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NOTES OF THE REGISTRY] 	 ORDERS OF THE TRIBUNAL 

0DER ,TZD 31-1-2002. 

hri £. z, amdas,LEarncd Counsel 

fo 	tho .io1 icont and Shri Allu YuMer 	Ld. 

senior standing Couns:1 (Central) ajeadrg for 

the :es:ondents aryi haVe also jerusai the 	1eadincs. 

In 	IL "As C riCiflal 	-1 lOcitiOrl, the aLlio1.nt 

ro is an UflSUCCeSSJ1 Cfl:T,XiaCo for 	.ost cf 

1M,handiko c:nch Lcst cfficyhas iaed for 

a 	oi3tion tL-t sciection of jespondent NC. LO 

the post w a s i1lea1.He has rayod for a ire'ctior 

toI 	n fl5 S 	4 (epartmefl cL 	1OrJ. i s) 

to m.ke fresh selection tot o h ost cakinc into 

acccunt th 	 f 11 Lc can ilaLes S Oi 

Zoti fjc•it.ion at Tnnco'u re-i. 

i 
~t 

04y) 

D.-"3rtmefltil escndents hav _11- ilEf2i couner 

. ocinc tiie 	ers of i1ic nt. es•co:: n 	3 

t 	se1cce. c.Trdi*-to was issued nocloe by 

c on 11.. 2001 but j. ns not a Cri5ct nor tile 

coner.!\t.tie:tnS anCe of 1 tamed counsi. for the 

i ion 	a Lave also celled for end 	 tic 

mcCOLd of •ies cri of (h j'o. 505 	f 2000. 	r th 

oUr[Ose o considedr this etitie L is not 

nossery to g, o into Loa many facts of this OCs. 

h0 edmt td Osjt'fl is tIaL for filLing u. of the 

ost of 	BPM,Nandiko 2 ranch post Cffi2e a pub1lc 

netice wes issued o24. 2. 2000 inviting applications 

by 	IS. 3.2000.Io •hi 	notice itv3S mentiócd tio.t 

ost is 	 for CC community. espondent 

o.5 in the yresent 0 ero Che3. this £ribunal 

in tA 1,70.506/2000 staLinc, Chcc he 	1itd in 

res onse co tic flotjce rn as h 	it 	lusically 

icndicaed L erSOfl and y1sioa1iy dfldicaed 

LTCEon has to oc civcn a reference, flE ',janttc to 
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submit: hisS physicaLLy 	fld17&p;e1. ceLt1ticete 

after the lest ite of receipt of ap,lic3C1Ofl and 

ts 	documents. His . ra er for an interim di recti on 

tO 

 

he )CpartrnEfltaL Authc :iti es tonorsidr his 

£IysiCally .endicapped certi fiCtp was reject€d by 

this TribunCl in their order dated 23.11.2000.2,,cainst 

this order, ap1icant in CA o. 506/2000 (espondent 

NC. 

 

Is in th0 	rescnt CA), 	 ofl' ble 

highou rt of C rirsa in OJC Nc.12310/2000 which 

s disos 	of by heir Ordships in rheir order 

ated 23.1l.2000(An:iexUre-5) with a 	rec 

to 	eartrsefltat AthCritieS to ocnsidr the 

certificate suDmit.ed .ay hEScrfldCflt NC. 5(petiioner 

aefo re the 	o] e :-.jt 2cc rt of 	rissa) in suo rt 

ci his case Liaat h0 is a ph1gically 1  andica.ed 

;crson.I t was further coserv: 	th d. that 	is will be 

ithoLit prejudice to the rights and conceation 

oi the 	pOrties to ho dc-Cid 	in rho main Case i.e. 

CA.NC.50 6 / 2000.Iflterim b rayer of alicant in 

CA No. 506 / 2000 	S cci cCt 	irWeralid on th ground 

that hi r .rayer for i terim relief and 	main 

relie 	asked for in the CA wS same. ½fter havinc 

got the main relief from the hon1  hie high Ccc ct, 

i:e petitioner in CA :c. 505/2000 soc;ht and was 

cranted permission tc withdraw the CA.It is also 

flECC55C 	t 	note that the 	rcseflt n.lic.ant 

:afO ro us had fitcd an intervention ,criticn ri cogh' 

MA N0.33 7/ 2000 which ws rei ected in oo order 

dated 29.1.2001 in v 	Lhe oarlicr CA was 

allo rd to nc wi thu rawr.it is to De noted further 

that the petitiOfleL has also approached the 

Hon'ole High 

 

Lou 	in OJC NO.1644/2001 which as 

srosed of by 2hkir oidships in their order dt. 

14. 3.2001 with 	dtCtiCfl to the )cr3ct.rfleflta1 
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ithorities to considr the case of the agLl!oaflt 

aLcng.-ith OtherS thrbl:.e post of 3 ranch 'oStIstcr, 

Nandiko 130 

present grievance of ap1iCant is that 

in the 	ensuing selection even though h has 

adrnitred1 got more marks than ch€ selected 

c'nHiiate, Re5iOfldeflt No. 5, in the matriculation 

coainatinn h 	was not selected out the ReS.NC.D 

was sd ected. Deaartme0t :osporidents have 

out in. zher counter and 	it oas djsc 

oen subritted b Learned SeniOL Stdnding 

I 	 fl3-L that a the cr1' ole high court had 

(Jlrecc.Ed consideration of the physical handicaPPed 

Certificate of the present espcndent No. 5,it 

* ec E ss 3 ri ly mean that ho h, -ak to r ccnsidere1 S 

a phsicallv i-iandicapped psrsOfl and the 

Dp3rtmert3l Authorities takithg him as a physical 

handicaped person and giving him prferenCe 

selected esrrndent No.5 even though he was 

I eSS merito riouS than trio present aL 1Cdfl.I 

view of this we find no i1leg 31it iri 	the 

3ction of the Departmental Lrjthoritjes in view 

o 	thc sped fic di rection of the ofl' u]. c high 

Court to consider the phsical1y handicapcd 

statUS of Respondent NO. 5. Ii: vi 	of ou - a evc 

CUS1OflS we hold that the aplioant is not 

ntjt1ed to the rail CtS claimed oj him in this 

CA which iro :::r tongl' 	CJ eCtQ.N0 Costs. 
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