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IN THB CWTRAL ADMINISTRftTIVK TRIBUNAL

PRINCIPAL B2NCH

NBW DSLHI

0,A.No.2572A1

SuraJ Bhan

Versus

Union of IndL a fr Anr«.

O.A.H0.2573/91

Oinesh Silmana

Versus

Union of India & Anrw

P. Subraroanium& Anr.

Versus

Union ipf India & Anjc.

0,A, No.556/92

Ram Sew^

Versus

Union of India & Ors.

O.A.lto.557/»2

VL render Singh

Versus

Union of India & Ors.

Date of decisions July 15#

. . .Applicant

...Respondents

••.Applicant

• •• Respondents

•. .i^plicant

• • .Respondents

• • .i^plicant

Respondents• • •

• ••^^licant

• • • Respondents

ManJit Singh ...^plicant

Versus

Union of India & ftas» g*.Respondents

contd,.•
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O.A.tto,620/92
• ' -v- ;

Plx>ol Singh ...^licant

Versus

Union of India & Ors. ,,,Respondents

O.A,Mo .629/92

rej Singh • • .Applicant

.Versus

Union of India & Ors. Respondents

r

.682/92

Ro Rahman ...Applicant
o

Versus

..Ui^pn of India 6 An®# ,, .••RoiS'ondents

O.A.Mo.683/92

Frw. Singh ...^plicant

Versus

Union of India A Anr. ...Respondents

O.A.liO-691/92

BlCahm PraXash & 2 others ...Applicant q

Versus

Union of India 6 Ors. ...Roepondents

jiagdish Singh £( Another ...Applicant
Versus

union of India & Ors. ...Reepondents

9i^i«9nt?^6/9i

Safe Singh . .. .Aj^licant

Versus

uUnion-.of, lc-?:a:.. .

contd...3.
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S«ito8h Singh ..^llcant
Versus

' "union of mains orn. ...Rnwona-tn

1601/92

B.R. Rnaay ...Appiic®t
Versus

onion of mainstoxw ...Rosponaentn

Q

rt|A^Sf>i 1662/91

B.c/anaai^h ...spplieant
Versus

union of main Sfa,^ ' vMUis^naents

Rajbir Singh &Others .. .^llcant
Versus

union of main S ors. . . •te'̂ naentn

2471/91

o Ram Kuioar SwaJBl ..;AppUcant
Versus

union of main s ors. ...Rnnponaffit.

^n-Ho.40/92.

DnJfcnnder Sin^ ;Aii^llc»nt
Vnrsus

of maii Stejes. .i .Re^ndantn

O.A.MO .768/92 ;.S.avi

maei.-. Singh S Othere ; , .. .Applicnnt
Versus"''

Q£ :: a«'i.i^wondent8

0bntdo«8*6o
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*am SxlDgar& Others
. • , -<>1 ' ' : , " , ^ . .

Viersus

, , ,.Xnaia--& .

• • ' ,' • ' • •" ',

Q»A.I».1411/^1

• ii ViBrsus

•••Applicant
• ':••'• -i

• ••

• • •Applicant

P

Onion of India &Jkm&«

, is dj^v-n
• r ____

• • •
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'1V "vjZZ.;'- Z','/•: -

, . Z-;i ••/• v"

' y&yt :.: - ..

M K>N*BL8 MR« P.K^ KARSKi, VICS-CHMRMft8r(J) .
WN BLB MR. B.N, DJOWDIYAL, MMBRCa).. '

z Applicants through Shjcl^^^a^
Sethi« Cbunsal*

Respondents thjjou^ -Hs# 'Geeta Luthras'
tonns^, ^d S/3hrl Anoop Bagai, Cbunsel/
Pawan Behl, Oc^nnsely O^M.Trlsal, Cbunseli
M.c^Garg, Counself B.R. Prashar^ Cbunsel.

J^MEWT ^ORAL) O

Z'ThZ Mr.; P^K^. Kartha, ^ce-jOiairoantJ)^ ) j

;£Z.-,3 , •/

„;•; ^Z'• :vZ

Py- yyyxyx.-.y''
As.

:••• - • v

? U -> y--A

• ;-

in thin? batch of cases#
-' ••"* - v> - - .•' • :..

thsQf ware heard together and are being ^dig^boeed of
^\r;-

' Z'-T' •.'• •7- •••?Z •'̂ Z.-vV'-Z V;.Z:

-• .G^ntcilviPoli.ee

'yPpP' PP''pPP:zP:;PP:PlP-dCPP^P PPppp PPAPP. 'pPP'y .• •



0

'N

)

& -

Organisations ((3>08) ^na^Bting of C.R.P.F,, BoS,P«,

I.tIb.P., and C,I.S,P, Thay %#ore d^utsd to the

Delhi Police on wxlpos dates^ ^d t^e deputation

has been extended from time to tine. The re^ndents

have permanently absorbed dbout 400 such persons

but they have decided to repatriate about 100 persons

to their parent departmeits. The applicants before us

belong to the category of those ^ have been ordered

to be repatriated to departments. By

virtue of the interini orders passed by the Tribunal»

they are# hoWveri cbniih^ng *dth the Delhi Police

,,in th^represent•posts.^...i:

