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IN THS CWTRAL A^jjttllSTR^TIVK TRIBUNAL
PRINCIPAL BRNCH

NBW DSLHI
• • • •

S*AifiSt25ZiZil Date of doclslon, July is. »g».

SuraJ Bhan ...*ppltc»t

VStrmis

union of India i,«nr. ...Baapondenta
0.AJIO.2S71/0]

Wnaah Slimana ...BppXteant

Versus

Union of India «,«»&, ....aa^nd«ta

O.A.Bo.S5syy^

f. Subrananiuini, Anr. ...Applicant

Versus

union of India AAnc., ...*.i^nd«ita

O.A.No.556/y!}

...Applicant

Versus

union of India i On. .. .Baapondanta

Q.A.IIo.SS7/a:^ v/
Vlrender Singh .•.Applicant

Versus

Union of India t Ore. ...Baapondanta

O.A.Bo.ssa/»^

•anjit Singh ...AppUcant

Versus

union of India C< Anxi. 8..Baapondanta
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^ ...Applicantphool SinQ"
Varaus

union of I»ai. «• R.3pond«t.

-629/92

0.1 r<0 Singh ..
Versos

union of indi. 6 Or«. ...«..pond»t.

Or^t^^682/92

«. M»Mn

Versos

union of India 6 ton. ...Bawondwt*

*
.10.681/92

prai. Singh ...SppUcant
Versos

union of India 6 ton.

n^j^Mo-691/9-2

Bfcahm Pr^a^ 6 2others ...Appiic®°^
Versos

Union of India fc Ore. ...Respondants

ftagdish Singh &Another ...Applicant
Versos

union of India 6 or.. ...Re^ndanta

Saf. Singh

Versos

Union of India 6 Ora. ...aa«>ondwt»
-a 1oontd.».s.



S«ntx>8h Singh •• .Applicant

Versus

Union o£ India & Ors. •»• Ret^ondents

^ 9t*^f^twvn

B.R. Redd^ •• .Applicant

Versus

Union of India & Anew ...Rsapondants

. p.*Jte. 1662/91

B.C. Reddish ...Af^licant

Versus

Union of India &Aq^ •• .Respondents

Rajbir Singh & Others .•.^>plicant

Versus

Union of India S Ors. •••Rei^pondents

/ OpA.no. 247 l/Bl

Ram Kumar S%iami ...J^^licant

Versus
/

Union of India & Ors. • • • Respondoits

O.A.NoUO/g2.

Da*.ander Singh .. J^pplicant

Versus

Union of India ...Respondmits

o.a.N9,7^9/^

Inder. Singh ^ Others ...Applicant

Vsrsus

Union of India ...Reipondents

ObntA....4.
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S>sJiSaUM2ZSLl*

Hen Srlngar * Other# •••Aj^llcant
Verius

Onion of In<Jia fciBus. ...RoeponOent#

Rafa Singh ...^plicant
Vtrtfus

Union of XnSia fcSn®» ,,»8efl?ondant»

THB lON'BlJC MR* P*K* KARTH^# VICE-CHMRMftN(J) •
IHB HDN'BLB MR* B.R* DIOONDI*AL» MWBBR^A) •

Applicants thxDUflfh Shii R%L*
Sethi* Gbonsel*

ResDondants thiott^ Ms* Oeeta lAitbra#'
CbSself and S/3hsi Anoop Bagai* Osnnself
Pawan Behl* Obunselt 0*li*Trisal» ^nnself
M*C*Oarg* OonnseXi B*R# Prashar# Oonnsal*

JIIDQMHMT (ORAli)

Clt>n*ble Mr* P.K. Kartha, Vlce-Chalr«an(J) )•

As cosnon cpiestions of law and fact

arise for oonsideratlon in this.' batch of cases#

thsy *»are beard together and are being di^sed of

by this cbsnon JudgMnt*

2. She mUomtw belong to the Cantral PoUce
Ck>ntd***S*
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Organisations ((S^Os) consisting of C«R«P.F.«

2«T,B«p«, and C«Z,S*F, They were dsputsd to the

Delhi Police on various dates and the deputation

has been extended fzon Una to Ume. The respondents

have penaanenUy ^soxbed dbout 400 such persons

but they have decided to repatriate about lOO persons

to their parent d^artments. The applicants before us

belong to the category of those w)x> have be«i ordered

to be repatriated to their parent deportments. By

virtue of the interim orders passed by the Tribunal,

they are, however* obntlhuing with the Delhi Police

in their present poets, y

***• ^?plic^ts, belong to the category of

(bnstables^ad Gbnstables. Rale 9 of the Delhi

Police (Appointment and Recruitment) Rules, 1980

prescribes matrlc/hlgher secondary, lOth or 10t2
\

as the mlniBUffl educaUonal standard for the porpose

of recruitment/appointment of Police constables.

