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f Ziu daament of th& nench deliyared by
Hon'ble nr. Justice Amitsv Br.narjij
Eho 11'rrisn j

"he 8uplica,nt, 5hri Funert Gosl U. tU w> £ candid?:tee

po I' 111 c; E1 ijX1 GirVXc s i— Xo Ii Xrj 31X CJ n \ r u r. b i x. 1 /

in 1568. ne was declared successfn] and ijps r'llohtRd

the I~.:;.'ian Hailuay Traffic SeryicB (I'^'TS;, which xs a

oroLip 'A' bcrvxcG in Jutmb 1969, ugs asKcd pj. LiCrjL,'u

to thG N"̂ tioncjl Acsdeniy. uf Oirsct Texas, Kacpur to uodnigi'

EoLindr-it ic n Training, Housusr, by this tj. me he bi?. d hr.ken

praliminc.ry exstninoticn cf Ciuii .•Service in juce ric-

fui sBcoiid jbtsmpt. Ths anpoinLrti.^ x'=tt3v dreu

stlantian t;. tbn impucriL^c iul3 4 of tbe C.S.E, Tajles end

a5>;5d the Epplic&^nt either to joxn to^ i.r;nnxng cs

schsdulsd or abstain therefrom in cast.; he uiishes to

sppe'Er in his sectjnd atterrpt. He cliose to abst.c i; frcjn

the orefei-ied training in order to ho able "co cokb nxb

J- -rsxt attenip C.S.E, in i''f.''i/K-ii!'o&r, 19Bo. i s;,. ilu. ii] g j

th a (iriciriol r.ll oi. ii'sn t of .ii'̂ TS bed u 1-: .c y c.; >ih ;• ',.r <• mjc:

he ii^d bsor: allotted the Indian E^vanuB Ser^^ice.

Th'-? ^"jplicnnt took the rriain l, ib'oD, irjoul'-^ i, 11 j j i

ueie dBclarRd in dune, yide tli:. nppoiPtnr.d: •: xatucs
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dotsd 31st 3)uly, 1990, The applicant desired to make yet

snoLhsr attsn^pt in the C,3,E, to improve his position, as

he did not wish to join th& Indian neuGnue Seruics, Ths

respondents orally reFused him perfriission and insisted
either-

that either the applicant joins£of the tuo services or

he must resign in order to be 'able to take the third
i

attempt.

The applicrsnt is aggrieyed by the abous ' order and he

challenges the validity of the second prouisd to Rule 4

of the C,S,E, Rules,

uj'e have heard Shri A.K, Sikri, lea rned • counsel

for the spplicant., Ue are absolutely satisfied that

no case is made out for interference in this case. This

case is fully couered by s decision in the case of ALOK

KUi^AR &.CRS. VS, U.O.I, dated 20,6,1990,

The Division Bench in the above case upheld the

validity of second pr5viso to Rule 4 and further held .

that once a person is selected to a service, he can have
\

one irors chance to improve his position. The applicant

had qualified. He had to join either Indian Revenue

Service-or the Indian Police Service, He had to choose

one of'them. No further chance uss available to him unless

he resigned. If he resigned, then he was free to sit in

the C.S,^- again. The Division Bench in ALOK KUf"AR'S case

had considered the arguments, that were raised before us

and ue are- of the vieui that all those arguments are repelled

in the reasoning in the case of ALCK KUHAR{SUPRA).

In vieu of the above, ue find no merits in this

case and it is rejected at the admissi-on stsge,
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