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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
PRINCIPAL BENCH
NEW DELMI. S

.

DATE OF DECISIEN: 29,10,1990,

C.hA. 1112790

Shri Anil Kumar Gupta.- ceee Abélicahte.
) - Versus |
" Union of India & Ors, - ; ve.. Respondents,
‘ and
%
C.R._1114/50
Shri A, Venu Prasad & Ors, eoeo Applicéntso
| Versus :
r Union of Indie & Ors, .+ Respondents,
| N C.A. 1126/90 °
| Shri Anupam Gupte. .oes ARpplicant,
Versus o |
Uq}pn cf India & Crsf‘ - ees, HRespondents,
\)///E:A. 4687/96
. N Shri Suneel Kumar Pandey, eees HApplicant,
';u » Msrsus
N : o o
Union of Indis & Ors, Y Respondents

CORAF: Henfble fMr, Justice Amitsv Banerji, Chairman,

f : Hon'ble Fr., B.C. Mathur, Vice-Chajrman (A),

Sarvashri A.X. $kri

For ths Applicants, ' cove :
: and Remji Srinivasan
Counsel.
' - For the Respondsnts. veeo Shri P,H, Remchan-

dani, Sr, ‘Counsel,

. { Judgement of thes Bsnch delivered by
Hen'ble Fr, Justice Amitav Banerji,
Chairman)

A1] these four Originel Applications (C.As) raise

%ajsimilar questions of fact and law end can be decided by

s order .,
¥/ & commory, We have slso heard these cases togethas,

7
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Thers are six applicants ih these four Applications - ,

(c As) A11 of them qualified for the Inddan Forest

N iServico in ths 1966I-xamfnation. ‘Thay wero subsequ;;£iy-‘-'
a:;sked to t;ke ﬁhe Fa;ndatiﬁnal couré? tréiﬁlng in Indira s
  Gandh1 National Forest Academy, Dehradun. Slnée the ?
applicants were also candldates for the Civil Serv1ces
1Exémination»(Fpr shp?t‘ C. S.E. "), they scught permission
4'£6 ;ppéér ih fh? s;id ¢xaminat1dn in the year 1989, They
wuere permltted to abstain fro; the probatlonary tralning.ﬂ
‘They, ﬁoﬁeuer; dld ngt.succeed in the examlnation. Later,
2they joined training in the year 4990, Subseouently, they
Zlntended to appear in the 1990 C.S. E, but Found a bar to -
:déusb contalnad 1n-a lgtter dated 13 3 1980 (Annexure A1 ta\
:tgétéh) uﬁéth;}aaﬁg'ésffdllous:é

:, " In case you; then, elect to join the Indien
- Ferast Serv1ce, no Further opportunity will
~ be: alloued to take the Civil Serv1ces

 Exsmination®g i '

Agorieved by the directions contsined in the.

"

R
’

aforgmeniiéneaziéffgfjﬁﬁibhzéhdﬁﬁt'to:8-complete.pfohibition

to apbeér iﬁbihé“CiViiﬁSéfQiébéﬁExémihétibn, the:éﬁplicénts>

flled the present 0 A bsFore the Pr1nc1pal Bench of" thu

Tribunal They also Dbtalned ‘an 1nter1m ‘order permittlng ‘them

 t6'éit'ih fha”Préliminéfy Examination to be held on 10.6. 1090
The Bench sald B T A : ;
| ) o

“In a number oF appllcatlons ‘which came befora i

... us, For admlssion lata, we had passad the -

.....
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1F the seme was f9881b10 In vieu of thls ve’
dlrect “that “in- case it -is not igionvenlent for
the respondants holdlng the examination in
allouing the appl1cant 'to appear in the Civil
Services: Prellminary Examinatlon whlch is
) chaduled to be helc on 10.6. 90 the applicant
Amay be provzsionally allowed .to appear in the
said Examination without insisting on any
'pre—condltlon. His Tequest for grant of
. nmcassary - leave etc; for the purpose may also

'be cons;dered“

~.nThééapp1iC§nFS.saftin the preliminary examination

A L

-.and.Sarvashri A;K.ESikri énd:Ramji'Sriniuaéan, learned
‘counsel for”the-gpplicanps,:gtated that all of them

'had'qualifiedJin the;p:elgminary examination and‘theynou

have to appear. in Mainm Ciyil_Services_Examination,'

1 which o/ is -going=v to be held from 1,12,19¢0.

