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IN IHS CWTiUL ADMINISTWiTIVS TittBUNAL
PRINCIPAL B2NCH

NEW DELHI
• • • •

A.No,2572/91 Data of daclaioni

Suraj Bhan • • •^plicant
Varaus

Union of India fc*nrw • • •8a^K>n<Santa

Dlnash Sllmana »«.Applicant

Varsua

Union of India LAsncifc . <,«.Ra^pondanta

0,A.N0,555/92

P, Bubrananlum(( Anr* ...i^ppllcant

Varaua

Union of India Cc Aan. •••Raqpondanta

O.A. No. 556/92

Ran Saviaik • • .Applicant

Varaua

(\, union of India 6 Ora. ...Aa^ndanta

Virandar Singh •••Applicant

Varaua
I

Union of India 6 Ora. • •«Raapondants

Manjlt Singh •••Applicant

Varaua

Union of India & Aosc* E*•Raapondanta

oontd. • •
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• 2 .

V

9,A,M<;>,62(?/y^

Phool Singh •••Applicant

Vnrsus

Union of India S Ors. •••Raspondants

Oe^ raj Singh • • ^Applicant

Vorsua

Union of India S Ors. •••Raapondonta

0,AtWo,6?V92

N. Ra^uaan •*«Appllcant ^

Varaus

Union of India S Anr* •••Raqpondanta

O .AJk> ,683/92

Pran Singh ••»^plieant

Varsus

Union of India 6 |^tf« ,,,Raqpondanta

0,A,lto-691/92

Bfcahm PraXaidi Cc 2 othara •*,Applicant 4)

Varaus

Union of India S Ore, •••Raqpondanta

ffagdiah Singh p Another •••Applicant

Varaua

Union of India 6 Ors* •••Rai^wndants

suadaajuUiism
....

Safe Singh •••Applicant

varsus

:;^IHf»iopKof India;#" Ors..,^.,

oontd*••da
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9 1452/91

S«ntosh Singh ••^"cant
Versus

onion o£ loai. t. Or

1601/92

B.R. *«a<^ ...*ppue"»*
Versus

union o£ India &Anx^ ,».Rs«5)ohd«ots

1662/91

B.C. Reddiech ...Applicant
• - •

Versus

Union of India ...Re^ndents

9tA-Mo >1966/91 ' " ^ y
Rajbir Singh &Others ...^plicant

Versus

Union of India 6 Ors. ...Be^pondents

O-A-No. 2471/91 -

Ram Kumar Siiami ,,.#^ilcant
- • • j '

Versus

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

0.A.MO .40/92, ^

DaBLmnder Sin^ ••.Ac|>llcant

Versus

Union of India ...Re^ndeEits

inder'Singh ^ Others ^ ^^, .Applicant

Versus

"^ ' of Indili^ "- - •'*<«Reispondents

Obntd.••.41
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0.A Jto. 1067/41.

iUm SrlDgar 4 Others

Versus

Union of Ia<Us C( MtoBm.

0.».BO.l«2iy9l

Maf* Singh

Visrsus

Union of India & Jln«»

»Applicant

• ••Respondents

Applicant• ••<

Respondsnts

THB ION'BLR MR. P.K* ICARZHAt VXCB-C»aRMMl(J) •
THB ION*BLB MR. B.N. DHDUKDIYAL. MB«JCR(A) .

Applicants thxDugh Shri R%L.
8ethi« Gbonsela

Respondsnts thiou^ Ms. Geeta Luthras'
Gbnnsel; and S/Shci Anoop Bagai* Gbunsely
Pawan Bshl. Oounsely O.N.Trisal« Gbunsely
M.C«Garg# Counsel I B.R. Prashar# counsels

JUPGMBgT (ORAL)

( H»n*ble Mr. P-K« Kertha. VLce-Chairaao(J) )s

As epsnon questions of law end fact-

arise for considerntion in thio *batch of cases,

thsgr MOfo beard ibogether and are being disposed of

by this obseen Judgment.

fhe ^ the Central Police

00ntid...S.
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Organisations iCPOs) consisting of C.R.P.F., B.S.P.,

I.T.B.P., and C.I.S.P. Thay ware deputed to the

Oelhi Police on various daf^es and the deputation

has been extended from Una to time. The teapondents

have pemanenUy absorbed W wich persons

but they have deaded to repatriate ^ut 100 persons

to their patent departments. The applicants before us

belong to the category of those.w^ bave been ordered

to be repatriated lp the^JT parent dep^tments. By

vi^e of the intorim oilers passed by the Tribunal,

they are* bdeeWri bdhl^^ ^ Delhi Police

;._,,in theic-presen%'poe^s^.v,>:

3. the category of

Cbnatablea/Head Qonstables. Bule 9 of the Delhi

Police t/^p6iht^^ Rules. 1980

preeczibes •atri'd/hlgher sedondary. 10^ or 10-f2

as the odniBUffl educa^onad standard for the purpose

of recruitmenVsppointaent of Police constables,

ikile 17 of tbe t>^bi l^lice (Oaneral Qonditions of

Service) Rules.^19)96 pioovides^ intoralia. that the

Gbnsissibner of'Police. Delhi'may sanction permanant

absorption in Delhi Police of dPper and lower

inito'^af^s'^^^ilsept^Znil^ fron^other States/Union

Cbntd...6.
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T.rnt9tl,, Ml c«tc.l »oUc. OigwiMttoo., with

ttielr oohMnt and Mth tha ooneiirmca of tha haad

of tha Pollca foioa of tha stat^^oa fartltoiy

or tho Central Pollca Organisationa #tc.

