. aug.sn

Central Administrative Tribunal |
— Principal Bench.,

1063/90, 1070/90, 1069/S0, 1068/9 0, 1060/90, 1059/90, 1081/90,
1058/90, 1091/90, 1057/90. 1061/90,'1074/90. 1073/90, 1072/90,
1071/90, 1123/90," 1122/90, 1121/s0, 1113/90, 1111/9o,~‘}/5/90.
1116/90, -1120/90, 1119/90, 1118/90, 1124/90, 1125/90,~420/90,

- 1170/90p, 1171/90,  1131/90, 1172/90,.1150/90. 1153/90, 1161/90,
1152/90, 1164/90, 1230/80, R

"Preeent._Sarvashri $.5. Tivari, A.K. Behera, M. Panikar,
' ' A.K. Sikri, and. Mrs. C.ﬂ. Chopra, counsel’ for
the applicants. o

; _Dn behalf ‘of the respendents Shri PoHS Ramchandani;
' Senior Counsel, is present. _ _ .

There ‘are 45 O.Ps listed today for direction (at Serial

the Civil Services Examination (Main), . 1990 is likely te be held

en or about the 1st ef November, 1990, it is desirable that these.

‘l D.A's are heard and dispased of early in the month of Octcber,

1990. Replies to the U.A's have not been filed so far. Shri
PeHe Ramchandani, Senicr Counselsuho appears for the '

Union of India, .. Prays for three weeks' time.v Ve grent him
time until 21+9.1990 to file counter affidavit in each 0.0, .

Rejoinder may be filed by 28.9.1990 by lear ned counsel fer the
.fapplicants. All these O.A's will be listed for hearing on
. 3.10.1990 before a Diuision Benche. These cases will be shoun |

~as the first case on the liet that day. ' '

The Registry is directed to find out if there are more

1990 and bring such case; to the notice of the Chairman, 80 that
they may also be listed for - oréers.

//4%9ov\ovr«\ R AP ng.. |
(AMITAYV BANERIJI)

(a.c NATHUR) |
VICE-cHAIRnAN(A) o o . CHAIRMAN
4.9.1990. oo o 44941990,

fone-913/90. 914/90, 944/90, 1067/90. 1066/90, 1055/90, 1054/90

'1Ncs. 5 to 55 except six' cases at serial Nos. 40, 41, 42, 43, 44,>;i
_and 53), uhich pertain to Civil Services Examination 1990, Since'

‘cases of this nature pertaining te the Civil Servxces Examination‘,i




; B | ‘ CENTRAL ‘ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
| PRINCIPAL BENCH, NEW DELHI.

&
" 0A 420/90

‘Regn. No. ‘p 2354/90 Date of decision: 4.10.1990

‘Abplicant through counsel Shri A.K. Behera,
Gn bahalf af ‘the rsspondents Shri P H. Ramchandanl,‘

Sr« Counsel, is proscnt.

-8 : The pomts ralsed m this O A -are:.covered. in.our- decnsmn

in OA No 2006/90 Dr Harmeet Singh & Ors Vs Umon of India

& Ors and OA No. 1853/90 “Shri Jayanta Kumar Basu & Ors

_Vs Umon of Indla & Ors We have already indicated our views

on the pomts ralsed in the above cases.

For the reasons mdlcated therein, this O.A. is rejected.

§

(B.C. Mathur) : - (Amitav Banerji)
Vice-Chairman . '

Chairman ’ f
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'“wQ‘REGN, ND:MP 2394/90 in R

. No 2384 90,

BA No 2008/90

CENTRAL ADMENISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
o _PRINCIPAL BENCH
NEW DELHI .