DbJectlon 1s tekan by ‘the respondents to
the above prayer of the applicgntsjg- A ;eply has been

filed to- the G,A, and Shri P.H. Rgmchandani, Sr, Counsel

<. for the,respgnﬁqntg%nasiappegfed'énd argued the case,

iﬁzﬁhe{morprggt;needsvtgzbe stated here before

‘%sue'advert=t0~thé:mérits.6f the préééht b&gth'of C.As. ~

- "A 1arge -number oF candldates uho had appeared in the

ClVlL Serv1ces Examlnatlons 1987 1988 and 498¢ had

filed the Urlglnal Appllcatlons (C As) beFore the

Pr1nc1pal Bench . of the Tribunal The 1ead1ng case uas

ofJShri Aok’ Kumar‘Vs. Unlon of- Indla & Ors, (0 A, 206/89)

' fThe'jUBgeméntlin'tha-abovejcase.uaslpronouncad on

20.,8.19¢0, Thquivision Bench held -



"1. The 2nd’ proviso to Ru‘le 4 of ,&he ;_Ciyil -Se,xj\ijqe_s"v"-”
f; Exam;nat;on Rules ‘Yu valid, . B '*thx L
2, Tha provieions -of Ruls 17 of the above Rules R |
C ars ‘also valid, . . : ",”
"?ffﬁ 3, The sbove provlsions are ‘not hitfby the provi;
’iieions of Arts. 14 .and - 16 of the. Constltutlon of -

Indla.' ’ : o
“The " restrittions imposed by the 2nd provlso to{
»’,IRuls 4 oF the C1u11 Sarv1ces Examlnation Rules are.{
Vr;ﬂ“not bad in lauw, L o ' S
‘5, (i) The’ letter jgsued by the Plnlstry of Personnel,
'Publlc Grlevances ‘and -Pensions dated .30th August, 't
" 1988. and" 1n particular, peragraph 3 thereof and
paragraph 4 of the letter dated.Z.1, . 1989, 1ssued by
E‘the Cadre Controlllng Authorlty, Mlnistry of Ralluays
. (Ralluay Board) are held to:be.bad in lau and S
-” & L i nanforceabWB. Similar letters 1ssued on differant
e e TR e T yites by other Cadre’ Controlllng Authorities are slsc

unenforceable._

Dt e e \ (11) A Csndldate uho has been allocaed to the 1.P.S,
T '“"'”or to & Central Services, " Group 1t may be allowed
i e o ... .. to sit at the next Civil Service Examination,

uprovlded he is ‘within the’ perm1351ble age 11m1t,

. ulthout ‘having to re31gn from, the service to which

he has been allocated, nor uou]d he lose his orlglnal

"ésenlorlty in the servlce to- Uhlch ‘he: 1s allocatsd 1?
, &he is unable to take tralnlng u1th hlS own Batqd{ .

T i 6. Those appllcants who hsve*been*allocated—%s—ths
IR §1 5. or ‘any Central Servicesy. Group ‘A’ can havs ‘
.. one moré attempt in the subsequent Civil. 38IV1CES
. ”h”_:mExaminatlon, for the serv1ces indlcated in Rule 17
“f o of the Cl.S,.E, Rules.’ The Cadre Contrdlllng“ﬂuthor1txas;

can grant one Opportunlty to such candldates. : '
:7;' ‘A1l those candidates who have been allocated
MA to any of the Central Servlces, Group 'A! or
.AI P S. and ‘who “Have appaared in Clvil Serv1ces
'“*g?Wain Examlnatlon of.a subsequent year under tha
E‘”é;ﬁfhm ' ¥=: ._ ~ interim orders of the Trlbunal for the Civil
e iﬂﬁ"szrv1ces Examlnatlons '198F:0r: 1989 and have
.ﬂsuccesded are . to be given ‘benefit of their
.succees subject to prov151ons of Rule 17 o&,ths
C.S.E, Rulsso 'But this. exemption will not be
'avallable for any subsequent Civ1l SerV1ccs I

