
CETJTc^aL '\cniNlSTRATiyE T5?IBUNaL PRINCIPAL

R. Q.No. 2 39/97

IN

OA No. 1977 /92

New Delhi: this the A 0ctober, 1997.

HDN'BLE R. s, R, AOI jE ^ICE CHaIR<1aN (a).

H0N*8LE or. a. \/EOAVALLI,nO*l3rR(3)

1, Ashish Kufn qr Kar,
2, Sib Nath Qhara#
3, Bajranglgl Sh^rma

G^o Shri G. K. aq arwal» Ad\/o cate.
G- 0 2, Aahok Vihgr-I,
ObI hi - 52 R84/i9 w. Appli can t»,

\tersus

1. Union of India through
Secretary,
Ministry of Urban ATfairs
4 Efnploymant, Nirman 3h^>wan,
New Delhi - 11

2. Union Public Serv/ice O^nimission
throt^h its Secretary,
Shahjehan ?t)ad»
New Delhi - 11 Respondents.

0 RDCRfBY CIROJIATION)

3Y -CN'BLE MR.S.R.ADIGE i/T rr PMAlRMANfA)

Perused the Ra.

2. There is no erro r pfjparen t in para 4

of the impugned judgment, ijiat was stated in para

4 was that applicants had nowhere categorically

asserted that any merit list/ selection panel

of these Civil and Electrical Engineers had

been prepared and e \A?n in the Ra there is

no categorical assertion that any such merit

list / selection panel had been prepared#

Bxenple of the 1987-88 vacancies

being filled up on the basis of 1982 1983
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Exam, results does no_^ oonstituts abindii

precedent because it hi^s been noticed in

para 6 of the judgment that the s^a uaa done

in the background of the special circumstances

of the case, af te r ob taining one time relaxation

of recruitment rules.

4. RA is rajectad*
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