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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JODHPUR BENCH, JODHPUR 

Jodhpur this the 241
h day of October, 2013. 

CD RAM 

H0N'BLE MR.JUSTICE KAILASH CHANDRA JOSHI, MEMBER (J) 
·· H0N'BLE MS. MEENAKSHIHOOJA,~MEMBER (A) . 

' . . 

· OA No.117/2013 

Om Prakash s/o Shri SaktC\ ·Ram, CastE;:-Jat, aged 25 years, r/o c/o Krishna 
Ram. Godara, Godara Ka Bas,·:· bigari Kalla, Ajmer Road, Jodhpur 
(c:andidate for app.oint!T)entas Mate (SS~) in MES, Army, Jodhpur) 

.. Applicant 

Versus 

1. -Union of India through se·cretary, Ministr¥ of Defence, Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. . 

. . Respondents 
(Through acivocate: Mr: Vinit Mathur and Ms. K.Parveen) 

-U-~~- ---~--.---------· --,••••' ~ ----N ,-~'"'"··--~M·-~·-~- .-..,_-.~--..--

' 

... ... . .. - .... ... - .. -~- ....... . 
. : 1. Pola Ram. ChoudhaJY S/o Rupa Ram Chaudhary R/o G·aurav 

····-· .......... H6Use~-NeaTSa1r .. ·Mata·T€mipiEi;··panch··'Batti·;-~RatanCI, Jodhpur 

I 

(Raj). · · 

2: Ramswaroop:"S/6 SujaraiTi, R/OVillage Hamasani Tehsil Bilara, 
-Di~tt~ Jodhpur (Raj). · 

.. 
1. 3. Shyam Lal_ S/o Kal'uram, R/o Village Pitasani, Tehsil & Distt­

Jodhpur (Raj). 

--- ...___ --- ------ - -- --------.. - ----------

I 

i 



4. Mahipal S{o Bhomaram R/o Village Ramasani Tehsil Bilara, Distt-
Jodhpur (F5aj). _ · 

5. Ramprakash Moga S/o Omaram Moga, R/o C-1 0, Rajiv Nagar, 
Mahamantlir, Jodhpur (Raj). 

. t.. 

6. Ramniwa~ S/o Purar_am Rio C/o Ramsingh Choudhar, _18 Ajuja 
Colony, Ai.rport Road, Ratana, Distt- Jodhpur (Raj). 

7. 

8. 

9. 

,_ 
' f. 

Mohan L~l S/o Buddha Ram, B/o Villag_e Dantiwara, ~la-Ban~n, 
Distt- Jodhpur (Raj). __ 

Mahendr~[ Ram S/o Chunni La I R/o Viiiag~ Aaktaji, Post] B~wrala, 
Via- Bgnp-r, . .Oistt-.Jodhpur-(Raj\. :.- .. · - · · · 
-~--- i· 

t 
Rakesh S/o Kaluram R/o Village Pitasarii, Tehsil & Distt-J:odhpur 
(Raj.). · • · · · · : · 

• ............ :Applica~ts 
l i ; 

(Through Adv. Mr. f\ailash Jangid) 
t 

Versus 

1. Union of India· through Secretary, Minis-try of Defence,• ~-aks:ha · 
Bhawan, New'Delhi. - . i 

. /~~~~:.~~~~~~~::I.~e Director General (Pers)/~1 Q (1 ), ryJHitar~ Engineer! Jervice, 
.('/{:::~p~~:;:~:;;;;:~~~{~:':··~-,:~~ineer-i~ ,Phief's Branch, l~tegr$ted. HQ ,of (VIoD (Army! ~ashr;nir 