DATE OF -DECISION: 4.10.195C,
oA 2003 /90

";f;or;:uarheet_singhw&;o:s”v Vs, Unien-ef India & Ors,

'Applicant threUgh_ceUnsel.Shfi A.K. Behera,

Thls Me P. uider Rule 4(5)(a) of the Central Administratlve {
) ) . i

“nTrlbunal (Prccedure) Rules, 1987 is alloued

‘-Serv1ces(Nain) EXamlnatlon,_1990 ulthout re91gn1ng from

' the Indlan Revenue Service. tc whlch they were appointed en. o

‘te dlscrlminatlnn. Learned ccunsel centended that a dlfferent ‘-2‘
“”-ffcr separate class cannot be craated betueen tuo sets ef candlf
‘eﬁdates appearlng 1n the C.S. E. on the basis ef the year 1n uhich

d'f-they appeared in the .5, £,

':,learned csunsel fer the applicant/(s) The amendments in-

':,:nRule 4 sf the C S E Rules uere 1ntroduced in Desgmber, 1986

 17Uh1Ch had applicatlon to candidate appearlng 1n 1987 CeS.E, '.5%_

“In the present D A., the appllcants are aggrzeved o i

that they have net been’ alloued to appear 1n the Civil

the bas;s oF the C S E. 1988

- Shri A Ko Behera, 1earned ceunsel for the applicants,'

aralsed a cententlon that simllar candldates who had succeeded

*”41n the C S E 1986 oT sarlier years uere, houever, being granted

leave upte December,_1990 to appear. in the Civil Serv;ces(bk;n)

. Examination, 1990 UlthOUt being asked to resign. from the
. respectlve serv1ces uhereas the appllcants, who . had succeeded .

"Vln the: 1988 C, S E. are net: belng treated allke.; This ameunts f:_%

Ue flnd ne merlts 1n the contentlon ra;sed by the f"e o

W

IR A R - . — . . K R
L




Lo s HEEELREY ‘It Uas’not retrcSpectlve in operatx@h .aod: qn séfuently,

P it had noweffect for. ‘these candldates whe had sat in the

-1 &
5 . S S
« TS «

1984, 1985 of 1986 cC. S Es. The prov131ans of Rule 4 cF

r.'

“the T s E. Rules, 1986 had ruil application to candidates
appear;ng in Civil Services (Naln) EXaminatlon, 1987, 1988

_and 1989. The DlVlSlon Bench declsion in the ‘case oF

‘SHRT aLok KuvnR (Supra) .

and batch eF cases decmded en
EEEEE R 20 8 1990 has held the seéoné ;;;Liga to Rule 4 and Rule 17
of the C.S., E Rules to. be valld.A*Cdnséﬁueﬁtiththe p951tlen
svad vl pf gl Eandidates uho appeared in the C 5, Es 1987, 1988 and
fﬁiuﬁ'aﬁmﬁaﬂgﬁéflsﬁcn'awdlfferentﬁplanefaltegether'than'thoSe uhe .
;‘@ﬁﬁe%réa;&nﬁé.s%EE%%bséi7%@%5*%ﬁa*iébéﬁf*fhé*bibisién Bench
%nuxh;wzHé@itékéﬁi%héiQiéﬁﬁfha%$thééﬁaﬁai%%%és3§ﬁo3héﬁéﬁéucceadad,in
SRR théiﬁassﬁiﬁ1gavi@nafgiagbétéd?%%*%ﬁéé%uﬁéé.ﬁauié‘be eligible
te one more opportunityﬂsubjsct“téﬁfﬁé;ﬁfbviéidﬁ;‘af the
pudariil 4w B SREL - Rulesy 1@97?uﬁi553aiiéuéftﬁeﬁigé,%épear in the ‘'next
1wl eRamination®, *The said™Rule hid e application to those
¢ ‘candidités uhé hid appsared in €es EérféédZﬁ?QE%”and.1ges and
Duovdlomn (ape alloeated ‘to"a service. The candidatas uhe "have been
ErhT ~.'-?é]ilécvét*ad%-fé’t,.«s"'e“tivicveﬁ“é‘s "j?a;f"‘fresult '0?"1987-101‘. 1988_{_:1‘ 1985‘13.5.5
o uéuld:ﬁéﬁﬁﬁé*aiiﬁfblééfbr*Eﬁé*{éﬁﬁﬁﬁ“é”fa Jﬁiégéﬁthey came

: ﬁﬁﬁ%%%iﬂ fW1ﬁH1n the purvxeu of the secnnd prOVlSQ te Rule 4 of the

:'ngﬁﬁf.A£9§£§ s we, thé%e?ore;“Flnd*no merlts id the above cmntentlon.
\Jmi;wJJ“’ SR Thé-ap SLECHRYS S H Uhe*prés&ﬂt‘ﬁ W, are net entltled te any
L vwelxef l"Nc~obher polht uis Ufgeﬂ “'tonsequently, the D.A.