Arle 17 of the Delhi Police (Qaneratl GDnditions of

Rules, 1980 provides, inter alia, that the

aomaissioner of Police, Delhi may sanction permanent

®^*>J?>tion in Delhi Police of tppe r and lower

iubordinc^tes exc^t Inspectors from other States/Union

Cbntd...6«
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T«r£ltoci«» «nd C«tcal Pollc« Organisations, %dth

their oons^t and tdth the ooncurranca o£ the head

o£ the Police force of the St^t^nlon Territory

0g the Central Police Organisations etc,

The case of the applicants is that the

respondents did not consider their case for

atesotption in the Delhi Police in accordance eltb the

policy decision a>ntained in their letter dated

11-7-1990 ttsaltng with the psnsansnt absorption of 4

Gonst^las from CPOs to .Delhi Police. According to

the said decision, all Cbnstables of the a»Os 1*0

have cosplsted teo years of daputation period and

i*o are below 40 years of age and possess aatric or

ad30ve educational qualification are eligible for

d»sorptlon. In such cases, the persons concerned

ere to be heard in person and their suitability

alould be assessed after scrutinising their service

records,

5^ The grievance of the applicants is that

the poliv decision was not inpleesnted fairly and

that this had resulted in ailbitrariness and

discrimination, As against this, the learned counsel

for «*e re^ndents argued that the d^sion taken

Gontd,, ,7 •
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by the reqpondanta to abaozb or not to abeoXb the

dqputetloniete vas on the basis of the xeoords

evailahle %«lth them and that there ms no axbitrarlness

discrladnatlon in the action takwi by them*

6. According to the admitted facts

of the case# , those i<ho have passed aatricalation

. ^ otherwise
examination and above and an/ellgible ace to be

considered for absocption in accordance with Rale

17 mentioned ^ve as also the policy decision

contained in the letter dated 11-7-1990 Another

Bendi of this Tribunal has disposed of a batch of

^plications by judgment dated 2-6-1992 in O.A«llo,525/92

(Hohd, Safi <c Ora. Vs. Delhi Adninistcetloa«|( Ors.)

and connected matters. In the operative fs rt of the

J*idgment# the Trlliunal has upheld the decision of

the respondents to repatriate sudh of tl«>se wix> did

not possess the matriojlation or equivalent 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 pzoduce the material &n scqpport of their

case that they possess the requisite educational

9^^i£ication. In that event# the respondents were

%

Gbntd...8.
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airecwa to oxanin* "«*» *<"• «"*
If thoy .» found .uglble «.a fit: for rt.»rption.
. d«:iirton in that: brtialf should be tthsn ulthln

four HWdcs aft»r the recelit of the representaUons.

The Ttils«"^SiStSd/t '̂' ^h repressotatione
uare decided, the sevtn tpplloants shall not be

rspatrlatad to their parent departments. BacUoa

the case of sewn applicants, the ippllcatlons filed

by the others sere dismissed and the Interim ordei»
vacated in their caeese

<k • •

7. The eppUcante before ue are alao eiwllarly

eituated. After hearing both sides, ee are of the

opinion that similar directions should be issued to

the respondents in this^ batch of applications

before us. Accordingly# ^ uphold the decision ^

the respondents to repatriate mdt of those idx) do

not possess the matriculation or equivalent or higher

qualification or %ihose absorption does not have the

consent of their parent departments. Subject to

what is stated eax>ve# the applications before us

are disposed of ulth the following orders and

directions t-

(i) The applicants may send representations

aontd«..9«
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to tho rvspondftnts idthin throe weeks from the

date of receipt of this Order together with the

docunmnts tAiich nagr svddstentlate their clalei that

the^ possess Matriculation or equivalent or higher

qualification;

(II) In case the sppUcants SMke such

representation^ the respondents shall consider the

sene and If the eppllcants possess the requisite

qualifications prescribed under the Rules end If

( ; they are othendse found eligible In all rejects

for absorption as on the date of the passing of the

Inpugned order of repatriation to their parent d<3part-

nsnt8« the reeqpondsnts shall pass appropriate orders

within four we^s after the recelitof the representa*

tions;

(III) nil appropriate orders are passed on such

representations* the respondents are restrained fron

repatriating the applicants to their parent depart*

sents* The interln orders already passed will

7V ^ There %d.ll be 00 order as to costs.
(PA

• ®opy Order be placed In all
/caseoc^

. . thi^flles and a qppy be given te^th parties

URAN CHAlfP) : "" "" i
• r-f -

r-n<r!l /c'rr. ' "-biinil

rTinc'D# I.. '.House

(B«s«DHDimo2yja) (pjt. xArrm)
rT3tR (A) Vici CHURffOKJ)


