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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH,
(9)OR Mow605/2000F yith  (2) OA Nog2080/2000 °

New De.lhi: this the 3/:{ day of Nevea ber52000H

HON *SLE MRSIRZADIGE,VICE CHAIRMAN(A)Z

HON*BLE ORTAZVEDAVALLI MEMBER (3)

13 Mohan Laly

S/o Late Shri Malkiat Singhy
R/o H217/2287Sector 73Rohini
Del T

23 Rakeshwar Vemmay »

/o Late shri B.KiVemaf
R/o G=707Si tapuri?

New Delhid

33 Surendra palf}

s/o shri Shyam Lalf

R/o 527, Krishi Kunj’%”;

New Delhi?

43 Om pPrakash Singh¥
/o shri Raj Kumar Singh

R/o 735, Krishi Kunjy
New Delhiy

58 shish pal Singh%

s/o Late Shri Khub Chand¥
R/o 729; Krishi Kun$y
New Delhi%

ALl employed as Technical OffPicers
in IARI 5 New 081hid
(By Advocate: shri 5 Raual)
Afpeslily’ 58
13! Indian Council of Agricul tural Ressarchy

through its Director ®neraly
Krishi Bhauan,

New Delhi<q

73 The Director?
Indian Agricul tural Research Institute
Pusay
New Delhi=12 ¥’ 7Responden t&

(By Adwocate: shri vijay Chaudhazy)
n

%.r

oqioaojozApp 11 can tsq

e e il



3

N

13

&

63

Drelasvir Singhy

s/o ShiJai Lal Singhy
R/o-- 674,Kr13h1 Kuni3
IARI" -

New 091h1=12

s/shri S.P. TyagiEq
S/o RN &%Tyagip

R/o E~317IARIY
pusa’y}
New Del hi=12

shiDiwakar Bahukhandify
s/o shiD%prasady

R/o 672,Krishi Kun§®
IARTH 4

New Dslhi

Sho/Ashok Kumar Tyagif

s/o sShi'sELTTyaqiy

R/o 615 Krishi KunjﬂIARIEﬁ
New Delhi=12

S ShIRPD Sha ma’%y

5/o Vidyanand Shamaf
R/o 709,Krishi Kunjg

IARIY
New Delhi-127

DriChanderpaly
s/o ShiRam Sinch¥
R/o 728,Krishi Kunj3

IART;
New Delhi=1237

DriBirendra Kumar§
s/o Shiishan SingH”*’

730, Krishi Kunjy
IARTY
New Delhisl2y

.r“a:]op Singlf‘
s/o Sh'Ganash Singh®

R/o 722;Krishi Kunjy
IART}
New !Pl hi=1 2.3

riChander Bhan Singhy
S/o Shsdagdish Prasady

R/o 679 Krishi Kun#® IARI,
New DelhiZ12
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10% DroRa jendra Singh Tanua
s/o shri S%Ch “slngh,
R/o E=9271ARIY

pusaf L
New Delhi=12

119 pr'fvi jendra SingHy
s/o Shri phool Singhf
R/oc NRC=195 pusa Campus§
IARIR
New Delhie123

124 sh™aguant Singh Ahlauwaty
s/o sh¥sul tan Singh Ahlawaty

R/o 552yKrishi Kuniy
IARTS
New Delhi=12%

133 Dr¥Kehar SingH®
S/o Shisp hool Singi‘f"‘*

R/o P=82;Vijai Vihar%
Uttam Nagar;
New 081!1:1»59“i

144 shprem Singh
s/o Ram Swarcop Singhfy
R/o A=144 Wssty MNathu Colony%

Delhi=93

153 DriBrijvir Singhy
s/o Late Sh"“R"qB;"\lema‘a
R/o Flat No‘:‘ﬁl}-ﬁ,Pusa Apartment)

Sector=15;Rohinif
Neu Delhi&8sa

A1l TOs at IARIG New Delhi
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4(\By4 Advo cates Dii%ﬁumant Bharduaj )
‘Versus
13 Indian Council of Agricul tural Ressarch
through its Director Generalfy
Krishi Bhauan’**
New DelhiZ=4

