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central AOniNISTRATiyE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCHo

f^y6D1^2i3bffii yith (2) OA No;'2080/2QQ0

Neu Delhi: this ths day o f /V^v/K ̂^'^p'20Q0§

H0N«3LE I*1R^^SvR?A0IGE,\/ICE CHAIRI«lAN(A)f

HGN'BLE DRfAttUEOAVALLI nEPlBER(3)

1-? nohan Lalf

S/o Lata Shri Plalkiat Singhf
R^ H«l7/228fSector T^Rohini"^
Oelhif

2^ Rakashuar Iferma^
s/o Late Shri BiKvVarma^^
R/o G-TO^Sitapurip"
Naui Oelhif

3^ Surendra palf!
s/o Shri Shyam Lal^^
R/o 527, Krishi Kunj^i
Nau Dalhi^

4^^ Dm Prakash Singhf
s/o Shri Raj Ktinar Singh^
r/o 7 35p Krishi Kunj^
Neu Oalhi-^

5i? Shish pal Singhf
s/o Late Shri Khub Chand^

r/o 72 9,^ Krishi Kunjf
Nau Delhi!|!

All employed as Technical Officers

in lARI Neu Qelhr?

(By Aduocate: Shri BoB^Raual) ^o^.V.'.^plican tsf
d' ,

1?? Indian Council of Agricultural Research"
through its Director (^neral^
Krishi Bhauanf

Neu Delhi®!

Jfl' The Director!'
Indian Agricultural Research Institute

0̂

pusa"®
0

Neu Delhi-12 '^.V.TRespondents'S

(By Aduocate: Shri tfijay Chaudhary)



. 4^

2 S

(2^ DA' Wb^20Eft)/2Qbd ̂

1f Dr'^asvir Singtl^'
S/o Shl?3ai Lai Singhy

R/o_674,Kri3hi Kunjf
lARif
New D8lhiil2

2f S/Shri S.PoTyagif
S^ R^N^Tyagif

r/o E-3lTIARlf
Pusa"^^
New 0alhi«12

ShoDiwakar Bahukhandif

s/o Sh^l^rasadf
r/o 672,Kri9hi Kunjf'
lARif
New Oelhil

4^ Sh;'Ashok Ktinar Tyagi^
S^ Sh^'S^L^Tyagi^
R/o 615 Krishi Kunj^IARlf
New Delhiil2^

5i^ Sf^^fSharraaf
s/o Vidyanand Sharmaf^
r/o 709,Krishi Kanjf
lARif
New Del hi-12.^

6«'' Orl^Chanderpal^

s/o Sh^am Singhf
r/o 728,Krishi Kunjf
lARi;'
New Del hi-12?

7? Dr?Birendra Ktmarf
s/o Sh?Kishan SingHg"
730; Krishi Kunj^

lARI'^
New Del hi®12^

ef Dr?3?P?Singf^
s/o Sh?Ganesh Singhf
r/o 722i'Krishi Kunjy
I ART?
New DBlhi'-l2;^

^ Dr'S'Chander Bban Singfi^
s/o Sho^Oagdish Prasad?
r/o 679 Krishi Kunf^^ lARI,
New Delhiil2
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ID'S? Or^ajsndra Singh pnuat?
S/o Shri Soto'Singhf
r/o E:-927IARlf
pusa^
New D8lhl'«l2

1lf Dr'^ijendra Singtf
s/o Shri Phool Singh^

r/o NRC-19^ Pusa Campusf
lARif
Nsu D8lhi«l2-|

I2f! Sh^aguant Singh Ahlaua^^
s/o Sh'^Sultan Singh Ahlawat^

r/o 552VKrishi Kunjf
lARI'F
New Del hi-12^?

1 3,^ Dr^Kehar SingH^
s/o Sh'gphool SingNf

r/o P-82F\/i4ai Vihar^
Uttam Nagarf
New Oelhi-5^

Sh^rem Singh^
s/o Ram Suaroop Singh'J'
r/o A-l44Uest7 fi&ttkj Colony^?
0elhi»93

15^ Dr^Brijvir Singh^
s/o Late Sh?RfB;%eiraaf
r/o Flat No'^(i^6,"Pusa Apartnenfi"
Sectoral S^^Rohini®^

New OelhiaBS^^

All TOs at lARI^' New Delhi

o  • Appli can ts?

