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ZH THS CB^TIUL ADHXNISTIWTIVS TiOBUMAL

PRINCIPAL Ba^CH

NEW DELHI

SyA.No,^§7^/9X Date of decision» July 15^ 1992.

Suraj Bhan .,.Applicant

VSersus

Union of India CcAnr*. •••Reapondente

9fA>TH9.?57i/»i >-';

Dinesh Silmana ••.Applicant

Versus

Union of India • • • Reqpondenta

0,A,Mo,$5y»^

P* Subraroaniumic Anr. •••Applicant

Versus

Union of India C( An&. •••Respondents

O.A.No,S56/92

Ram Sew^ •••^plicant

Versus

Union of India & Ors. •••Respondents

0.A.BO.5S7/92
S.

Vlrender Singh

Versus
t

Union of India & Ors. •••Respondents

Manjit Singh •••^plicant

Versus

Union of India & Aac% $• •Respondents

oontd.••
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9 620/92

pltool Singh ...^plicant
Versus

Union of India fc Ors. Respondents

9^a.Mq ,629/92

Oaj reJ Singh ••.Applicant
Versus

Union of India S Ors» Respondents

O^^Bto,682/92

H, Retuaan .♦^Applicant

Versus

Union of India S An*. , ...Re^>ondsDts

O.XJIO .683/92

Cnn Singh ...^plleant

Versus

Union of India A Aatf* .•.Re^wndsnts

o.A,So,691/9 2

Blcahn Prakash & 2 others .. .Applicant

Versus

Union of India fc Ore. Respondents

Aagdish Singh c, Another .••Applicant

Versus

Union of India 6 Ors. ...Re^ndsnts

o,A,So, 1216/91

Safe Singh ...^licant

Versus

Union of India A Ore, ^.^seflpondsnts

oontd, • • 3<
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9^.1ia.U52/91

Santa sh Singh ,. ,^p(>llcant
Versus

union of India fc Ora. .,.ae«?ondent8

1601/92

b*R« Redd^ Applicant
Versus

union of India 6 Anr«i Respondents

1662/91

B.C. Reddiech ...Applicant
Versus

Union of India &Ai|£w ...^spbndsnts

p,A,1966/91 / 3'
Rajbir Singh &Others ...^^licant

Versus

Union of India 6 Ors. ...Respondents

Q,A.Mo. 2471/91

Reun Kumar Swarai ...Applicant
Versus

P

Union of India 6 Ors. ...Respondents

9^A.ltoUtt/92.

Daff-onder SinOb • •

Versus

union of India &RQiiC». ...Respondeats

O.A.lln.76e/92

indar. Singh «• 0«>*" ...Applicant
Vsrsus

Union of India ...Reipondants

G0ntd....4.
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iUfn SxlD9ar<< Others •••Ai^licant

Versus

Onion of Indie 6 Jbajs» •••Respondents

Mafe Singh

VOrsus

Onion of India S

Applicant• • •'

Reapondants• • •

THS lON'BUI KR^ P*K, KARTHA# VICBi-C»aRl«01(J) ,
THB HDN'BLB MR<. B«N, DiOOKDIYAL, MSI«XR(A} •

^nlicanta thsough ShrL R*L«
Saithi# Gbunsela

Respondonts thsough Ms. Geeta Uithraf'
Gbunsely and S/Shd Anoop Bagal# CSptmsali
Pawan BehX, Gb\insel| O^B.Txlsal, Obunseli
M.C^Garg# Cbunseli B^R« Prashar# Gbunsal*

JVDQMBMT (0RAL>

( Mpn'ble Mr, P,K« Kartha, VLce-ChairmanCJ) ) t

As cooRDn questions of law and fact

adse for consideration in tMs.> batch of cases#

thav ware heard together and are being disposed of

by this cOMson Judgmant.

^lieai&ts belong to the Cantral Police

^ aontd^.«S»
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Organlsa^ons (CPOs) conslstJing of C«R*P»P*» B«S«P«»

Z.T.B.P*# and C«X«S«P. They were d^uted to the

Delhi Police on various dates and the deputation

has been extended fzon tine to time. The xeapondents

have pemanently absorbed dbout 400 such persons

but they have decided to repatriate about 100 persons

to their parent departments. The epplicants before us

belong to the category of those have been ordered

to be r^atriated to their parent depBTtments. By
• 1*

virtue of the interim orders passed by the Tribunal#

they are# however, contihuing with the Delhi Police

in their present posts.

' •3^ The applicants belong to the categoq^ of

Qonstablea/Head Gbnstables. Rule 9 of the Delhi

g Police (Appointwwit and Recruitaent) Rules# 1900
%>'

prescribes satric/htgher secondary# 10^ or ia»-2

as the ffdnl—educational standard for the poxpose

of recruitasent^appointment of Police constables.