// 'ro···,,;;::~\.'tM?:,~·:,·.:.t-louse, RaJaJ,I Marg, New Delhl-11;0011. : ; l_ · f: I".·· r-- ., -,. '.·.- .. ' ·.' \\ . . - - ' ; 

f -· !:-~. · .. :~::t·. J~il\l~ry- Engireer Services, Headquarters Chief Engineer, :S~uth~rn 
\ \ ~- -•• :1 -~?~~~mand P~ne 4 ~ 1001. 

~~~f!..~di\t~tary Engir/eer SerVice Headquar\ers, Con.m~nder VVorks,E~gin~8r 
-._ ~;:;,.,;.-- (CWE), Army, Multan Lme Army, Jodhpur- 342Q1 0. · : 1 • · 

, I 

- - i i 

:: ......... Re~p~nderts 
' . ; f . 

(Through Adv. Mr. Vinit Mathur and Ms K. Parve~nl -_ ; 

. { 

OA No. 136/2013 i­
i 

. I 
· 1. Mohit Singh. Cho~1han S/o Jagdislj Singh_ Q;b(Suhan, Plot No. 3d B 

Hakim Bagh Opp.Sardar School, Oistt-Jodhpl5r.'(Raj). t 1 

' ~ 

2. Rahul Sharma S/o Shri Jai Dev, Sharma; _R/o 27, Arya Naciar, 
Mahamandir, Jodhpur, (Raj) 34200?. 

;_ ........... : .f-pplica;nts 

(Through Adv.: Mr. Kailash Jangid) 

-~-



':-!· 

1. Union of lnqia through Secretary, Ministry of Defence, Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. · 

2. The Director General (Pers)/E1C · (1), Military Engineer Service, 
. ·E:ngineer"iri Chief's Branch, Integrated HQ of MoD (Army) Kashmir 
· House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi- 110011. · · · 

3 .. Military Engineer Services, H~adquarters Chief Engineer, Southern 
Command Pune 411001. 

4. Military Engineer Service Headquarters, Commc:mder Works Engineer 
· (CWE) -Multan Line Army, Jodhpur- 342010. 

.. .. · ....... Respondents 

(Through Adv.: Mr. Vinit Mathur and Ms K. Parveen) 

dA No:143/2013 with MA No.71/2013 

1. Nanaga Ram S/o Vishna Ram, Aged .. - 20 years, Rio Bajrang Medical 
Store .Opp. Govt. Hospital Sindhary,· Distric.t- Barmer, Rajasthan. . . . . . . . . . . ' 

2. Ani! Kumar S/o late Shri Kasu Ran),-Aged-31 years, Rio H.No. 91 
Sargara CoJony, 9th Chopasani Road; Jodhpur. 

,.,..,;_-:::;:-~ , 3. Pawan Kumar S/o Surja Ram, Aged-21 years, R/o Village-Jajiwal 
£;~~:~f~~~~~... _Khichi, Post-Jajiwal Kalla,_District-Jodhpur, Rajasthan. 

l ~.; ·;:"~ ~~...,...._;.:·....,.f .. ~."<-;1;,_ ...... \ 

· · //~'"'>-:.!:,""''''"'-'.~"'' ''·_>:·.~-t~-,\\"4":-·-Vikram-Ghoudhary-S/o -Shri-Kana -Ram -Aged-24 years R/o Village 
/( J)·:? ."><-,~:- .. ;_-:

1
. \\ Jajiwal Kala, District-Jodhpur, Rajasthan: ' 

t 1 ~~- ,: j • .-;~~-:'"~? .. ~ ·~ -/.~\ l-
• I .;, ~ -~~·" rZ:., • .0,~ ~ t (.!1~ C · 

. \\ , \\ -~~i :.~f~5z }) ·, jp, Sangram Singh . .S/6 Shri Vikrar:n Singh, A~e.d-24 ·years, ~/o Plot No. 
\\ ~~ \.\:~t:~;··:_··. ·;_ ,.(.ll~-l~~- 171, NewColony,BJS, nearKnshna Manq1r, Jodhpur, RC)Jasthan. 

~
\:""'·-·---·-·· _.. ·'"':, /j . · · ·- ~ .... %q,~~::::~~;.: ~~~"' ·6. · Kisli.ari ·singh ·· S/o · Prem Sin_gh · Bhati,· Aged-25 ·years, R/o 
