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central AOPIINISTRATIUt TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH,

^y&jf it) y£ (2) OA No?208Q/2nnfr-'
Nau Delhi: this tha 3^ day o
H0N»BLE WRfsfR'JAOIGEvtflGE CHAiRnAN(A)'f

HDN'BLE DRfA^DAWALLI BEnBER(3)

Wohan Lai"?

S/o Lata Shri Plalkiat Singh?
I  R^ fWl7/228?SectDr TVRohini?
5  Oalhl^
?

2? Rakashuar \7ema?
S/o Lata Shri B.IC^Vatma?

1  R/o G-.70?Sitapuri?
Nau Oalhil!

3? Surandra pal^
s/o Shri Shyara Lai?
R/o 527, Krishi Kunjfi
Neu Dal hi i,"

4? OiTi Prakash Singh?
s/o Shri Raj Kuaar Singh^
R/o 7 35-, Krishi Kunj?
Neu Dalhll?

5? Shish pal Singh?
s/o Lata Shri Khub Chand?
r/o 72 9, Krishi Kunj?
Nau Oalhig

All amployad as Tachnical Officers
in lARI ? Nau Dal hi ?

(By Aduocata; Shri B,B,-Raual) •^''iv.VAppUcan tsf
'8

1» Indian Council of Agricultural Rasaarch?
through its Dlractor ISnaral?
Krishi Bhauan?

Nau 0Qlhi=1

2<S Tha Oiractor?
Indian Agrioiltural Resaarch Institute?
Pusa?

JJew 0alhi-l2 '.'Raspondentsg j
(By Adxncata: Shri tfijay Chaadhajy) ;

n^- ;
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(2\ wK^I20Bi^

1f oc^aavir Si'ngH?,
S/o ShSOal Lai Singh^
R/o_ff74,Krish£ Kunj^
lARif
Neu pBlhi|f2i:/ ;

2f S/Shri S>vTyagi?
s/o R?N3TVa^?
r/o E-3l>rARI?
Pusa^
Neu 08lhl-l2

Sh^iuiakar Bahukhandl'^
s/o Sh^^^Jrasad^
r/o 672,Kri3hi Kunj^
lARlf.
Nau Oelhl^

^ Sh.Ashok Ktmar Tyagi^
s/o Sh.'sa.-'fyagiY
r/o 615 Kriahi Kunj7IARlf
Neu DBlhiila;'

5^ Sh.R.Pi'Sharma^;
s/o Vidyanand Shairaa'J'
r/o 709,Krishi Kanj^
lARif
Neu Del hi-12;'

Si* Ori?ChandBrpal'|'
s/o Sh^Ram Singh'?
r/o 72a,Krishi Kunj?
lARi;
Neu Oalhi-IZi"'

7? Dr;"MrBndra Ktinar^ ,
s/o Shimahan Singh?
73ff; Kriahi KunJ?
lARI?
NstJ 0alhiwl2,'';

ef Or^ iP^Singl?'
s/o Sh^Ganesh Singh?
r/o 722VKriShi Kunj?
lARiT
Nau DBlhi-12;''

^ DrXhandar Bhan_Singh?
s/o Sh.'Dagdiah Prasad?
R/o 679 Kri.shi Kunj? lARI,
Neu 0Blhi-l2
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Applicants «ho ara all PT?Sc/ph2!D irapu^

raspondeots' Clrtalar datsd :g6f2000 (Annaxara-^f

notifying nrodifications in tha ICAR Tach^iSarvioa

Rttlaa and s^k a direction to raspondBnts to

consider than for nerit assassment promotion Prom

T—5 to Tff grada on uniform fiva yaars' assassmant

rathar than ditdding than into sub-classifications

of B^Sc and l'I'2'Sc uhich applicants allaga are

artifiicial and imp asniasibla^

2^ Heard both sides and parti sad tha pleadings^

^  Applicants thansalvas assert that by
respondents» Circular dated 4;1a^;^95 (Annexura-A3)

technical personnel who possessed tha minimum

qualifications for Category III (3 years Diploma/

Bachelor's Oagrea in the relevant fiald uitfj

5 yaars uorking expariaica in the relevant field)