^pUcants belong to the category of

constables/Head Constables. J^le 9 of the Delhi

O Police (i^potntmeht ah<i Recruitment) Rules# 1900

Vpxissc^ raatriq/higher secohdaiy# 10^ or 10^2

as the mjpieducattoni^ standard for the purpose

of reCtuit«enV8PP<> '̂*^®*^ Police constables.

the Delhi Police iQeneral Qonditiona of

„r. - s^j^ce) Rules# 1980 provides# inter alia# that the

Conratssionef of Police# Delhi may sanction persenent

^sorption iii belbi Police of npger and lower

froie other Stete^nion

GDntd...6.
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Tern^rias and ^^cal Polica oiyanlaa^^ \dLth

their oonaant W the head
Of the Police force of the stat^nlon Territory

or the Central ^llce Organiaationa etc.

caao of the agpplicanta is that the

re^ndanta did not consider their caae for
.' ' . . . ' " . • * -

abaoipuon In the Delhi Police in eeoortance elth the

policy decision contained in their letter dated
!

Healing idth the pexmanmt sdsaorption ot^

Cbnat^les from CPOa to.Delhi Police. According to

the a^d decision^ all Gbnatahlaa of the CPOa %to

have boVteted t*© years of d^taUon period and

are belov 40 years of age andipoaaesa aatdc or

«bove edbcational qualification a^ eligible for
abaozptibn. In mch caaesy the persona ooncemed

are to be heard in person and their suitability

should be assessed after scrutiniaing their service

'records.;

©Settee of tl» applicants is tiiat

the pollqr decision was not is^lebsnted fairly and

that this had resulted in aibitrarinesa and

dtacrliatnatlon. AS against this, th® laaraoS bo^ael

respondents argued that the decision talkbn

-0
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by th« t»sppna»t. to ^BOib or not to abaoib the
deputation!8te *»» on the baeie of the records

avalleble «ia» then and that there eas no aitoltratinaee

or discrlndnaUon in the action taken by theiOo

According to the adi^tted facts

of tJ* case, , those have passed matciculaUon
otherwise

exaraihaUon and dx>ve and are/eligible are to be

considered for absorption in accordance with Rule

Q n 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 toy judgment dated 2-6-1992 in OoAoNo,525/92

CMjhd. Safi &era Vs. Delhi AdniLnistratioa.«f Ors,)

and connected matters. In the operative pa rt of the

judgment, the Tribunal has upheld the decision of

O the respondaits to repatriate sud^ of those who did

not i»8sess the matriculation 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 produce the material In support of their

case that they possess the requisite educational

qualification. In that event, the respondents t^r©
: C\^

Gbntd...6.
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^ ©xeiotno their cases for ^soxptlon and

••--j' i?

"S' /l . •••i .

• -' -"s
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if they are found eligible and fit for ^aoxption^

a decision in that behalf should be t^en within

four %f6eks after the receipt of the representations*

Tribunal/directeMintifiF aobh ^nsentations

*s>re decided* the seven applicants wwd

repatriated to their parent dcpaikni^ta, pg
'; _ • .1

the case of seven applicants* the' abdications filed
'v: ^ : i- .,/• '
by the others ware diomis&ed and jthh Interiin orders

•ml;? So

^re vacated in their daeQs*

-x'r-rtiG

:'K

\

• rX <.

F, 'St?''

She ^pUcants beford us are also sii^larly

situated.; After hciaring both ^des* we are of the

opinion that sinilar directions should be issued to

the. respondents in this~ batch of applications

be&re us* AcdorttLhgiy* we vphold 'the decision ofO
•; P ^ Pj -• p

the raapondants to repatrial^ su^^ db

hot possess the laatrlculatioh orfe^^Cvalent^u^

purification or whohe ebibrptidn
•p 'o • ' • . _ ^ .. p.. ^ . •-;p;p' r*;

consent ofPtheir parent departraentsi Subject to

idvat £8 stated above* the applications before us

are disposed of idth the follo^dng orders and

•directions s« ' . ' ^ P'p; '^'" P'P

(i) •'••The cpplicants sond r^rosentationh

•• 0^>ntda ®*9. '
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to the wsponaontfi thx»« «m)c8 fiom the

-/r -•?£•.

data of of this OrtUur togather alth tha

Z «ub8t«nttate their clain that
possess matriculation or equivalent or higher

• ;:5

•H" '

qnallfl cation;

case the epplicanto make such

KJ u I fJ^*»sentatlon, the respond«ts shall consider the

• ~ - ''v\ o r

8^e TOd If the ^pllpants possess the re^site
' • •• - • j* •

prescribed under the Rules and if

^ are otherwise found eligible in all redacts
for absorption as on the date of the passing of the

l^gned ortor of r^atrlaUon to thalr patent dspart-

the re^ndents shall pas. appBvtlat. ptdars
idOdn four eeeka after the teeelitof the lepresentas
tionsy

•'•h

• :y':.

• - 'i'-f-

d^5!?»»at« Otdtew are passed on «C1^

presentations, tte te^ r«ittalned f»i

v;=- p«n»t di^art-

v-s. •

anents® «»® Interim otxlers alreac^ passed will

continue till then.

There idll be no order as to coste.

th^aies and aoopy be^w» to both parties
icsiodial
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