"~~~~'-;;.~ : Jaswantpura, Tehsii-Pokharan, District-Jaisalmer. 

: 7. Ramswaroop S/o Shri Sujra Ram, Aged 25 years, . R/o Village­
• Heer.adesar, District-Jodhpur,Rajastban. 

. . . 
---·---' ·--- ...... :5-------·-··---.. · -·~, .. ·8:"·-sawa i-8ingh-S"/o -·Sh ri-:-lJ gamSingh ; .. -Aged~2-3-~years i ·:R/0 V. . &PO~ 

1 Bi3rdhana, Tehsii-Pokharan,- District- Jaisalmer. · . . 

, 9. Vikram Singh S/o Shri Manohar Singh, Aged -23 ye!3rs, R/o Piot No. 
' 5 Ganesh Nagar, Bhadwasia, Jodhpur, Rajasth.an._ 

.. I . .. ........................... _. ......... ···- ..................................... - ...................... - ......... . 
~ . . . ; •. . . 

1 1 O.Ayub Khan S/o Shri Mumtaj Khan, Aged 24 years, R/o B-26 Avtar 
· Colony near Mandore Garden, Jodhpur (Raj) . 
I 
: 11. Yakub Khan S/o. Shri. Mumtaj Khan', Aged-25 years, R/o B'-26 Avtar 

Colony, ne·ar Mandore Garden, Jodhpur (Raj) · 

... ,_.-.- ~-· . ..'. - . -- ·- .. 



I ; 

I . 

I 
' ' 
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12. Jay ant Sharma S/o $hri Mahendra Kumar Sharma, Aged-25 years, 
R/o Plot No: 64 Dadich Nagar, Teesari Pole, Mahamandir, Jodhpur, 
Rajasthan. · 

13. Shravan Kumar Chaudhary S/o Shri Gordahn Ram, Aged-22: years, 
R/o Villag\3 Salwa Kallan, Tehsil & District-Jodhpwr, RajasthCjn.: · 

.. : 

14. Pramod Sl1arma S/o Ram Ratan Suthar, Aged"29 y$ars, R/p SajrG\ng 
Medical Store ,Opp. Govt. Hqspital Sind)lary, · Dist(-$armer, 
Rajastha·n. · ' · · · · · · 

15. Mod a Ram Parmar S/o Shri Shanti :La I, Aged-2Q Years, R/oi Bpeel~?ri-
ka~Bass, Tehsii-Sayala, District-Jalore, Rajastha;n·. ; : : · ' 

. , • . . ' . ·:. f 

16. Pintoo Ram S/o si,'ri Kuya"·R~m., ~g~cf·21 y~ars; Rio ~so Arrn;y 
Central, C/o GE Army Central Jodhpur, Rajasth~n. : · i i : i l 

t f 

17. Kana Ram Rana S/o Shri Sa'ka tRam R~na,: Ag<:::d-22 ye~rs, ;Rio 
. • • • ,.- ·. -· ···-l .. • f· !, . '\ ; 

Police Thane-ke-Paas, Tehsii-Sayla, District~Jalpre, Hajast~a~. • i' 1 
• \' I ! ! :· f. 

· 18. Ravi Kumar S/o. Kailash Kurn<;~r J Aged-2:.3: y;ear~. R/o ~~. lricilirta 
Colony: Air Fc:irce:Road, Jodhpllr~ Rajasthan:': : l ;· ! . 
. ' . . . . ~ \ ·! ~ ~ . .' .-_· ·. J ; ; : l 

I i :· : 

.19. Dharma Ram S/o Shri HenlcLRpm, Aged-:25 years, R/,o !Vill~g~-
Salwan-Kallan, Mandore,·Jodhp_l.ir,!Rajast~a·n:~ 1 · :· ! · !! j 

' i ' ' ' l ! I,,[ 
20. Rajesh Bheel Slo: Shri Pars a f7.a1Tl, ,f\ged~ )9 ·X!3ars, R/o Bf!e;elo~+k~-

Bass, $ayla- Distdct-Jalote, R.aLa?t~an. · ·.: _' f :_ ; · · l i •. : [ 
. . . • .. . , . i ! . :. I 

21. Sampat Dagala ,S/o Shri Rarneshvvar, Aged:-ZJ years, lf<./o V(lj. /& 
Post-Kharda ·Randhk Via~Banar,iJod,hpur, '9~Ja~tral.n., · · ! i : • I . 

' 
u"·--':a-.._, 22. Raj Kumar Singh Sankhala Sip, sihri Go'-(inq ~i_Dgh Sa,nkr\al~,; Age:d-