Itile 17 of the Delhi Police (Oaneral CbndiUons of

Service) Rules, 1900 poovides# inter aUa# that the

aowoissioner of Police# Delhi any sanction permanent

^sorption in Delhi PoUce of tapper and lower

subordinates sxc^t Znapectors from other StateV^oi®'®

Contd...6.
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T«riltoritts and Cwtcnl PoXic« Orgranisatlons, idth

their oonaent end tdth the ooncurrence of the head

of the Police force of the Stat^Unlon Territory

or the Central Police Oryanlsatione etc*

4* The case of the acypllcants le that the

respondents did not consider their case for

absorption in the Delhi Police in eccordUnce eitb the

poliqr decision contained in their letter dated

Il.i7«>i990 dealing idth the permanent absorption of

Q>nstables from GPOs to .Delhi Police. According to

the said decision* all Gbnstablas of' the GPOs

have compls ted ti«> years of deputation period and

idio are below 40 years of age and possess matxic or

above educational gualificatlon are eligible for

absorption. Zn such cases# the persons concerned

are to be heard in person and their suitability ^

should be assessed after scruUnising their service

records.

*he grievance of the applicants is that

the poligr decision was not iaqplensnted fairly and

that this had resulted in arbitrariness and

^•®®^®^#ation. As against this# the learned counsel

for the xerpondants argued that ^e decision taken

Oontd...?.
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by the respondents to aibaotb or not to absoxb the

deputetlonists was on the basis of the records

«vail<d:>le with them end that there was no exbltrarlness

or discrininatlon in the action taXwi by then*

6. According to the admitted facts

of the case# r those who have passed natricalation
otherwise

examination and above and are/eligible are to be

considered for absorption in accordance %d.th Aile

17 smntioned dsove as also the policy decision

contained in the letter dated 11.7-1990 Another

of this Tribunal has disposed of a batch of

^plications by Judgment dated 2.6.1992 in 0»A«No»525/92

(Ibhd, Safi & Or& Vs. Delhi Adnlnistratloa.l' Ors,)

ond connected matters* In the operative pa rt of the

judgment# the Tribunal has upheld the decision of

the respondents to repatriate sudh of those %ho did

not possess the matriculation or eqvdvalent qualification

to their parent departments* At the same time# the

Tribunal directed the respondents in-so.far as

the seven of the applicants before the Tribunal were

concerned to file representations# if any, within 2

weeks and produce the material In support of their

case that they possess the requisite educational

qualification* In that ewit# the respondents i^re

Gbntd* * .S*
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dlrttctad to oxanino their cases for ahaoxption and

If th^ aze fo\ind eligible and fit for abaozption#

a decision in that behalf should be taken uithin

four wedks after the receipt of the representations#

The Tribunal/^rM^/un^ •Dbh representations
uere decided* the seven applicants shall not be

sepatriated to their parent dcparbnents* Bartieg

the case of seven applicants# the applications fil^

by the others were dismissed and the interim orders

were vacated in their cases.

7« The applicants before us are also similarly

situated. After hearing both sides# we are of the

opinion that similar directions should be issued to

the respondents in thi#^ batch of applications

before us. Accordingly# we uphold the decision of

•I
the respondents to repatriate sudi of those who do

not possess the matriculation or equivalent or higher

qualification or idose absorption does not have the

consent of their parent departments. Subject to

iS)at is stated above# the applications before us

are diqposed of with the following orders and

directions t*

(i) The applicants may send rapresentations

aontd...9.
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to thtt rtsponaonts idthln throo woeks fzom tht

date of receipt of this Order together elth the

documents tMdi may eubetantlate their claim that

they possess matriculation or equivalmit or higher

gaali f i cation;

(ii) In case the epplicants make such

representation^ the respondtfits shall consider the

sane and if the applicants possess the re(|uisite

qualifications prescribed under the Ih&les and if

they are other%dse found eligible in all reipects

for absorption as on the date of the passing of the

inpugned order of repatriation to their parent depart-

mente# the respondents shall pass appiDpriate orders

within four we^s after the receipt of the represents*

tionsi

(iii) nil appropriate orders are passed on such

representations# the reepondents are restrained from

repatriating the applicants to their parent depart*

meats* nm interim orders already passed will

^ continue till then.

There will be no order as to costs,

l^t a copy of this Order be pieced in all

I /case
I thei/fllea end a copy be glemi to both parties

IWRAia CHAJTD)
• C«ur( (Jffictr , ^

15071992* CHAXRfAN(J)


