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IN THE CB^TRM^ ADMINISTiViTlVS TRIBUNAL

V PRINCIPAL BffliCH

HSW DELHI
r-

Q,.A.No. 2572/91 Data of decision i July 15. 1BB2-

Surad Bhan ...Applicant

Versus

Union of Indl a <f Anr«. ...Respondents

Dlnesh Silmana •••Applicant

Versus

Union of India LRnr^ >...Re^ndmts

O.A.Ito.55S/92

P. Subraraaniumfc Anr. ••.Applicant

Versus

Union of India &Anr. ...Respondents

0.A.NO.S56/92

Ram Se%#ak , , .Applicant

Versus

Union of India &Ore. •••iteapondeits

Q.A.Ito.SS7/Q^

VIrender Singh ••.Applicant

Versus

Union of India &Ors. ...Re^ndents

ManJit Singh •..AppUcant

Versus

union of India fc hxau g^.Re^ndents

oontd...



- 2 -

yTfft«»-62Q/92

wYool Singh ...Applicant
Varaus

union of India ft Ors. ...Raspondants

9,x,Mn .629/92

Oaj caj Singh ••.Applicant
^Varsus

Un^ion of India ft Ors. ...Ra^ndanta

q,a^Mq .682/92

Hi a-hiaan ...Applicant
Varsus

VoiM of mat. (> to*. ...towonamto

y,A.BO .683/92

Prtoainah

Varsus

Unjnn of India ft linr. ...Ra^ndants

Oj

Prakaah t 2 othars ...Applicant
Varsus

U^on of India ft Ors. ...Ra^ndants
ysb&jS&»2ikSi

Xagdish Singh 6 Another ...Applicant
Varsus

union of India ft Ors. ...Ra^ndents

^afo Singh ...AppUcnnt
Varsus

voionof
3oontd.. .9<
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Santosh Singh •••Applicant

Versus

Union of India & Ors. •••Respondsnts

B • R, Rodd^ • • .^^pllcant

Versus

union of India S Anr«i •••Rsapondsnts

O.A>Mo.1662/91 - A

B«C* Reddlach ••Applicant

Versus

Union of India 6Ai|e». •••Sfespbndents

9T^tM9tl966/?; ^

Rajblr Singh 6 Others •••^^llcant

Versus

Union of India 6 Ors. •••Sei^pondents

O.^.So. 24717^1

Ram Kumar S%fami •••Apf^lcant

Versus

Union of India & Ors. •••Respondents

0>A.lto .40/92.

Da*.uender Singh .. •Applicant

Versus

Union of India •••Respondents

inder. Singh Others •••Applicant

Versus

Union of India S-cr . •••Reqwndents

cv^

Gbntd,^^^4,
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Pyti SclDgar ' Otti0r#

VpTitts

Unix- of iJ^dia f'...Roisjc^aonto

1421/^1,

ll«£o Sinc^Ji »o iisnt

WrAXS

UOion of India Cc .••Ranpondanta

r

T):.*BLiJ *«. k'.K. KkKTiVV* VIC«-CWaRMMI(J)
)N*BLS MR. B.M, DHDBKDIYAL, MMBR(A) •

App) canta thiDug(h Shtl R»l».
Sa^ . Gbnnaai.*

I

Roffioadr^^ •!««• r'4«ta Ittthraa'
Obunsalf and S^hii Anoop Ba^al# 09*aia»f
Pawtft Bahl. Gbnnaaly 0.li.Trtaal. tounaelf
M.c«Oaig# 0?una«lf B.R. Praahar# Oaunsal.

JUPOMaaT (OBAL)

lbn*bla Mr. P.K. Kartha, Vlca-Chalr«an(J) >•

Aa ooawan quaationa of law and fact

otlaa for oonaidaratlon in ttoia *batch of caaaa#

thay wara hoard togathar and ara baing diRpoaad of

toy thla coaHon judgMnt.

2, Tha ff?pllcanta balong to tba Cantral PoUca
Oontd«..S*
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Organisations (CPOs) consisting of C«R*P«F««

and C«I«S«F« They %iere dsputad to the

zieihi Police on vaileus'dates;end the deputation

has been extended ftom tine tp tlM* The respondents

have penaanently iri^aoibed ifipovit dOO such persons

but they have decided to repatriate about lOO persons

to their parent departnents. The applicants before us

belong to the category of thosp jii^ been ordered
4-

repatriated parent departments. By

virtue of the inter!. irders passed by the Tribunal#

they are# howeveir* or %dth the Delhi Police

their present*pests#.;

4j<:J t TlM ^pplicants belong to the categoxy of

(bnst^lea/Head Gbnstables. Rule 9 of the Delhi

%r Police (Appointment and Recruitment) Rules# 1980
. f / ...

prescribes matrlc/higher secondary# 10th or 1(H>2
\

as the miniBsxffl educational standard for the poipose

of recruitmenVappointment of Police constables.