~~~~~~~;:;:~. 27 yews, .R/a.; Nathu . .Bhaw~n.) ~aloil~K,?.~~aas;- Umrn,e9-Ch:C~vik, . 
-0-;<i.,¥-:...-.. ::.:::::.~~"<·,,1,. ·\'\ ·Jodhpur, RaJasthan. . . · ·. ' : j ·• i 

~::',.-1{(~::;,:;f ... i,~,,;~~··:::t:.=:::·.\;\ . . . ;· ·· . .• • : ,£- .: . • I · ! ; 
/l ,.:,(ttSJ.. . ... ·:,,·\, 23~\Pratap Singh .S/o Shri. Loon S/~91;1. :Agr;:d-23'Xears, H/o Cfurrtet~o . 

. { - J ·~ ,-· ·'· . j(.)] ~~rJro2, ~Es colon:, Jodhp-ur, R~Jast~n. . j ; . :· / :~ ! . 

\ · :: __ ' .::.•:?~:·:::) /)/f:l/Sahi ~am Bi,shnoi, S/o -~h~i' C8o~~:a _H~'\D1; .?irb:~qi,: ~9tt9~2~ Y~?rs, 
. . . .~-: ... : ... :~:~.:::::::/.:''>~1 R/o Village-Lamba, Tehsil-Bilara, rl:;;tnct-Jqcjj}~_llr;· f.aJas~hpnl .. ;: ·! 
\:~, .;, .· ...... ~:::·:_:;~-~.u.r ~· ·:.;.· /~I · , , i : , ·_ . } · : : ~ j ~: j 

~~_:~~;::_;,:~>' 25~ Harend.ra ~hou~hary S/o Shr.i '9-9d~raq~ C..99g.dB'a[y, .'~$~.~-?5 y1~a[s, 
,_;;;....- R/~ D1gan Kallan, Neno-k.E-!?h:.FJnl, Shif~r~C\rh( · 0Jstnptl1JodH_ p~r, 

RaJasthan. . . . . ! ; · ·. f ... · . i , ·• ' } 
-- -~ · ~ ! · ... -· -t: ~~~-: -_- ~ -- - : r r. ~ L r 

26. Prakash Saran ; S/o Shri Bhiya R~m. ·. Ag~~~~-f years, ~19 · vq\~~e~ 
Naharp-ki-Dhan\, Teh. ~ Distrip,t_-Jpd,hpur,l)~jsJtie,r\'. · . : ( ~ -!; ! 

' • • : • r - ' ' -~- :,· t· -J;. . '.: . • j f l. I 
' . . ' ' : .· .'- .. , ': ,· ' . ; ' i ! 

2(. Hadman Ram S/o Shri Arjun Raf:n :so\.l,' A;9~~--~3 ;yei,lrs;'Rip YiJ[age-
Heeradesar, Tel1sii-Bhopalgarh! ~is~rict·)~pbp~yf:; ·. :· • : f •. (i ! . 