. Examination., .
=
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f -5- - . e
In the result, therefore, the &%pllcetlons succeed
.only in part = viz., quashing. of the 3rd paragraph of
‘the letter deted 30.8. 1988 and 4th paragreph of the
letter dsted 2nd Janusary, 1989 and similar paragraphs
in the'lettere;issuetho‘the_applicente by other cadre
controlling suthorities, Furtﬁer, a direction is given
“to the respondents that:ell'thbee candidates who have.
been allocated to eny'of the Central Services, Group'A'
or 1,FP.,S, and who appeared in Civil Services Main |
- Examination, 19E8 or, 1988 under the interim orders of
e " - " the Tribunal and are within the pErmlssible age limit
| and ‘have succeeded are to be glvan benefit of thelr

. “success subject te the provisions of Rule 17 of 'the
C.S5.E. Rules, - The C.A.s are dismissed on all other

.gounts, Costs on'parties"..

o - . B . . N -

A It s also tc be borne in.mind that a separate competitive

,examinaticn is held fer fecrdithenf'to the Indian Forest

Service; each year. -.It is one of the_SBTViCES uncer the All

: s Iﬁdiéélsgryicesvpﬁgt, 1951.. It is not one of those.services
; “for &hicﬁ'fhe'éohbinéd,tieil‘Services'Examination is held
3 . . e ~ BN . . . :

evefx:year.- Consequently, .the proﬁisibns of the Civil

g otk
i

19

7

, Servicee:Examinetieﬁ‘Reles are.not applicable to the

candidates who are selected in ;hellpdiah Forest Service,

T ,"'_“_?;“er ﬁéﬁe”ﬁeafefieEFHed‘beeﬁeel:for'the parties at-
T “gons 1ength and perused ‘the pleadings in"the present - ——- —- —-

In the present cese,‘the pr1n01pe1 questlon is

' hether the eppllcants can- be dlsalloued from taking the

E 1000 C1v11 Servlces EXamlnatlon.; Can they be barred From
% - o L . ’
§ Happeéring\in theAsejd. exemlnatlon‘Uhich is to be held'

% : S
; “Nerom 1,12.1€907 - 0 o e
: : 6-3 "-'_ co St T Tupe T R /
E s - LTy ’
i o '--'{L.L L Lo
' M, - ‘ V4
; S0 memt ‘
! R
}



_ o _ . : : ;
As already notlced the prou151ons of the Clvil Servlces

‘.(-

“.,_Examinetion Rules are not made applicable to tho Indlan

l-uForeat Serv1ce.: The only paper on uh:ch rellance is placed

}

ngb; both the partles is & letter (Rnnexure A1 to the C.A.)
.Wdated 13.3. 1089 Thls letter uas 1esued by Shrl Nand Lal,
1%Deputy Secretary9 Flnlstry oF Endironment & Forests, Neu | ;
oeins Porasraphs 4 snd 5 of this istter uhich axe selsvert

., are procuced belous=

i "6hlle the above 1nFormation couers the normal cases,
' klndly note that in case you are a candldate in the
5ﬂﬁt1v11 Servicas. Examination 1989 -and. intend appearingL\
in. the: ensu1ng Preliminary Examlnatlons, you will not
e permltted toJoin the Tndian Forest' Service, this
. Y8BT, In .such case, you uould thB to ualt to Jown
‘%%the Indlan Forest Serv1ce t111 the 39551on commen01ng
T A the year 1890 uhen, dependlng on the result of
. your perrormonce in the C1v11 Services Examlnatlon,
‘ %Pyou would have the option to ‘join ‘either ‘the Civil
LB:Serulces, or the Iﬁdlan Forest Serv1ce._ In case you,
-then, elect to join the Indlan Forest Serv;ce, no. B
‘further opportunlty witl. be alloued to take the Clwll

.Serv1ces Examlnatlon.;

:”S. Action is, in ‘the . meanuhlla,_being taken on varlous
,»g,_counts in-the matter of determlnatlon of your sultabllxty
“for’ appo;ntment to the Indlen Forest Servlce. 1d the - -

meanuhlle, itn 15 requested that xou may.. please 1nform

us immedlately as to uhether you are 2 candicate in thaAWMf'

" ensuing C1v11 Servxces Examlnatlon, iQBC"

lhe:contehtipnéilof.the’applloantba'leafhad counsel

uere that'the'oontants oFltheiaboOe.pa}ag}aohe of the

.aforesaid letter contain certain directions and embargos .