*^^0 17 of the Delhi Police (Oeneral Obnditions of

Rules# 1980 provides# inter alia# that the

Qaonissioner of Police# Delhi sey sanction permanent

•hsorption in Delhi Police of tq^r and loser

sObordinates exc^t Xhapectors from other Stetea/^Tnion

Cbntd...6#
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T«rcltocies and Cantcal Polica Oxyanisationa# %dth

thair oonsant and Mtb tha ooncurranca of tha haad

of tha Pollca foroa of tha StatV^n^on Tarritoxy

or tha Cantral Pollca Organ!aation# atc«

4* Tha casa of tha applicants la that tha

raapondanta did not oonaldar thalr case for

ahaotptlon In tha Dalhl Pollca In aecordanca alth tha

policy daclslon contained In their latter dated

ll.*7*1990 Ooaling altfa tha pacnanant sbsocptlon o^

Gbnstatolas fson GPOs tOiOalhl Police. Acoordlng to

the said decision# all Obnstablas of tha GPOs idho

have cosp3a tad tao years of deputation padod and

alio are below 40 years of age and possess natdc or

above educational <|uallflcatlon are ^Iglbla for ^

d>aoxptlon. Xn such cases# the parsons ooncacnad

are to be heard In parson and thalr suitability ^

sloxild be assessed after scrutinising thalr service

raoords.

5. Tha griaTanoa of the applicants Is that

tha pollcr daclslon was not laq>laiesntad fairly and

that this hsA rasultad In aud>ltrarinass and

dLscdninatlon. A» against this# tha 1 ^ c««nsal

for tha raspondants argued that die d
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by the ceqpondents to abaozb or not to itoaoxb the

d<|>utetioni.st8 ves on the basis of the records

available elth then and that there was no axbitrarlness

or discrimination in the action taiken by them*

6* According to the admitted facts

Case# , those who have passed matricalation

otherwise
axamlnation and above and an/eligible are to be

considered for absorption in accordance %fith Rule

17 mentioned above as also the policy decision

contained in the letter dated 11*7»1990 Another

Bendi of this Tribunal has disposed of a batch of

nc'

'"i O""- i,C-ip

Cf-F"-,:; aaC'ii;

i':

'£fi'

3-»o.-je.

^plications by judgment dated 2-6-1992 in O.A*Mo.525/92
W -" ' -*e. -•1 ' •

(>bhd. Safl & Ora. Vs. Delhi Admlnistretioa,|i Ors*)

and connected natters* in the operative pa rt of the

Judgment# the Tribunal has upheld the decision of

the respondents to repatriate sudh of those t4x> did

not possess the matriculation or equivalent qualification

to their parent departments. At the same time# the

Tribunal directed the reapondonts in-so-far as

the aeven of the applicants before the Tribunal were

concerned to file representations# if any# within 2

weeks and produce the material In seaport of their

case that th^ possess the requisite educational

qualification. In that event, the respon-^ts

%

Gbntd..,.
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ait«et«d to •JWBlno thoir caws tor tf>aotpUon and

If ttwf ate found aUglble and fit for «ib«orptlon.

a d«U.alon In that bahalf ahould ba takan ulthln

four uadcs aft« the raceiit of tha rapraawtatlona.

Tba IrlbunXi'Srwtwl/'i^ff andh rapros«tationa
uare dacidad, tha «»»» f iplleaata ahalX not ba

xapatilated to thoir parent d« partmanta. bactlog

the case oi seven applicants, ha applications filed

by the others uSi.* disailssed f .d tha Inteilsi ordrjp
^re vacated in thair c^ncce

1, The applicants before us are also slnllarly

altuated. «f ter hearing both sides, ue are of the

opinion that sladlar directions should be Issued to

the respondents In this, batcn of applications

before us. Aooordiugly. ue whold the decision of

the reib>ond€Ots to tapattlate ««1> of those »*o ^
not possess the •atrlculeUon or egultalent or hlgh«
qoallflcatton or uhose absorption does not have the
consent of their parent departs-nts. Subject to

^t is stated <>ove. the applications before us

are dl^osed of utth the folloulng orders end
dixaction* t*

(1) •' The appucants swy send rapresaotatlons
—" Oontd,,,g,
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to thm z«8pon<)int8 within thrwo wMks fron ttm

datw of recoist of this Order together lAth the

docuinente tdiich nay eobstenttate their claia that

they poesese matriculation or equivalent or higher

qpialifi cation;

In case the ^plicante make such

rapresfntatipp# the respondents shall consider the

8fpe and if t)^ applicants possess the recpaisite

cpialifications prescm^bod under the lhU.es and if
' "V. -•* -v.

tbsjr are otherwise foxmd eligiblo in all j^apects

«or ebspoption as on the date of the passing of the

liqeugn«l order of repatriation to thalr partnt d^art.
wta, the ra^ndante shall pu. *p«Dpnata erdar.

elthin four ea^s aftsr the reeelitof the r^resanta.

^nsi

/

(Ul) mi appBBpriat. prdar. are passed on such

representations, the rei»ondents are restrained fron

repstrlatinp the appUcaots to thair parent d«arU
Mts. Vbm InterlB orders clreaiitr pasaed *<11

continue till th«i,

mere ,dll be no order ea to ooats.

/caaea!^ ' tM. Ordar b. pl«»d mallth*raie. «.d acopy ^ 9l»« to both parties

Cen'

P'

C'lj.

(B mH•DHDUHDiyxi)
«W«*R (A)

..a:

CBJC. XARiaO
VICK CliUlUfai(J)