(By Advocate: Dr^Stnnant Bharduaj )

Veraae

1? Indian Council of Agricultural Research
through its Director General^
Krishi Bh.auan^
New Oelhfi-1

2^ Indian Agricultural Research Institute^
through the Director^
New Delhi^-12§ ^?.%Respondents'i
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(1) ife^isos/^ffoo ̂
^
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iOWDER^^

pi^q.R^diQs? \/c(A^8 ̂

Applicants who are all PlfSc/phi'D impugn

respondsnts® Circular dated ;^^2'S!2000 (Annexure-A)

notifying modifications in the I CAR Tech^Servi^

Rules and seok a direction to respondents to

consider them for merit assessment promotion from

T^5 to T6 grade on uniform fiv/e years' assessment

rather than dividing than Into sub-classifications

of B^Sc and PI^Sc which applicants allege are

artidicial and impermissible^

2^ Heard both sides and perused the pleadings'^

^  Applicants themselves assert that by

respondents® Circular dated (Annexure-A^

technical personnel who possessed the minimum

qualifications for Category III (3 years Diploma/

Bachelor®s Degree in the relevant field wifji

5 years working experience in the relevant field)

were eligible for merit assessment promotion from

T5 to T6 grade provided they had put in not less

than 12 years of service in T-5 graded

4^1 By impugned Circular dated :^y2000, minimum

q ualifications for direct recruitnent to Category

III has been made a Raster's degree in the relevant

field or equivalent qualifications from a recognised

university©? Those possessing Raster's degreey become

eligible for merit assessment from 15 to T6 grade

completing 5 years' service in 15 grade'p while

those such as applicants who possess a Bachelor's

degree become eligible fbr merit assessment from

15 to T6 grade upon completion of 10 years servios
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in T5 graded FbrtheimoreV such of those personnel

in T5 graded ho do not even possess the educational

qualification of a Bachelor's degree in the relevant

field &r equii^ljent'quallfications from a recognised

university are by impugned circular dated 3"^';p2000

no longer eligible for further merit assessment

promotion to Category III^

The question for adjudication is uhether such

provisions which deny eligibility for promotion to

a higher post to an employee possessing lessor

qualificationsV or require longer experience for

those possessing lessor qualifications'^ is illegal,

arbitrary7 mals^fide or violative of Articles 14 and

16 of the Constitution^

6? para 9 of the Hon'ble Suprane Court's decision

in RS^B Acctsl^ Association^ Jaipur \/s7 RSEB & Another

31 1997(2) SC 342 in our vieW provides a complete

answer to his question and is extracted belowj

j

tAs per the decision of this Courti^ the

position is well settled that educational

qualifications can be made the basis of or

classification of employ^i" in State services

in the matter of pay scales, promotions etc.".o

Similarly in the matter of promotions 7

classification on the basis of educational

qualifications so as to deny eligibility

for promotions to a higher post to an

employes possessing lessor qualifications

or require longer experience for Ec^^ossessing

lessor qualifications has be^ t^held as
valid by this oourt^"

Applicants' counsel has also contended that

as per applicants' knowledge, Go vt? approval

which Was mandatory^ was not obtained before... ths

impugned circular dated S^iSOOQno tifying modifications

in the I CAR TechJ'Se rvice Rules issuedv and the



<3,

6
w-

rf

Q

afdresaid modifications are not in the fonn of a

proper notification but only in the foun of a lettero^

8^ In so far as the foonat of the modification

is coricemed^ ae note that respondents* circular

dated 4oW^95 relied upon by applicants )themselv/es

yas also in letter foim^ Hence the challenge to

the impugned circular dated :^2f2000 on this ground

is rejected!'

9^ As regards obtaining of appro\;als of the

competent authority before notifying the modificationsj

respondents in their reply have stated that the impugned

circular dated 3!^'^000 uas i ssued after obtaining

Specific approval of Ministry of finance'^ The

impugned circular dated 3^f'2000 itself states that

it is based t^on the decision of tte Qoverning tedy

and the approval of the corapetent authority has

been obtained to effect the modification concerned

therein!' In the absaice of any materials to the

contrary furnished by applicants ye have no reason

to doubt the correctness of the

10!' The OA therefore uarrants no interference

and is dismissedF^ No oostsl^

#'i\fi3l2bOo/20o6^

11»' In this OA applicants are seeking revocation

of impugned order dated 1 9p9'^000(Annexure-

passed by the Tribunal and s^k a direction to

respondants to announce the results of DPC and give

promotions subject to outcome of OA No, 605/2 0005'

12! As OA No!605/2 000 is itself being di eni ssed

by the aforesaid order and the interim order
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dated 19';^'^000 in that OA stands merged yith the
I

afbresaid final ordei^- respondents are no longer

restrained from taking appropriate action on the

DPC*s recommendations in accordance yith lay^

133 The OA No^'2080/2000 is disposed of in terras

of para 12 abov/e'3 No costs^

143 Let a copy of this order be placed on both

OA records^

\  ' -

( or3a3weda\/alli )
MEPIBER (3)

cCt
(SoRfAoio: )
MlCt chairpian(a)v-

/ag/