28. Ram Kishor. S/o Shri Mang!i=l · ~~m, Ag~d ·~ /i,6:years,:. fl~ vi)la~e-
Osran, TehsJI-811opalg~rh, OJ~tnc)~Jodllpur:, · f: ! · •, · i 1 .. i! l · 

r 
i 

, L , 

.i; 

.; . j• 

f: : ; ; 
i 

t 
f= 



s· 

29. Lal Chand S/o Shri Birjlal, Aged-25 years, R/o Viii. Post-Anupshahar, 
Tehsii-Bhadra, District-Hanumangarh. 

, -~_0. Usman Khan S/o Usuf Khan, Aged-26 years, R/o Ward No. 11, Near 
---Daud Hazi-Ki Kothi, Indira Colony, ·shadra, District-Hanur:nangarh, 

Rajasthan.· · 

31. Hasan Khan S/o Sirajudeen Khan Aged, 27 years, R/() V.P.O. 
'Anupshahar, Tehsii-Bhadra, District~Hanumangarh. · 

32. Manohar Singh S/o Shri Mala Ram,:Aged-27 Yeprs, R/o VilhTilwas·ni, 
· Tehsii~Bilara, District-Jodhpur, Rajasthan. · · · 

33. Ram Lal S/o Shri Surja Ram, Aged-26 years, R/o .· Village~Jajiwal 
'Khichiyasar, Via Basni, District-Jodhpur, Rajasthan . 

. . . . . . . . . . . , .P;-pplicanfs 

i..J .. - . (Through Adv. Mr: S.P. Sharma) 

Versus 

1. Union of India through Secretary, · Ministry of. Defence; Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

, .......... Respondents 
:_ . l l ' 

· (Through Adv. Mr. Vinit Mathur and Ms K.: Parveen) 

.. -OA No. 181/2013 

Jugal Kishor S/o Shri Mishri Lal, Aged 29 years, R/o)Drwra Ki H~v~li Near 
RajmahaiMiddle School Ajay ChowkiJodnpur. -• i . · ! 1 

............. A~plicants 

_(ThroughAdv.·Mr. S.P:.·Sharma) . ·'-- •' 

Versus 

' 
1. Union of India through Secretar;y, ·Ministry !·ef Defenc~, !Rak?ha 

Bhawan; New Delhi. · · · i 

. 2. The Director ·Ge.neral (Pers)IE1 C (1 ), MJijt13fy Engineer pervjce, 
Engineer~i,n Chief's .Branch, lnieg~ated HQ;cjf JMoD (Arrl)y) kas~mir 
·House; Rajaji Marg, NewDelhfh" 110011. · · -. l · ' ' · 

r ···-·-~--
! 

~ ' ~ . ~ 

,·f 

'. ; 

r· 

,. ! 



3. Military Engineer Services, Headquarters Chief Engineer, Southern 
Command Pune 411001. 

4. Military Engineer Service Headquarters, Commander Works Engin~er 
(CWE), Multan Line Army, Jodhpur~ 342010. · · 

: .......... Re~pondents 
• j 

(Through Adv. Mr. Vinit Mathur, Ms K. Parve~n & Mr. Girish Jo~hi) 

OA No. 168/2013 with MA No.83/2013 .. ' 

1. Dinesh Kumar s/o Shri Suraj, Prakash, aged 27 . years r/o 
H.No.265, Navdurga Nagar,; Khasra~-4.: Jhalamand • Circ;:le, 
Jodhpur, Rajasthan. 

2. Ramdev Nayak s/o Shri· Mada)l· Lal: NayaK, aged 28 ~~ars, 'r/o . 
H.No.30, Air Force, Indira c61of\'y, Ratn·aoa, Jodhpur; Rajasthan. 

• - • J •• r . 

. .. i ; . 
3. Man ish Nayak s/o Shri Ramdev Nay:ak, j aged 27 !yE:iars r/o 

H.No.68-B, Pabupra, Givil Air·PG-Jrt Road;·Joqhpur, Raja~thi:m, 
f ; ! . ; . 