24 Indian Agricul tural Research Insti tute
through the Direcmr"‘

New Del hiB=124 Jid.Respondentsy
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(1) ‘DR Kb%e05/2000 ®

| Applicants who are all M7Se/PhID impugn
re‘sg:ondents; Circular dated 35232000 .(Annexure-‘ah()
no tifying modif‘ications in the ICAR TechTServim
Rules and sedk a direction to respondénts to

wnsidér than for merit assessment promo tion from

T=5 to T6 grade on uniform five years' assessment
rather than dividing them into sub=classifications
of B3Sc and MJSc which applicants allege are

arti@icial and impemissibled
253_ Heard both sides and perused the pleadingsfﬁ

K2 Applicants themsalves assert that by
reSpondents; Circular dated 4%8%95 (ARnnexure-A3)
technical personrial who possaessed the minimum
qualificationé for Category III (3 years Diploma/
Bachalor"s Degreé in the relevant field with

5 years working experience in the relevant ?ielcs
were @ligible for merit assessment promotion from
TS o T6 grade provided they had put in not less

than 12 years of service in T=5 grad® @

d{* By impugned Circular dated 3:52’%32000, minimum

q ualifications for direct recruitment o Category
III has be2n made a flaster's degree in the relevant
field or squivalent qualifications from a recognized
universityd Those possessing Master's degreey; bscome

eligible for merit assessment from T5 to T6 grade

P

uﬁ_«g},"completing S years!' service in TS5 gradey while

those such as zpplicants who possess a Bachslor's
degree become eligible for merit assessment from

TS to T6 grade upon ompletion of 10 years servies

i et s s bt
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in T5 graded Furthemmorey such of those personnel
in T5 gradéT who do not even possess the educational
qualification of a Ba’chelor';s degree in the relevant
fiald &r equiviéljshtiﬂualifications from @ recognised
university are by impugned ciroular dated 32000
no longer eligible Por further merit assessment

promo tion to Category Iili%’i

53¢  The question for adjudication is whether such
provisions which deny eligibility for promotion
a higher post to an employe® possessing lessor
qualiwf‘icationsi or require longer experiencs for
those poAssessingiéssor qualificationsy is illegal,
arbitrary‘;’" malafide or violative of Articles 14 and
16 of the Consti tutiond |

62 para 9 of the an”"ble Sup reme Court]'s decision
in RSEB chts? Association’y Jaipur Vs RSEB & éno ther
T 1,997.(2) SC 342 in our viewd provides a complete
ansuer to his question and is extracted beloug

"Ms per the dsecision of this Court"“,’*' the
position is well settled that educational
qualifications can be madenthe basis of or _
classification of employees in State services
in the matter of pay scales, promotions ete...
Similarly in the matter of promotions ";5
classification on the basis of educational
qualifications so as to deny eligibility
for promotions to 2 higher post to an
employe® possessing lessor qualif:i-‘gi;cilons
or require longer experience for B =posSsessing
lessor qualifications has been wpheld as
valid by this courts®

.\)
=

7 Applicents' counsel has also contended that
as per applicants! knowl édge‘, Govte approval
which was mandatory, was not obtained before. the

impugned circular dated 3:2:2000nctifying modificationa

in the ICAR Techg'Service Rules issu edy and the
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aforesaid modifications are not in the fom of a

p rop er notif'icatio;n but only in the fomm of a letters

8% In so far as the fomat of the modification
is coﬂcarnqd’f uta-'jno te that res;:ondents; circul ar
dated 458595 relied upon by applicants’themselves
was also in letter fomd Hence the challenge to

the impugned cireular dated 332312000 on this ground

is rejected?d

LA As regards obtaining of approvals of the

comp etent authority before notifying the modificationsy
respondents in their reply have stated that the impugned
circular dated 3:2%2000 was issued after obtaining
specific approval of Ministry of Financed The

impugﬁéd circular dated 322000 itself states that

it is based upbn the decision of the Governing Body

and the approval of the competent authority has

been obtained to sffect the modification concerned
therein? In the absence of any materials to the
contrary furnished by applicants we have no reason

to doubt the correctnsss of the same%

108 The OA therefore wWarrants no interference

and is dismissed® No costs?

ok Aio2080/2000 4

115 In this OA applicants are seeking rewocation

. - N
.of impugned order dated 1939532000 (Annexure=al1)in 64 Noé()’%m,

passed by the Tribunal and seek 2 direction to
responcphts to announce the results of DPC and give

promo tions subject to outcome of OA No.605/2000%

12; As DA NoJ605/200D is ftself being dismissed

by the aforesaid order and the interim order

rd
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dated 19:952000 in that OA stands merged with the
afbresaid final order";?' respondents aré no longer

restrained from taking appropriate action on the

Dpc;}s recommendations in accordance with lawy

137 The DA Now'2080/2000 is disposed of in:tems

of para 12 aboved No costsd

14% Let a copy of this order be placed on both

DA reco rds"‘i%
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