uera eligible for merit assessment promotion from

T5 to T6 grads provided they had put in not less

than 12 years of service in T-5 grads

4^^ By impugned Circular dated :^|2000, minimum

q ualifications for direct recruitnant to Category

III has been made a Waster's degree in tha relevant

fiald or equivalent qualifications from a recognised

university^ Those possessing Waster's degree, oeoorae

el^ible fbr merit assessment from T5 to 16 grade
0^'completing 5 years' service in 15 grade," uhile
those such ^applicants uho possess a Bachelor's

degree become eligible fbr merit assessment from

T5 to T6 grade upon completion of 10 years service
[  1
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in TS 9ta*a ftrtheOToieT a, ch of thosl(^^nnai
in T5 grade? uho do no t even possess the educstlonal
doaltfloauoo „f , gechelor^s degree in
field dr aqolj^^t^ealtfloatloos froni a recognised
onisersiiy are by iapogned piroJlar dated 3^2^^
no longer eligible for fbrtber merit assessment
pcoinbtloR to Category Illf^

53 -fte questton for adjudication is uhethsr such
provisioos which deny eligibility for promotion In
a higher post to an aaployee possessing lessor

■  Pwallflcations; or require longer sxperlsnce for
those possessing lessor qualiftoetions? is illegal,
arbitrsryrmalsfide or uiolstise of Articles 14 and'
16 Of the Const!totionS?

5;' para 9 of the thn-ble Supreme Court's decision
in RsEa Accts.' AssJclatlon; Jaipur Us; RSEB 4 another
OT 1997(2) SC 342 in our »i»i prouides a pompleie
answer to his question and la extracted below,

*4 per the decision of this Court? the
position is well settled that educational

Pualiflcations can be made the basis of or
assification of employeei in state service!

in the matter of pay scales, promoUons etc...
"•llarly in the matter of promotions ?
classification on the basis of educational
TO ifications so as to deny eligibility
for promotions to a higher post to an
anploy® possessing lessor qualifications
or require longer experience fPr'IStpossassino

,  lessor qualifloetions has been upheldTs
valid by this coori^'*

ApplloBPts' counsel has also contended that
OS per-appiicants, knowledge, a.„t? approval
Phich was mandatory, was not obtained bifdto«e
^^pugned circular dated 3i'2.2000no tifying modificatione
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aforesaid modifications are not in the flotn oP' a

proper notification but only in the fonn of a letter.

8<^ In so far as the format of the modification

is concerned^ ue note that respondosts* circular

dated 5 relied upon by appli can ts - thai selves

was also in letter foxm^ Hence the challenge to

the impugned circular dated ;S'2^2000 on this ground

is rejsctacfS

As regards obtaining of approvals of the

competent authority before notifying the modifiestionsj

respondents in their reply have stated that the impugned

circular dated uas issued after obtaining

Specific approval of flinistry of Finance*^ The

impugned circular dated 3J'2';'2 000 itself states that

it is, based Lpon the decision of ths Governing Botdy

and the approval of the competent authority has

been obtained to effect the modification concerned

therein.' In the absaice of any materials to the

contrary furnished by applicants ue have no reason

bo doubt the correctness of the same's!

101? The OA therefbie warrants no interference

and is dismissed? No costs?

W^20SO/2 000^

11? In this OA applicants are asking revocation

of impugned order dated 1 9fl9.'2000 (Annexure- ■Al)^n
passed by the Tribunal and sePk a direction to

respondants to announce the results of OPC and give

promotions subject to outcome of OA No. 605/2000?

12, As OA No.'6O5/2OO0 is itself being dianissal

by the aforesaid order and the interim order
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dated 19;'9%00Q in that OA stands merged ultii the

afbresald final otdei?^ respondsnts ate no longer

restrained from taking: appropriate action on the

OPCis recomiBMidations in accordance uith lau?

K

Sf.

1 3^ The OA No;'208Q/2000 iQ disposed of in terms

of para 12 abovaf3 No costs?

1  Let a copy of this order be placed on bo til

OA records?

.._x.

( or .'a=jue:da\/alli ")
nE:i»IBER(3)

(S.R-i^AOIGC )

VICE CHAIRf1AN(A)v

/ug/


