
central AjDMINISTRATIVS THIBONAl,PRINCIPAL BENCH,

NEW DEIHI*

New Delhi thit 19th Augutt|1994.

Hon'ble Mfj S«R«Adige» Meaber(A)

Hon«t)le Mrs^Ukshoi Swaain4th«i(j)

Msi Qebej ani Baxipatra^
d/o Shri HuC|Bax£patrt|^
Ar«biisdo Nagap,»Baruiiel*,
P.O^geypore,
Dis ttfKorapttt(Qrlssa),
now at I02«>jyAji«pa Vihar.
sector 4. New Dellii^? l^^i.AppUcanti

(none for the appUcawt^

Versus

The Chaiznan,
Union IHiblic Service CoKwission,
Oholptir House.
3hahjen«n Road,
New Oelhil 4 .Retpondentl

By Hiai Baj Kaari Chopra.Alvocatol

JUOaiBMT

By Hon'bl* Mri S.R^Adigj, Wigb*r(A)

In this application, Msj D«bajanl Bajdpatn
has prayad that tha zaspondant fewsc) b* diraetad
to allow hia to appaap bafoi. tha UKC Intaivlew Boaid
on or befora 2aj6.90 for tha post of I^ogr«m.
Exeeutiva in tha offiea of Directorate Ganaral of All
India Radio a Dooidatshani

2i' Tha applicant's case is that tha essential
and deslt-able qualification for tha post as given
in Clause (A) of the advertise™.^ was m.a. or M*Sc
degree of a recogoljed University or its equivalent

and a record of literary or dramatic or debating
activities or pubUcatlons or popular sclencel
Having fulfilled tha said condition., she was called
for interview on 30,14^,90,- the Call letter, the Ojgc
Clearly stated that she will bring at the tine of
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int«rvi©w any thesis/dissert*tion sufcsiBlttftd for
post-graduat* qualification, rtprints of any paper
published in joumels of repute, any literary/
artistic/awihitectural work done by her and which

she wishes to suboit to the ufSC for scrutiny.^ On
reaching the Ex®iiiation^aH ifter verification

of the applicant*8 tesldoonials, she was told that

she would be the second candidate to be inteiviev^d
by the Board but after sotsetiiaef she was told that
she could not be called for interview as she had

not produced any certificate that she was awarded
jVllPhill degree on a da/ prior to SilOl^S vi^ich was
a closing date for receipt of applicationl The
applicant states that she had mentioned in the
appUcation to the UPSG that she had ccopleted her

Mi^I^ill Course during,the acsiemic year but was

not awarded the degree on the date of application

and inspite of that interview letter was sent to

her with no pre-conditioni The USSO's advertisement

has nov^ere stated that in order to be eligible

for interview it was was necessary to be M;^ill on

or before 3jloi88^^ She states that iaanediately on

30|4#90 when she was not interviewed| she wrote out a
representation to the Chaizaant UFSC alleging that

she had been denied the opportunity of being

interviewed vcrongiyf arbitrarily and illegally

(Annexure-ill)! Being aggrieved by non-consideration

of the representation, she filed this application!

3|. Tha ai^lieant was heard on 5116190 and
notices were directed to be issued to the respondents

Meani^ile, the respondents were directed to allow

her to appear in the interview; if the interviews

were still continuing for the said postjlhe case

was listed on 14.6,90, Oei that date, the respondents

appeared and sought tiaie to file replyi Meanwiiile,
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they stated that the interviews for the post for which

the applicant had applied viere over on li5»90, while

the applicant's counsel stat^ that 461 pofts

of Arograoxne Executives were advertised and the

intejfviews mrs still continuiiigl It was decided

that the final view in the matter will be taken on

the next date after the respondents file their.

replyi On the next date of hearing iis| 24i7|^,

reply was filed but ti»e was sou^t by the applicant

to file rejoinder which was granted upto 7|0f9O. Oi

that date 7^190 none appeared for the applicant

and the case was adjourned to 28i^|i0| Oi 28.8.90

none appeared for the applicant and she had not filed

rejoinder. The Tribunal did not consider it prpj^r

to grant the interim rslieff Thereafter, the case was

adjourned frosa date to date! Ch 14»12V90, the case

appears to have been heard and the orders were reserved

The respondents wars directed to bring the relevant

record, but no final orders have yet been passed!

4^ In their counter affidavit, the respondeiitt

have taken the plea that she was originally called for

interview for the post of Spoken words/featur»s in

Qriya language! As her candidature was conditional,

a letter dated 20i!i4«90 was issued to hej? asking her
to attend the interview subject to condition that

she will produce a degree having passed MtPhill on

or before the closing date failing which she will

not be interviewed. They stated that the interview©

for the post of PrograHijoe Executive commenced

6i3j90 and were coaipleted for various languages ^
dialects except Hindi on 14.6,90.^ The interviews
for Qriya language were held on 29th, 30fch Aprilf
1990 and 1st M«y|1990i They admit that the applicant

possessed the essential qualifications required for
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the post but raere possession of the •iniaua
qualification does not entitle a candidate as
the candidate was called conditionally vide

respondents* telegrame datad 2014;90^ reaching
the UfSC^^# the original certificates of all the
candidates wei* verifiedl Ihey stated that the

applicant carried a M.Phi11 Certificate which
indicated that she passed M.Phill after the closing

date and as she failed to give evidence on or

before/closing date although she was not interviewsi

her h^enwas in the list of interview of candidates

dated 3Q,4.90.' The respondents contend that as

the nuoiber of candidates fulfilliiig the qualificati

on were very large^ they had a ri^t to evolve

suitable criterion and proceduie for the selection

of the best candidates out of those wlio possessed

the Binimum qualification*^

5j None appeared for the applicant when l^iis

c ase was c ailed out! Mrs'̂ Raj lOaiari Ch«^ra

appeared for the respondents and was heard!

6. In the absence of the applicant ,

we are unable to decide conclutively whether the

interviews for the post for ^i^ich the applicant

had applied «^re over on lt%*90 or not aad
v^ether in the background of Tribunal's interia

orde* dated 5|6.90, the applicant was given the

opportunity «f before the Interview
ifi<

Board foradvertised post;^ During hearing

MrsI Chopra for the respondents gave us to

underst^d^ such an opportunity was given to ttie

applicant, but in the applicant's absence^ we

cannot confirm it|
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7. As th® applicant failed to appear whaii the

casa was called out, w© dismiss tf* application for

default and aon-prosacutioii leaving it open to t»»

applicant to s®#k its reistoratioo if th®re ar«

r«asoii^l« groai^s to justiff her absence when ti5e

case was call«d oat for liearin<^

iiMBmi s^mmATwm cs.a*ADiGS-)
MQ«SSR(jJ «BEa(A)
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