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Date of decisions July 15. 1992.

SuraJ Bhan ••.Applicant

Versus

Union of India icAkir«. •••Respondents

Dinesh SiInane •••Applicant

Versus

Union of India &Answ •••Respondents

0,A .Mo .555/92

P* Subraraaniuxntc Anr. • • .i^pplicant

Versus

Union of India fit Anx« •• .Respondents

O.A. NO.556/92

Ram Sew^ ...i^plicant

Versus

Union of India & Ors. •••Rejqondents

VLrender Singh •••Applicant

Versus
1

Union of India & Ors, •••Respondents

Manjit Singh •••AppUcant

Versus

Union of India 6 Anis^ g..Re^ndents

oontd.••



Q.x.ito.6ao/»2

phool Singih .Applicant
Versus

Union of India fc Ors, ,,,R«spond«it8

9 .629/92

Oa^ Singh ••.Applicant
Varsus

union of India & Ora. ...Ra^ndanta

O^.Mo .682/92

R. Rahnan ,,.Applicant
Varaus

Union of India fc An«. ...Ra^ndanta

9 .683/92

Pm Singh ...^plicant
Varaua

Union of India ...Ra^ndanta

Q^A.liQ.691/92

BtahmPraka^ k 2 othara • •

Varaua

Union of India t Ora. ...Raapondanta

ffagdish Singh <. Another ...Applicant
Varaua

union of India fc Ora. ...Ra^ndanta

1216/91

Rafa Singh ...Applicant
Varaua

Unicn of India <c Ora. •••Rnapondanta

oontd.. .3<

I



o

-»- -

9 ^1452/91

Santosh Singh ,,♦Applicant

Veraus

union of India s Ors. ...aa^^ondants

p.AJ»Q.160l/»»

B.R. «•<«(/ ...Applicant
Varaus

union of India &Anr«> ,,,Kae^wndenta

1662/91

B«C» Raddi^h ...Applicant
Varaus

Union of India ...Respondanta

9 1966/91

Rajbir Singh & Othara ...^jplicant

Varaus

Union of India & Ors. . ,,la^pondants

0.A.SO.2471A1

Ram Kumar S%«arei ...^plicant

Varaus

Union of India & Ors. ...Raspondents

Da^.andar Singh •• .applicant

Varaus

union of India &A8US*. ...Rac^ndflnts

O.A,Mg,7^e/»^

Indar Singh ^ Othars ...^policant

Varaus

Union of India ••.Raqiondants

cv^ ' •
Gbntd....4.
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0,AJto> 1087/91,

Ram Sdngar 4 Othera , . .Applicant

Viaraua

Union of India fclttis. ••.RoApondanta

O.A,!lo.l421i^l

liafa Sinyh

Viaraua

Union of India &

Applicant

Raipondanta• • •

B5&m«

THB »}N*BLS KR« P.K* KAJtXHA* VXCS-CHAZRMMKJ) .
THB NR. B.N. DHDUKDIYAL, MBHiXR(A) •

J^pplicafits Shd R«L«
8athi« Gbunaela

Raapondants thn>ugh Ms. Geata Luthraa'
Gbunsali and S/Shri Anoop Bagal# Gbunsdf
Pawan Bahl. Cbunaaly 0*li.Trlaal, Gounaaly
M.C«Gai9« Oounaaly B.R. Prasbar# Gbonaal*

JinXiMBgT (ORAL)

( Ibn'bla Mr. P.K. Kartha. ^ca-ChairmaD(J) ) t

Aa ooHBDn quaations of law and fact

adaa for conaidaration in thl.a.> batch of caaaa#

tlMjf wara baard togathar and ara being di^poaad of

by thia oomaon Judgaant.

Tba «ppli©3»ta bcVrr/- fe? tba Central Polica
' \

onntd. • .S*
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Oryani®ation« (CPOs) consisting of C.R.P.P-# B.S.P,,

X.T.B.P*, and C,I.S.P. They wars dcputad to the

Delhi Police on various dates and the deputation

has been extended fxooi tine to tine. The respondents

have pemanently absorbed dbcut 400 such persons

but they have decided to repatriate about 100 persons

to their parent departments. The applicants before us

belong to the category of those have been ordered

to be repatriated to their parent departments. By

virtue of the interim orders passed by the Tribunal#

they are# however# continuing %d.th the Delhi Police

in their present posts.