which were not on the basia_ot*any'Roleeeoade for the -

\

LW,
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‘recruitment or in the.service condition cf the officers

fin.thelInéiah#férégt;Sérgiéé. ;Né such rule exists
prqhtbiting tHé’s&béééé%ul canaidétés to tﬁé-Iﬁdian Forést
Serviﬁe from tékiéé”tﬁeftiﬁil Services Examiraticn, Th;_
cogtentéabf:thé‘ébéveflétteizresttt;t;thé applicants from
ﬁ:téking'tﬁé‘tigii:S;rvicég Egémiﬁstion in case the ‘'
. épblicahtétﬁoih t'thefIhdiah'Fﬁtest}SerQica;-_Learned counsel

contended that thls plaCBS ;hnTéésdnaﬁld" 'restrictiéthoﬁv .

maAET : 2 for - : ‘ _
. th- appllcants/betterlng their career prosplcts as it prohlblts

the appllcants frem teking tha Civil SerV1ces Examinatlon,

. o ~0in
-, 1990.. It vas further argued that/the letter dated- 2.1, 1oec

“f(ﬁnhéiupsbz’Pq.th?,ceg..%p-thg\CQSE of A;ok Kumar_Vs,
?vUnicﬁ'ct'inQ;a:&nDrs,, U;A,?ﬁé,@zoﬁ/eg) fssued by the
:ié;q;;fféét;o;iigétéﬁtﬁptit;;:mihiétty o?‘ﬁailuays(RailUéy
© " Bogrd) there uss siso an enbargo thet if a candicate ents

P R X jOih‘brdbatianary_ttaining‘éiqng Qith:19§7 batch, he

T ;gshall,nqt.be1eligib;é:farﬁcdnqidqfatipn for épp01ﬁtﬁ§ﬁt

'x:tzon}thétﬁééiétdfAéussedﬁgnE“C;S;E;*'THéLaﬁcue paragraph of

LRERE the.letter dated:2,1,198S was struck. doun by the Division

'Benchﬂin th; caseiéf Aiak:Kumat.gu It uas held by the"

DlViSlon Bench that the condltlon placed by the 1etter_ﬁ'

dated 2 1 1989 was a néu céﬁdltioﬁ uhlch was not 1nd1céted
- in tha.gnd_Provigo t6 éQIe 4 of thg C;v11~Setv1ces ;_5

It wes held there - -

%
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St "It u111 thus be /888N that the lotgpr datad

o _,2 Te 89 imposnd two nau condltions' First]y,
2 {nst’he would hate to teke his training uith’
ithe subsequent ‘bateh, "1, e., 1988 ‘bateh ‘in

¢ﬂ5 §;the efrvices: seccndly, he uould not be - ccnsi-

 dered eliglble for appointment by vlrtue of ,

. 1988 C S.E None of these condltlons Find a
(ﬂ~place in-the 2nd - provlso to Rule 4y Thet

_ letter dcted 2 1 1989 is, therefcre, beyond

.fhe scope and amblt of the second prov1su '

- to Rule an, ' E RS

The condltlon uhich ‘has been placed agclnst the -
. appllcants in the D A No. 206/89,.by the 2nd prov1so
iw::to”RuléL4;aF:the;C¢S¢E¢:Rules uas;made;underﬁﬂrtlcle 73

DT ORI S e I
77 of the Constitution of ‘India,  In other words, there was ‘-

4

. in existence a Rule on the basis of which certain embargos
... . or conditiens were imposed on those who succegded in the

R *”9xaminatian{and'uéfa;élLocatedxtogohe~ofythe;$qrvices.

‘Hewevst, whszt Qaéigeydnd”tﬁé'aﬁbff“ﬁf‘théfénd3ﬁfovlso to

------

. Rule ‘4 défthg c;S,E:fRﬁ1é$ uas struck"doﬁn.>.‘; °

| Learned counsel urged that the prohibjtion containdd *

“¢- . :in.the letter dsted 13,3,1989 is that in case the applicents

'in the present ‘0,As joint the Indian Forest Service, they would

‘fndt¥bé;gréﬁtéd~ahmépﬁortﬁﬁitydtb'tékeTfﬁe‘CiQil’Services “j”“‘mﬁ‘
Examination, The’neujggpdipion;gas,imgoséd_qn:the abplicénts

