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open Court. 

CE1'1'fRAL ADMINISTRA'l' IVE 'l'K tt.iU NAL • ALLAHABAD BELO! • 

ALLAHABAD • 
• • • 

orivina l A!Jplication ~X>o 649 of 2003 

this the 29th clay of September• 2004 . 

H( 1 11J' BL E :·1R . JUS'l' I CE s . R . sr:r.rt, 'J .C. 
HON' BLE !<lt<S . ROLI :>R"I.VAS.fii.VA1 YL1'.i·1B ER (A) 

prakash C1and Pdndey. agod about 29 y~ars. S/o Sri DCo 

?Jarain Pandey, R/o 4 12/3E Haj nndri Nagar . Bakshi J<t.1.urda 

naraganj. Allahabad. 

APPlicant. 

By Advocate : S/ Sr 1 Arv ind Yadav & l ... , P . Singh . 
I 

versus . • 

1. union of India throu:Jh secretary, I-'linistry of 

personnel . public Grievanc~a & pension. ~~w Delhi • .. 
. 

2. St afi Se l ecti on comrnissio1". ( c entral Regio'1 ). 

8 A-B Beli Road . Al l ahabad ti~rouyh its Reglona l 

Directoro 

Responuents . 

Sy Advocate : sri Raj eev Sharmae 

Oh.D r~R 

SY JUSTI CE S , R , S!:'iGH , V.C . 

Tl1e ap1)lic.;a.nt apyeard ior tbe post of Inspector. 

Central ·.c;xcise & I ncome Te.x ETC,.1996 { R~-examination ) 

pursuant to the direc tions given by t he Hon• ble High court 

in civil writ p~tition N:) . 2'14o of 199 9 i 11 re. prakash 

chand Pandey vs ., union of India & ors . The said iVI'it 

p~tition was fina lly uisposPd of on 11. 6 .1999 with a 

d irection to the second respondent to tl'ie Wt'i t i-·-=t .i. ti on 
~ 

to consider the repr~sentation of the petl tion~1~. \l&)ic"'l 
~~~~e..-v . 
J.. t:b'a"~ be fi l ed \;i thin 24 hours a lonv\'lith cop y of the order 

• 
\.l~ \.... ~ t...__ 

and i f the factb stat~d ~lcorroct , petitioner tb'~J:a.~ 

.;ilso be prov ed 0 1JI:.Ortu 11ity to ar·pc~ar ln the exa1nination. 



• 
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It appears that though the appl icant was allowed to take 

the examindtion pur suant to ~he directions given by the 

Hon• ble High court, l'lio result waR not being ue c lared, 
• 

i·;here--upon he instituted another ~'Jr t.t petition no . 

157 56 of 2001, which \.ias dis1iosed of vide jl169ment and 

order aated 5 . 2. 2002 with a direction t o the res1;ondent s 

t o examine the copy o f the petitioner a nd tliereafter 

declare tl'le result 0£ h is examintltion. Iiowev er, the 

department had p referred S~cial A~>peal against the Suid 

order, but pending deci sion of the speci a l ap1·eal, the 

a 1'lplicant was called-upon to appear before t i"'le rntervie\\f 

soard ancl thereafter by means of the impugn~d order dated 
'- <l' I.. v 

12. 3 . 200 3 tt has been hel d that he £!;-.&6 not qualify for 

inclu s ion in the sel ect list . The impuyned order dritcd 

'--
12.3.2003 passed by the Regional Director ( C"{) 11;1: been~ 

subject to the out \Jome of the Spec.i...al A.IJpeal no . 289 of 

2002 '-2£ the corruni.Bsion ,. \>lhich was admittedly 1.>ending 

before the Hon• ble rligh court. I t appears that t!1e appl icant 

' then filed thi rd writ petic.ion no o1 77 93 of 2003 , which came 

to be dis,ni ssed vide judgroent anci order dated l.S.2003 

O P the ground that the same \'1as not maintainal)le in vie\.1 

of ~~e decision of 

Kumar vs. u nio n of 

the Hon• bl e Supreme court in L• Chandra­
"\_ W'\tt..-~~ u.;J, the Co,\. T • !t--

Ind.ia & ors . (1 997 ( 3 ) sec 261 )J i s the 

appropriate forum where tl1c ap1,l icant coul d approach in 

the f i rst instance to seek relief in the matter o f recruit-

ment in central Government 
I 

imI-•U9 ned h ereinwas subject 

service. Though the order 
~ \.., 

to~out come of the Special 
~ I 

appeal, ldd:.it. we h av e entertained this OoA• in vie\11 of the 

order passed by the lion• b le High Co u r t o n l 115.2003 in 

writ petition no . 17793 of 2003 . 

2 . we have perused the r esult '--sheets produced by 

the l earned c ounse l for the r espondents pursuan~ to the 

ear lie r order pas~ed by tl1.is Tribunal. \'le f ind tha t. 

' 
the appli~has secured 324 marks as against 353 marks 

- . 

. . -.. 
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~~~«.; c andi<.1qte <-lhJ v....Qii ""last selectedLin gt:?neral cct~gory for tl1e i)()st in 

\ question. 'Ihe result has bc~n prepared on the basis of 
• • 

ma.rks obtainetl in tl1e written exa nindtion as v1ell as 

marks obtainecl in thP o r al test . The applicnnt was 9 iveJ1 

60 marks in ti1e rr1tervie\1 . The plea that the uesponuent s 
"'-'"' 

'"er e biased u•J.e to the reasont tllat th<~ applicant had 

approachea the Hon•ble High court cannot be oustained 
~ '>"1- "X:.-

and infact it ie o~en to b e exdmined in view of the fact 
'-' 't::- ~ta-~ ~ 

that no ~pccific plea of ma l af1 cie c-ais~d ~ny n d1ilecl_ 

:lndividual ar)'J a lso .in vie \·l of the fact that perusal of 

the apprai s~l ~1eet wou l d i ndicate that the performance 

rait ing of the ap1,llccint hds been assessed as• 11ery GOod• 

and the applicant has been 

tht: intervi e\'t' • If h e cou ld 

• 

g iven GO marks out of 
~~ 

not comp~te ~ o thers 

100 .i_n 

on the 

basis of total marks o btai ied i n the \1ritten exatnin.:it.ion 

as \·Jell as in i.:.he interview. he cannot blami:a the rtspond~nt~ 
~~~ . 

PE:rusa l of· i•taster sheet and ans\~er shee~/......<At> not inc..lic'"'t:.~ 

that any ill~gality or irregularity in t he examination . 
· was cominitt.ed in th<= course of evalu a tion of the answer-

sheet a nd performance or the ·'PI>l ical1t during the i ntervie\"• 

3. "­In view of the above. t."le o . A. is devoi d of merit-:> 

a nd is accordingly d is ni sse>d . Parti,~s are directed to 

bt:ar their Ot'ln costs. 
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