R A

denmmmseﬁ"at~£%e hﬂmiss&bn stage.;‘””“W““””””

,‘ O W & - P 3 Iy -
i oL U SR TEW Sl mI ey
N FSREEE X ) .

ot

i ( AMITAV BANERJI )
CQeyn CHATRMAN'

“’“' #4110:1880,
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CENTRALADFINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL o
PRINCIPAL BENCH
- NEW DELHI,

This m p. under Rule 4(5)(a) oF the Central

PRSP, S M‘u« cw._

“i Adminlstratiue Trlbunal (Pracedure) Rules, 1987 is alloued

| DA ho 1853 90 u;;l_, ,.,xé..a R FEERE

(R . ~t ,'~~.-v- A

This 0 A. is, Flled by the B appllcants. They have_

prayed that the seccnd prov;se to. Rule 4., of the: C,S.E, Rules

_1s not.appllcable tewthe applicants No,4 te: 8.and alsc to

declare the sald provise; as uncenstltutlonal and veid and
dlrect the respcndents te, erant ald: censequentlal benefits

to the appllcants._.:,::_:ﬁr1,_»;}‘_ FFI RN RN

S

In thlS O A the flrst three aopllcants vere allocated

to Indian Drdlnance Factery Servlce (IDFa) en: the basis of

. the. results ef the .S, E._1°87 and applleants Ne.4 tc & were

allocated to the .s3me serv;ce on. the basxs af the results . of

the C S L..195E They were. all appoxnted -as:Asstt, UQrks

. Nanager (Nen-TechnlcaL) They uwere, 3sked to JOln the

Feundatlonal Ceurse ef IﬂFS 1n August 1989«and at present

DATEUF DECIS ;(J;N'?:’eﬁ o1 07.‘.1 99 ll__. . |




'--the C S E Rules.:i ;'

Rule 4 spenks of next examinatlcn and not one extra

'f:'the admisslen stage.: Ue erder accerdlngly.: 5

1s that 1n u1eu nf the F

<uas ralsed and they uere entxtled tc at least~cne mcre

D _ . . e
) AR R SR

jcpportunlty.te bettervtheir prospects;

}etn 51t in the ferthcomlng examlnation.: They have alee

challenged the valldlty ef the 2nd prev1sc te Rule 4 of

..\»:

ue haue heard learned counsel fcr the appllcant/(s),

i'and conSLdered the arguments ralsed by hlm.: We are not

\1mpressed that thlS is a. Flt case fcr adm1551cn. Three

of the appllcants uere teken dn. the ICFS on the ba31s cf

'1987 C S E They d1d _hot 51t in-the: next examlnatlon

‘uhlch was held in the year 1988.‘ The 2nd prcv;so ta

chance apart Frcm the Rules. All: those uhe ‘were eligible \

-to appear cculd have one more cha ce but if they wera -

not ellglble under the Rules, they would not be. entltled

' tc sit 1n the examlnatlen. Appll”ahts 4. te 8 succeeded

dld not 31t in the 1C89 L b E. uhlch was - the next

' examlnatlon. They are, therefcre, nct entltled to s;t

'.1n the subsequent examinaticn cf 1990 unless they flrst

. resign frum the serv1ce. ue hdld accordlngly.,, ‘,4 L o

Consequently, thls D A._merits tc be dlsmlssed at

N

' T ' J £
act that 1n 1990 the age 11m t __:

fThey uere entltledfjAfﬂg

o -
,

in the 1088 C S E and were selected to the I0FS but they..

\

(e ¢ NATHUR) T“f'iffff';:{ai; - (AMITav BANERJI)A»*'”'

'-wf* UICE-CHAIRwhN (A) S e CHAIRNAN

4.10.19994, e ;;4-@,fh;e;§;f-_h‘ 4 10 1990

- (L"_fi:.‘ i li‘ifttb‘:’lil( o

iccuoa OA"fwcz |
ummtstmtwe Trﬂ:ul.zl |
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