- ifor, the first time after they had succeeded in the Indian Forest

maﬁ;ﬁa;'ff‘ﬁefvfceyﬁiaminatfoh;'V&EBénnediédunSqI3furthéf“urged thaé the

',Lax;f __;éaﬁ&fffdn'Habjﬁeiﬁgfﬁiaééa éé”évbaf agéfﬁééﬂtﬁé applicén%s,in~'
o -érparagraph 4 of the letter dated 12.3 1989 uaa not on. the b151s

P ‘au.«h\“]bffahY'RUle-inmexiatencq:inuthe:service conditions of the Indian
i L PR Lo N ST R '."7': . : it

i . o . . ' e I

il : : Forest Service .and was thus beyond the competence of the .

o . LR
§ : /

‘ . %
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“and conditions on the applicents. -H Sherefore, prayed

E}that the embargofvxz,

Cadre controiling Authority from imposino new “terms

. -;.l._g“- - . - R ..>' - .:-.

’in case you, then, clect to joln

L

;the Indlan Forest Sarvice, no Furthsr opportunlty uill be'

"alloued to take the Civil: Serv1ces Examlnation, was bad

'in lau and llable to be struck doun.

Shri"Ramcﬁandaniiappearingifor the respondentS-
contended that the aforementloned condltlon contained in

paragraph 4 of the letter dated 13 3 1989 was 8 conditlon

.oF serv1ce and the respondents were competent to 1mpose

any condltlon before a person 301ned the Indlan Forest

':Service The Cadre Controlllng Authorlty could certalnly

<impose condltlons of ‘'service ‘on success ful candldates and

'"_it was open to such candldates e1ther to accept or decline

hthe appolntment 1n the Indlcn Forest Serv1ce He Further

contended that the Rule contalned in paragraph 4 oF the

:above letter uas more er less on the same 11nes as 2nd

:previso to'Rule d‘lnithe C.S.E, Rules. Slnce the 2nd

proviso to Rule 4 has been held velid, the above_rule
contalned in the 4th paragraph of the letter dated 13, 3 1689

should also be held to b= valld and blndlno on successful

ﬁcandidates uho 301ned'the Indlan-Forest Servloe.“ Learned

o g

e BN IR AP il 0 g W

’”counsel-Further‘contendedfthatfthe-conditions-uhich wers

mentioned in the letter dated.1 3 1589 uere knoun to the

candlcetes ond they had accepted 1t by “olnlng the serv1ce

They uere, thus, bound by the same and 1t uas not open for N

them to ‘challenge the ‘same, . - B /

'Tﬁé'rast sentence ‘of ‘the paragraph 4 of the letter

"?dated 13,3,1980.is 'said ‘to be =& Rule pértaining to service

‘cOndltlon uho Jolned the Indlan Forest-Seru;ce. Uhether

it is a rule or not is open to a grsat doubt In eny~event

c,gu't-’is a non- statutory order.‘ It is not a Rule made uhder

) 9 . . . ’ . | A‘.‘.vh./

tticle 309 of ‘the Constltutlon of Indla.' It is only contained

2 N
‘ ,_,;// PRI SN .- we o o . oL - - N o
= 2RI ] . -l : 4 ae L i EEE - o R
prd - '
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appeare in thc Ind;an Forest S-rv1co Examlnatian? Should’

"?f?%?ﬁfii; | ho not know . uhat the terms and candltlans‘ﬁra'lncludlng iﬁ,f'@
restrlctimns? Tho condltlan of service . daos nat anyuhora :

1nd1cate any rulo ef thl nature as 18 contalncd in paragraph
:f?f“555f7%5 Syt the 1attcr dated 13 3 1989.\ The tar-s and condltlans,
w30 g the scrv1ce shauld b- knaun to all concarncd..uThéif {-i' f

. rpstrletluns cannat b- 1mposed at any tlmu. Cendltlﬁﬁb j‘*'”f

‘f‘ : ‘< N R . \‘,- B .4,

1mposed at the tlme oF appelntment cannot spall aut f i

ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?““”'“*ﬁéﬂ.ddhdiﬁiunsnuhich'are notfcdntaincd;in thcuéurv1cof. i
s ’ | Jf-:' g

e rule, It is” necessary that thc lestlng ssrv1cn Rulns arc o

su1tably amnnded and the restmptiu- clausns clcarly sptlt :'é

N
H .
t

[ ?a‘}ﬂﬁﬁﬁ 1s hcld, It has b.en notlcud in the judg -nt ef

vy »’V
B, L
.p N :

