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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
AHMEOABAD BENCH 

OS S • 

DATE OF DECISION -- 

1L 	 ri',i1 	 Petitioner 

Advocate for the Petitioner s[) 
Versus 

- - ::-L-i 	 Respondent 

Advocate for the Respondent [s 

CORAM 

The Hon'ble Mr. r 	. . 

The Hon'ble Mr. 

JUDGMENT 

Whether Reporters of Local papers may be allowed to see the Judgment ? / 

To be referred to the Reporter or not ! 

g, Whether their Lerdahips wish to see the fair copy of the Judgment ? 
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4, Whether it needs to be circulated to other Benches of the Tribunal ! 



iiirnstial G.J.shi 
- 3tri3tcr 

I:a] Ohc 
rbarr- 	75. 

	

- ;e o tv cate. 	1r. A.. C. .hatt- 

T. . .L. )U S 

Ths 	--in i± Int thr:ulh 
The tsirectr Genrre1 

rtnent :f 
inistr 	f CIimunica. :in 
ak Lvan, ansa i1ar: 

New e1hi_11O 001. 

The 	ief 	stnEister Goner1 
Gujarat Circle 
hniea- 30 001. 

The 	stea3ter 3enero. 1 
.ajk.t 2.ei fl 

ejct-. 3L OLI. 

The ut.•f Y)3L ffices, 
rn&rEri., £'renCor- 3j_575• 

	

A1v:cete; 	-.i1 ure3hi- 

licant 

)r) (fltS 

J1JLG N 

Iq 

O..T:.41 f 13 

Le t F- C7 	eceni;er 1 

r h 	Ic hr. A. K. i3hr- , 	h1ern]er 

The a1ict hr. Ii itla1 O.J shi1  

ihncc Chwk, 	r.anar has fi1e this 	1ication 

with the Tr - or thot re 	fictefitS L•e cT irecte to 

o :no irer the ulicOnt fr iennie 1 C-ore oviw 

rr tiir1, (in shrt Ai. C• romtion) en 	lace him 

in the hiher rac9e -of 	I W-  00- 2 	iie has further 

ritit iihe rcsrueritS Lo .irectec t •sh os-i the 

aliCOflt3 :oamn.e in tiio mono atei 3rc Ari1 12 

issue-a Li u erintenient of i5t Of flees her}aniar 

Livisi -n r:t the r er 1ce. 

--3 



— 

ce 	ii this :.:iici :o ns Jl7. 'en t the 

res 	n.unts 'ho hve iven their written re oly. It is 

teto 	the res. nens tho t the 	licant wes 

c'ons ireo. for 	C• .. 	rorn 't len hut was not func 

to have ror:a 	is fo at orv service an3. therefore 

was aoL jiven rom:tien. The a?1icatin deserves 

to he 	roissecT.. 

In the reJ inCor the ae:: licent has c:eriiee 4-i-

n ts 

h

nt.s anC state that the 

rt F. ent has iven .C. ?. mm ,tion to such canciates 

T jh) were aCverseiv 1acec in terms of service renerec 

them on[' thus iffrer.to treotrnt has een ;iven 

ro tie a 

.e ho ye h 	Lh lea rf a wis ~1 for .xLh the 

a r ice oinf hava one throuh the record. 

5. 	It WaS arued ty th imed advocate for the 

0 o licant thoLon :n ban. coa rLmcnt OId. not find him 

su ita:oi: tor rent f ..C. & .reotion wk lie on the 

other I ad do rtmont a11owed the aoolicant to cross 

Efficiency ar. If he was eliL1 to cross the 

1: 	11:0 hoo 	refueed. aC 	. rorn.ti.n? 1'iAus t h e 

reson1ents uid not IL rectoe the' service recors of 

the a1icrot 	joctivi'. £h ho cited fo11owin 

ru1ins in suoort of h i s arjuments :— 

(i) 	.37 /2 C. .r loahoir :ta V/s. 	r. 
-uTerintencent 	't .)ffices decided. 

2i i • T • 12(1) CA 	ornLev- :3.K.Mellik 
V/a. Union of India & Others. 

On the other h:ncT, t1e leoLr:-1OL. counsel f or tL 

roe 	ndento ho s a rjued that uncler t. C. '. 	rocoot ion scleeroe 

TObich c me in force with effect from 1.10. 1, it was 

to he seen ).v the dee rnooL whether na 	!iOJflt 

hoe 	rendered sat isfa.at rr service to t h e- deerLreent. 

he has further argued that service record 55 it steed 
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int ke fl the 	:t c ns iCcr:ti n wa t 	e. lc3. 	o a n d 

if y that recri it 	:a< red the a lic&nt had nt 

rendered. satisfact:ary service a licant c,uld n't 

e 	iven rmtian under ,C. 1. she cme. ie has furth er 

a rua( that recarcT :f thea licant 's first 2. years 

f the service 	nt the achy recard which was 

required ta e 1aer2 int. Cc consideraticfl af the 

a 	hicant when the rac :rC f :r;ice u;ta the year 

was lked inta it was feund that the e.1icant 

had sufferred 'wnJshment cf twe censurES an st.aJe 

raCe inc rerents twice. Thus it cannet e Sc id 

that the 	iicant rendered satiafact ryservicC. 

7 	e have c.ns iCared the rival arunents. 

adaut, ut.' 19 	when the a -hicant says ta have 

carc1eteC 2 years ef service the aj 'licant had net 

ee rneo. any auverse entries. 	ut it 'S cat crrect 

ta se that at the time af cansideratian, service 

rr ar1v ute l4 i.e. when the a hicant cenyletec. 

2 years f service wS achy ta 1e lacked inta. After 

the ayZ licant had suffe.rred unishments and 

terefara i 	data f c tidaratifl for rmtiafl 

under . C. t. scheme he was faund t have rrdc red 

service as er the assessment f the 

cncemed cemmittee. 	iaeref 	he was rihtly n 

jiien ;rmatisn under 	cae. The rilinds 

cited 	the lea raed cdv cete far the ahicant are 

act a hicahie in the instant case ecCuSr f 

different facts and circumstances. 

Criteria fr ;ivinj araniat Ian under ..C. . 

3cheme may e Ciffarant t.an : llawinj the a yhica ra 

crass the 11.., the:cefare the aa,licant cannet 

take any 	vcntajeaf the eartmenta1 action ef 
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a11)win i11I 	CL' 	E.. f.r securin: 

rrr tI 'fl •  

In ur 	iflifl, the a71iC:flt his flT)t ntCe 

a case f:r auashing th orc.er 'sf th resyn&nts 

tac 	.nne>re A-4. 	rayer in this resect 

.eserveS t 	e rj 	C nse:.uerit1y the 1jjiicci- 

ti':n cf the ae1icRnt is äismisseci with ns ;rcers 

s t cT)sts. 

(A lçI'Iishrs) 	 rchy) Mern1er (J) 	 ernser (i) 

mr 



- 	CNTRZL AlaMINISTRATI TRIBUNAL 
AHIviDABAL) BNB 

Applic at ion No. 	f1 

Transfer Application No. 	 - - 

ICATE  

Certified that no further action is required to he taken and 

the case is £ it for consignment to the Record Room (Decided). 

Dated : 

Countersign 
Signture of the Dealing 

Assistant 

Section Officer. 
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