Hens appearesi f®r applicant yhen tha case

yaa calleai eut even «n the 2n«i call, -a-hr i Shaskar Bhardyaj

appeared as pr»xy ceunssl fer S '̂S. 3y*tsna Kaus^ik far
reapendenta and has bean hoard,

3^ Ths matsrials eo record reveal that applicants

wer« cenfirroed as A3I w.a. f, 11.11.8?. Thsir names were

Considered by a regularly censtitutai DPC fsr premetisn

list (fiinistarial) along with their counter-pafts

en 18,1.94, but thay were feunfli unfit fer indusien in

the aforesaid list,

4, It is net denied that the pdmlsiien te Premat ien

List '£* is en ths basis ef select ien tempered by ssnierity,

and efficiency and henssty are t ho main factors geverninc

tha select i«n«

Respendents have invited @ur attentien to the

ouidelinos fer the QPC laid deun by the OP&T uhich aAles«^s

DPCs t® enjey full discretien te deviss apprepriate matheds

and praceduras for abjective assessment ef the suitability

• f candidates. It has been painted out that the OPC

did consider the cases ef applicants aleng with ethers
im it hit

and the OPC chsse «i Ujiiiei'ie these uhese everall rating

was assessed as 'average er belew' and as the applicants

fell in this category they were net selected fer admissiert

t« tist (Rinlsterial).

6^ Thsss assertions have net been d anisd in any

rsieindar filed by epplicants and nene has appeared en

behalf of them to challenge the same during hearing.



„ 3 »

7» Undsr th® circumstances wb finil th»r« at# nm

gmmd greunds t® yarrant ®ur juriicigl inter ftrenc® in the

CUA^ which is accsrdingly dismissBie Ma ctstsa

Cp*c« KANWAN) (S«R, A0Ig4
PiEf^BCR (3) yiCE CHAIRP^AN (a)

/Giy