3, . The applicants belong to the category of

Qonst^les/^ad Qonstables. Rule 9 of the Delhi

Police (iW>Pointment and Recruitaant) Rules# 1980

prescribes natric/higher secondary# 10^ or 104>2

as the mininun educational standard for the poxpose

of recruitmen^appointment of Police constables,

itxle 17 of the Delhi Police Oaneral Oonditions of

Service) Rules# 1980 provides# inter alia# that the

Oomtnissioner of Police# Delhi any sanction permanent

absorption in Delhi Police of tpper and lower

eubOrdittaftes except Inspectors fxon other States^nion

G0ntd...6.
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T^rrttotlM and Cvitcal PoXica Oxganiaatlona, with

thalr oonaant and Mth tha ooncurronca of tha haad

of tha Pollca forca of tha StatV^nlon Tarrltoiy

or tha Cantral PoUca Organiaations ate.

caaa of tha applicants la that tha

raapondants did not considar thair case for
t

absorption in tha Dalhi Polios in aeoordanca wLtb tha

poliqr daciaion oontainad in thair lattar datad

daaling with tha pamanant absolution of^
Q>natablas froa GPOs to .Dalhi Polica. According to

tha said daciaion# all Gbnatablaa of tha CPOa aho

hava co^pla tad tao yaara of doputaUon paxiod and

i^io ara balow 40 yaara of aga and poaaasa aatric or

abova aducatioaal gaalification ara aligibla for

In mch casaa# tha parsons concaxnad

axa to ba heard in paraon and thair anitability ,

ahonld ba aaaasaad after acxutiniaing thair aarvica

xacorda.

5* ^nia gxiatfanca of tha applicants is that

tha poligr daciaion was not iaiplanantad fairly and

that this had xaaoltad in aibitraxlnaaa and

diacxiadnation. A» against thia# tha If^asnr^

for tha raapondants argaad that tha dacit'

' I
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by the respona^t® to ^«oito or not to abooito th®

d^tatlonists %«» on the baaie of the records

«vall<J3le them and that there was no aitoitratlne®®

or discrimination In the action t^en by the".

6. According to the admitted facts

of tl» case, , those have passed matriculation
otherwise

examination and above and ar^ellglble ace to be

oonsidexed for absorption in accordance eith ftile

17 mentioned ibove as also the policy decision

contained in the letter dated 11-7-1990 Another

Bench of this Tribunal has disposed of a batch of

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

IMjhd. Safi &Ors. Vs. Delhi Admlnistretion> Ors,)

and connected matters, I® the operative pa rt of the

jxidgment, the Tribunal has upheld the decision of

the respondents to repatriate sudh of those %*o did

not possess the ojatrloilation or equivalent qualification

to their parent departments. At the same time, the

Trlbxinal directed the respondents in-so-far as

the seven of the applicants before the Tribunal eere

concerned to file representations# if any# eithin 2

ee^s and produce the material tn support of their

case that they possess the requisite educational

qualification. In that event# the respondents i^re

Gbntd,,.e,
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directed to examine their cases for ^aoxption and

if thay axe found eligible and fit for abaozption#

a decision in that behalf should be t^en %ilthin

four weeks after the receipt of the representations*
further >that

The Trlbunal/directed/unSft anbh representations

mre decided* the seven applicants shall not be

repatriated to their parent departments* Bartiog

the case of seven ^^licants* the applications filed

by the others were disndased and the interim orders

were vacated in their cases*

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 this-- batch of applications

before us* Accordingly* %ie uphold the decision of

the respondents to repatriate each of those «dio d^

not possess the fliatriculetion or equivalent tor higher

qaalification or whose absorption does not have the

consent of their parent departments* Subject to

what is stated above* the applications before us

ere disposed of with the following orders end

directions s-

(i) The epplioants may eend rapresentetions

aontd***9«
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to th« roBpondints idthin thv»« wbbIcs fioni tht

date of receipt of this Order together elth the

docuinente idiidi nay sidsstantlate their claim that

they possess matriculation or equivalmit or higher

gaalifi cationI

(ii) In case the appU-cants make such

representation^ the respondtfits shall consider the

same and if the applicants possess the reguisite

<2ualifi cations prescribed under the Rules and if

they are otherwise found eligible in all resrer ts

for absorption as on the date of the passing of tbo

inpugned order of repatriation to their parent depart

ments# the respondents shall pauis appropriate orders

within four wetics after the receiitof the representa

tions;

(iii) mi appropriate orders are passed on such

representations# the respondents are restrained from

repatriating the sPpXicants to their parsnt d^art-

mmits# ttie interim ordars already passed will

oontinue till then.

5here id.ll be no order es to costs.

Order be placed in all
*1^^^ / case^^^the^files end acopy be gieen to both parties

ionediately.
ri^nis

- cHAm» '̂n/9L
Court(B .M.WOOBDIY^i) * ^ r.iBJt.

NCieiR (A)
i5072992« ^ ^CHURMM»<,y)