o* tho applicants la that tha

raapondanta aid not conaldar thalr caae for
*

ibaotpton In tha Dalhl holloa in acoordanea aith tha

policy aaciaio^ a>ntalnad In thalr lattar d^ ^
1I.»7*1990 liaaiing Id ponaanant dsaoxptlon of

tonatablas fcon cPOa toJJalhl Polica. According to

tha aald dilciaibiitf all dbnatahlaa of the CS>Oa bto

have oo^E>la tad tab yaara of deputation parLod and

liio era balow 40 yaara of aga and poaaass aatdc or

ibova aducatlonal gdallfleatlon are allglbla for

®®^*>*P^on. Xn auch caaas# tha paraona oonceznadj

are to ba heard in person imd their aultablllty

should be aasaasad after acrutlnlalng their aervica

raooxda. • • ™

So The grtafanca of tha applicants la that

tha poligr daciaion aaa not iaplaiMinted fairly and

that this had zaanltad in aTbitraxinaaa and

dLacrladnatlon* As against this# ^a laatnad oounaal

for tha saipondanta argued that the d^aion taken

Goatd.».7.
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by the ,»«pona«t» tp abwA or not to abooib the
deputatlonlate wee on the baele of the teeorae

evallAle «»» end that there ma no aibitratlneea

or difcrtiBtna^oni in t^o action taknn by the««

6* AcoortSiny to the adwltted facts

Of tte case* . have pas^d matciculation
othemlse'^'^

SKaBdnation ,an<i ak^ve wd ajrV§i^9i^ ^

considered

17 lemtionfd^w eB decision

contained In t^ le^tter ^^'1990 Another

Ben<^ of Trl^a has.#^!^^ of a batch of
' ' -.'i «' '•"> •**" - '

4>plicattonf ©•A,11o,525/92

(Mbhd. Safi «cjqr% Yse PfW, Adn^

and connect^ In the cpomtive pa rt of the

Judgment, tiM T^sxnol ha^.j^held jthe decision of

the resjondents tp. those who did

not possess^ the, "^I^SloujLati^ 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 represmtations, if aiqr, within 2

weeks end produce the material In oiqnport of their

case that they possess the requisite educational

qualificatiob. In that event, the respondents were

Cbntd, • .S.
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dlrect#d to •xeelne their caaes for abaoxption and

if they are found eligible and fit for daaoxption#

a deeiaion in that behalf ahould be taken within

four weeXa after the zeceijt of the repxeaentations.

The Tribunal/iSirected/v^tifiP enbh r^pxesentationa

i^re decdded# the seven applicants shall not be

xepatxiated to Uieir paxent dapartnents. Bartiog

this case bf se^ -applicants# tim applications fxi€d

by the Others i#re^ disiRisaed and the interim oxders

uSre vacated in their cases.

7« The applicants before ua ace alao similarly

situated. After hearing both sides* we arc of the

opinion that similar directions should be issued to

the respondents in thiSw batch of applications

before Ci. ^doXdingl^ we upheld the decision

the rtitii^ndehtS to r^>atxlate suth of those who do

not poassjBS thi smtxieolation or equivalent or higher

^^ifib^^n or wiose ebsoxption does not hays the
^ ... •

consent of their paxOnt departs '• Svjbject to

ihat is sta^d above*'the applications before us

disposed Of idth the following orders and

directions^ iw' • ^ -

(i) The xipreaentetions

aontd«..9*
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to tho rospondints *dthtn thr»« wooX® fzon tht

data of rooaipt of this Ocdar t09»thar idth tha

dptcuiMiats MY aobatantlata their cXain that

th^f pps&ass Mttlculatloo or a<|ulvalMt or hlQhar

4|aallfi cation;

(II) In wa tiia

r^praaentatlon« raai^ni^te ^ahall consider the

Sana and.lf; the «9ppllcants ^ssefs the regulsite

<|oallficatlpna pras^h^ un^^ Itiles and If

they are othar%daa. fonhd. #11^ In all rsf^cts

for ehsorptlpn pn P» ^ pa»«^og of tha

ln^9iad ojDter of rppattiatlon to their parent depart-'

jKnts# tha raq^ndenta shall paiss appsopriata orders

eithln four ee^s after the receipt of tha representa-

tlonsf

(III) Till .e^ are passed on soch

represMtatlpns« the are restrained from

repat^atlnp tl^ ippllc^te.tp t^ parent depart*

annts*, Tte ta passed idll
' »i,. .

;7PPji.tlniM :^11.

niere .idli^he eo as to costs.
•

oc^

. Qrdar be placed in all
'JJlr

the^filas end a oppy, tp both parties

(BJf .OlOQHDZyAD
(A)

-U.

<PJC. KhXSBM
VICB CHPklRMyilJ)


