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0.A.NO. 437/1995.

4. Plt.Lt. J.S. Bathar\(19484y LGS} Pre81d1ng Offlcer,

_ IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL ﬂil
P . - JODHPUR BENCH JODHPUR N

l T N ‘:: ’ ‘.
DATE OF ORDER : 08.12.1998.°

7.

- . '

Moola Ram S/o Shri Poona Ram, aged about 30 years, R/o'

~ \
Village and P.O.. Guda Vlsnonyan 'DlSt;' Jodhpur, at

"present employed on the post of - Lascar MR No. ?409/87 in

o

teeae Appllcant.

32 Wlng A.F.) C/o- 56 A.P. o LT
R v E-R.ST S . - -

. ) Lo B ] \

1. _Union of Indla through Secretary to Government of

Indias Mlnlstry ‘of. Defence, Vayu Bhawan, Delhl.

v

- 2. Air Officer Commandlng in- Chlef, Headquarters South

Western Air Command, Ratanada,,Jodhpur.

<., -
s, K3
K
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3. The Cbmmanding'Officerf-Headquarters,South_Western
‘Air Command. (Unit), Air Force,‘Ratanada7 Jodhpur.

Headquarters SWAC, (AF) c/o 56 A. P. 0.

"ﬁ;...,lReSpondents.
< CORAM

) ;HONOURABLE MR. A. K MISRA JUDICIAL MEMBER

PER ‘MR. ‘A.K.MISRA : ‘

-

The'~appIicant vhaS"ffded thlS O~A :against‘ the

-~

reSpondents with - the prayer that they may be dlrected to

: prepareA separate panel for the post of ASK based on

=
% ¢
Tt . o . {

the result of the- examlnatlon conducted on 28.9. 1995 and”

5@NOURABLE MR GOPAL SINGH ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER
For the-AppliCantf->> s - Ceedet Mro J.K.Kaushik
' For the ReSpohdents:‘_i:‘_ «e... Mr. Vineet- Mathur
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'conseduential benefits. The applieant' had also prayed

for 1nter1m re11ef askrng the respondents be restralned

from maklng any app01ntment on the bas1s of comblned

panelgto'the,postuof,ASK til;“finalisatlon of the case.

~-

2.0 After heaang the learned counsel for the appllcant

-

it was . ordered that- any app01ntment made to the post of

ASK consequent to the selectlon held in pursuance of the .

. S0 .
s . order dated 4.8.1995, (Annex A/1) shall bé treated
[ . . . - \
o ; N
- : _provisional subject to. the f1na1 dec151on of the O. A.
4 - ’ \
"o This may Speclflca11y~be mentroned in the appolntment

. i
e . 2

‘order. Notices of\QLA. Were also(ordered to be issued.
3;f»The'respondents filed. their reply Am ~cdgkd to the
. -notice in which it ’is.'stated by them 'thatf the

respondents have 'prepared twb" separate lists of

; —

successful candldates for the post of ASK and LDC. The
'apprehen51on -of - the.- appllcant that_ to manlpulate.
app01ntment of fauoured candldates, the_Department has
Jpreparedf‘a\ comblned merltafllst;~_isf ill—founded ~and

baseless. 3 The-reSpondents have also stated in their

7‘ oo reply that as per two separate mer1t lists the appllcant

s shQ\n at No. 3 1n the merit list for selectlon of ASK
1,./ ¢ E ;_~ .
and at N@“ 4 in the mer1t 11st for selectlon as: LDC it
- : ’r’”% . . cL

1s furthergcontended by ‘the respondents that vide letter

~dated §;£ﬂ ‘1995 (Annex R/1/3), the' Wing Commander,

..*h

Served that none of the candldates have been found'

sultable for- any of the post. In'V1ew of-thls, the O A
e

-1s not malntalnable and 1s llable to-be d1sm1ssed.
< 4. . we have“heard_thehlearned counsel for the parties:
' : N PR . - S 2 S

N . . . - -




.34 - o . . \‘\\_;///

!

' and-gone:through~the‘factsAof the éasei The?apprehension

‘of the appllcant is that the’ﬁepartment is‘preparing'a

comblned 11st for f1111ng 1n the pbsts of ASK and LDC in

order to- glve advantage to some favoured candldates, is

in our oplnloq 111 founded and baseless. The Department

2had prepared_two separate mer}t lists, one for the post

of ASK andlanother for the post@of«LDCLAWhich:are Annei;
R/1/1 anafannéx;R/lkzu'imh% information of the applicant
asldescribedmin»the>Appiicationjthat.he.is'at No. 1‘dn
the lmerft- list' of'wAgkifas described.‘by<_him ~in ‘his

o, : : o ] : , :
re301nderv also seems to be- not correct : Slnce ‘the

Department has prepared two separate merlt-ilsts for tw0"

separate branches, the case of the appllcant does not

surv1ve. Moreover,‘the W1ng Commander, vide hls letter.
¢ s [ . -

dated 6 11 1995 has held that none of the ‘candidates

\have been found su1tab1e for anywof the post and nov—

vacancy_ as- notlfled, ‘was fllled—fn‘Aby ‘any " of 'the
successful candidates,'thereforé a1§o,_thejc1aim of the

e .

'appllcant does not -survive. . The Aapp]icaht has not

for _ quashing . the order dated 6.11.1995

~

hat as per the comparatlve chart glven in the

N ~

In our oplnlon, ‘the O.A.j-bearS“no” merit ~and is

'“liabie' to be’ dlsmlssed and is hereby d1sm1ssed.i.The

;-.
partles are left to bear their own costs. : ’ -

(GOPAL SINGH) - T ¥ . (A.K.MISRA)

r.

Q‘R/1/3), therefore} the applicant:cannot be'heardr“

j’ the~app11cant 1s f1t to be app01nted as ASK

"Administrative Member . - a - 'Judicial Member ..
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/‘57/ 1-,//7@/ o 'Par‘t I and I desiroyed ' Q A-

[ - in my presence on.- LoHe ©
b ‘ undgr the-supgrvision of
‘section ofticer ;
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