
CENTRAL ADfllNISTRATIUE TRIBUNAL
PRINCIPAL BENCH

NEU DELHI.

OA Ne» 1B^3/gO. PECISION: 4.^0,1990,

^ 'Shri &prs. Vs, U.O^I. &Or^,

Applicant through cjounsel Shri A.K<, Bahera. '

fP No. 2196/9:0. ^

This under Rule 4 (5) (a) of thp Central

Administrative Tribunal (Pracedure) Rules, 1987 is alloued.

OA No. 1:653/9 0.

^ This 0.eA. is filed by the 6 applicants, T;hey have
prayed that the second proviso to Rule 4 of the C.S.E, Rules

is not applicable to the applicants No.4 ^tc .8 .and also to

declare the said pro,vise , as Unconst-ltutional and void and

direct the respondents tc grant all consequential benefits

to the applicants.

In this 0,A, the first three applicants were allocated

to Indian Ordinance Factory Service (1DF3)-,on the basis ef

the results of the C.S.E. 1967 and applicants No,4 tc 6 were

allocated to the same service on the. basis of the results of

\ the C.S.E. ig6E, They uere all appointed as Asstt. Uerks

rianager (Nen-Technical);, They were asked to join the

Foundational Course of IDFS in August, 1989 and at present

uere undergoing training at Ord.rnance Factories Staff College,

•Nggpur, flbey intended to appear in the C.S.E. 1990, They

fhad appeared :in the preiiminary examination and had succeeded

and they wanted to appear in the Civil Services (f^ain) i

..Exaininatien, 1 9§0«, -They approached the U:^P.S.C. for getting ,

: the forms but vuere tcld that; they would not be issued ainy! ,

form inirV/ieu of the 2nci proviso; to fiulte 4 of the C,S,£. ^Rules

VvUPlpss they;:;rasi:gn: ffo.m^fehe^Indi^ncOrd^najice Factory£^e'tyice

te. iJhich^;they hays feeehcall^ i'Xh® pa^S; o''nVj&iB;;iappiicants
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is th^^^^inlMa^v 'df'1990 the age limit

was raisi^-''i'̂ d''''trKey"»'ij^&^ 6'ln€iified* to at least one mere

opportunity to bBttfif>:their .prospects. They were entitled

to sit in the forthcoming examination. They have also '.

pool jiiPhaliaSJiQ^d Ifchei^^lidity of the 2nd proviso to Rule ^ •...

the C.S,E.Rules,

Ue have heard learned counsel for the applicant/(s)

and considered the arguments , raised by him. . Ue are not

impressed that this is a fit case for admission. Three .
/

of the applicants ue^re,,taken,the basis of
C.S.E. They,,,difl ^g^^tpinat ion

-"""''SHiS'ui.? teia in,the,jyaa^.496a^.i |hp wpwiso to ^

chance apart from the Ru^e^,^ el^^^

to appear could haye .£)^rie .pre,,,cha,^c^-^^
v.-..--.' . •

jiot eligible under the Rules^ 8-ntitled_

tc sit in the examination. Applicants 4 to 8 succeeded

in the 196B C.S.E. and were selected-to the IpFS but they

did not sit in the 1969 C.S.E. which uas the next

examination. They are, therefore, not entitled to sit
firstin the_subsequent examination of 1990 pRiJSss ^

.jr^e^ign frcm the service. , Ue hold accordingly.

Consequently, this O.A. merits to be dismissed at

the admission stage. Ue order accordingly,. •
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VICE-CHAIRMAN (A)
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