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T et SThis TMeP e undef‘Rule 4(5)(a) af ‘the Céntral |

?*ZH”?Adminisbratiue Fribunal’ (Prmcedurs} RulesT 198? is allaued

i’i;;: - ) This 0 A. is “Filed by the B appl;cants.'LThey haﬁé> 
L :%Lf'ﬂfp£;yed that the seccnd prcv1sa ta ‘Rule 4 ‘of the C.S. E. Rules
| juls not appllcable to the appllcants No 4 tc 8 and also to
i &"declare the Sald proviso ‘as uncenstltutlonal and veid and
'i;?gdlrect the respendents tc orant all censequentlal benaflts
i3 0 to the applicants. posaaalliz e UEUT LU0 uid
3 N P AR

In thls U A the flrst three appllcants 'were allocated
f?f to Indlan Drdlnance Factory Serv1ce (IUFS) on the basis af

the results ef the C S E. 1087 and appllcants ﬁé 4 to B were

'
v oe TR

h aLlGCEtEd to the same serv1ce an the baSlS of the results of ‘

- the C S E. 1 EE They were all appolnted as Asstt UQrks

) manager (Nen—Technlcal) ) They uere‘asked to 301n the

TR A 4 A 3 2

e Feuhdatlgnal Cgurse ef IUFS ln August 1989 and at present

Nagpur._ They 1ntended to appear¢  ;:|:?c é E.‘1990 Thay

. -




';,1987 C;SaE They d1d not sit’ ln the next examlnatlon'

Zuhlch was held in the ysar 1985. The 2nd pr cviso to

- the =¢m1§§}ﬁﬂf8tege, We' order accordlngly. .
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is that ¢in UleU‘oF the Fact that "in ‘9890 the ege 11m1t T b
. was, raised\ahd they uere entltled tc at least one- mere

"‘;npportunlty to better thELT proepecte. They mere entltled

tn 31t in the forthceming examlnation. They have also .
challenged the leldlty oF the 2nd prav;so te Rule 4 of
the C S.Es% Rules. ez i |

Ue have’ heard learned counsel’ for the epplicant/(s)
and conSidereq the arguments relsed by;hlm, .Ue are not

. b , e . e i . ' S e T
imprassed that thig"is a fit case fer adm15310n. Three

of the applicants were ta ken in the ICFS on the ba515 ef

Rule 4 speaks of" next examinatlon and not one extra
chance apart Frnm the Rules. All these who were ellglble
to appear. could have one more cha ce but if they wers

not ellglblenunder the - RulEs, they uould not be entltled

tc sit-in the’ examlnatlmn. Appllcants 4 to 8 succeeded

in the 1968-C.S5.E: and were s elected. te the IDFS but- they -
- did not sit:"in the 1¢89 C. S E. Uthh Uas ‘the next )

;;exymlnatlon, “They are, therefore, net entltled tn sit

in the subsequert. examinatlen of‘ 1990 unless they flrst ‘ '

=?ere31gn frcm the serv1ce Ue hold accordlngly.

Consequently, thls C.A, merits to be dxsmlssed at o
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4410, 1890, - S . 4_-~ 4,10,1990,}
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