§‘ _;zwﬁi;f‘gﬁrfgﬁi ALUK KUMAR that th. s.cond provlso ta Rulm Q e? thl

L : ;»{g;f‘”ﬁ_d‘ C 55: Rulcs has ne appllcatlon uhatsoovur te unsuccnasful .é

l

have succocdud in Group 'B' eF C;Mll "

' cad Indlan Ferest S-rvxcc 1s net shoun as annxef th- Scrv1ccs '3ﬁ

p ] Tho;freStribfibns .cdntéinid 1n]£ivitﬂ7£5§PVi°;§f?})ﬁ T
4 ' ' L fo ’ R D

| ? |
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| en those candldates

Examinatlon Rules uill havs no . app icatlon’uho are salected
- . . %

_ﬂ;in the Indian Forgst Saruice.u That ‘is” antiraly ‘8 separata

ij”“iubérviée’aﬁd.itfhéé'tonéfgerrnedfﬁy‘itSdégprules; ,Sinée
‘tﬁe;ekéreino fUlés'ih"résﬁébt ofjahat‘iéﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁaiﬁed in fhe
; last sentence of paragraph 4 of the 1etter ‘datead 13,3, 1989,, :
E ‘ W;that conditlon cannot.ba 1mposed on those Qho ‘joined the |
| ‘?, ' Ew’lhdiéHprtGSt Servicevas'cfficarsg ]
E S ’mﬁ”If it’is_fhouéﬁ£ tHa£ithére“should Qq some restfictionsé %
| : '?“;iffiéfbﬁén:ﬁdr théfregpﬁndeﬁié'to~'»ﬁék6,” *ﬁuitable.ruigg ) f
Sk "’~uhiEH5Qogrd;gefappikﬁableiin‘ffutumg examinations for . .:
“ s u‘*ﬁHeVrédruitmgnt‘tcitﬁé?indiah'Forest Ssrvice,
E ‘W are  further of tha.view that the above sentence
- '”ﬁihitheﬁparagraﬁﬁﬁa!;g ﬁhe;létﬁér ¢annot:q6“he;d»td be;é_lau
- f”médg5uﬁﬁérgﬂrfi;i; ;3 6F the. Constltutypn.
- For the reasons given sbove e ane.gf,@hg'viéu'that
;fﬁpﬁqgkﬁgﬁ'glhe“aﬁplicants hav§ bpéﬁ ablejtc makelautfafgasé_fo;f,
~ ,;ntefTETente*——ﬁha—yppircants~heve—baeeme s}{giblei
, - ;to sif in fhe 1CQU.C1V11 Services Exam1na£1oa'as the ;'mq
B m_ﬁﬂﬂggigggngé; iimit sv;bé§' ;Beén enﬁah§ed ésqugég gimf o

“:tonsequently, they ulll be held ellglble to Slt in thaf

:freia;étiSﬁ Farfiﬁié yegr;“"fﬁéy‘é;pAﬁéf'hffectgd_u;-f

byl éﬁeuf;sffgbtioasﬁéﬁ%&gziiﬁi coﬁgéfhéa;{h_the 2nd

ﬁﬂprov1so to Rule 4 oF tha ClVli SerV1ces Examination Rules.

PR

Y N

w1990 Clvll Service Examlnation. Since ﬁhe appllcants have

Ty

already sﬁcbééqéd“ih”thé”dféiiﬁé:’thefé“airl be no bar ©

L R S R O . .
I AT S R e o ke ROt
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Z(Maln) Examlnatlon in Dacamber, 1993,5‘ Ty
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.for the applicants From 51tt1ng in the 1900 C;v;l_Seruicag‘

v
Voo

b

-‘I .
In the reault all the four Drxglnal Applications .f'_
"M

(0, As) are. alloued and the last sentence of paragraph 4 of |
the lstter deted 13,3,1989 is held to be inef‘f’ectlue as rl i
|
as for the applicants in those O,As are concerned. Houever,
we leave the partles to bear their own costs. . _ L :j g
A COpy of this- 3ud99ment shall bs placed on the _ ?ﬁ
other connected files, 3 A
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