4. Vishal s/o Poosa Ram, aged 28 years,: rid Bombay iM(:Jiors Co. 
behind Pancholiya Nadi, Harijarl Ba'sti, Jodhpur, Rajas\h~m'. · 

1 • • · 1 r 

5. 

. . . :· ; ; ; .. 

Durjan Singh s/o Shri Roop Sinbh, agect·:~S years, r/o PiotNo.169 
Hanwant 'B; BJS Marg No. 17, Jodhpur, ~aj~sthan. ' ' 

Gaurav. Jangid s/6 Shri s·hank~r La I Ja-ngi~, aged 25 (ye;ars, r/o 
H.No. 29-30, Ram Mahalia, i Outside\ N9gori Gate, f Jodhpur, 
Rajasthan. 

.. ....... ; ... Applican~s· i 

Versw~ · 

1. Union of India through Secretary; MinistrY !of Defenp+, .. , ·. Raksha. 
Bhawan,.New Delhi. 

. t 
' 

2. The Director General (Pers)/E1 ~ (1 ), MIIit~h EnginE?e'r iserV:ice, 
Engineer-in Chiefs Branch, lnteg~ated HQ[:6f!Mob (Arm~) !Kasljmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New DeihL- 1 h 0011. ; ·1 · . • ! ; · · 

3. Military Engineer Services, Head~uarters OhJlf Engineer! ~-oulhern-
Command· Pune- 411001, · • • : l • i ! . I . 

) . 
4. Military Engineer Service Headqua;rters, Commknder Works ~ngineer 

Arniy, Jodhpur. ' ·· · ! · · : ! 
r, ' \ 

5. CommanderWorks Engineer (CW~) (P) (ArmyL·8anar, Jobhpur. • 
. ~ -;~~-I-~ .- l 

I 
I 
1 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

. ' l 

) 
I 

I 
! 
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........... Respondents 

(Through Adv. Mr. Vinit Mathur and Ms K. Parveen) 

OA No. 220/2013 

1. Naresh S/o Shri Kishan Ji, Aged about 23 years, R/o 58, lndra 
Colony, Panch Batti Circle, Air Force Road, Jodhpur, Raja?than. 

2. Sanjay Kumar S/o Late Shri Shyam La! Ji, R/o Sansi. Colony, 
Baggi KhanaRoad, Ratanada, Jodhpur, Rajasthan .. 

3. Tulsi Ram S/o Shri Ram Lal Ji, R/o Plot No. 276, Nehru Colony, 
Ratanada Road, Jodhpur, Rajasthan. 

4. 

5. 

7. 

8. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

Pratap Kumar S/o Shri Poona Ram, R/o 73 .. Prithvipura, Rasala 
Road, Paota, Jodhpur, Rajasthan. 

Raju S/o Shri Manohar Lal Ji, R/o H.No. 122, ·Gali No, 3, Kailawat 
Pan Palace, Prithvipura, Rasala Road, Jodhpur, Rajasthan .. 

Pintu Ram S/o Shri Koya Ram, S/o BSO Ar;my Center, C/o GE 
Army Central, Jodhpur, Rajasthan. · 

Moda Ram Parmar S/o Shri Shanti Lal Ji, R/o Bhilo Ka Bas, 'Tehsil 
Sayla, District Jalore, Rajasthan. 

Ritu Panwar W/o Shri · Niranjan, R/o Vid,hya Nagar, Paoti3, 
Jodhpur, Rajasthan. 

Sawai Sirigh S/o Shri Ugam Singh, R/o V&P Bardana, Tehsil 
Pokaran, District Jaisalmer; Rajasthan. 

Sanjay Chouhan S/o Shri Chandra Prakash, R/o · Q.No. ·503/3, 
Lancer Line, Army Area, Jodhpur, Rajasthan:. 

\ 

Rajesh Bheel S/o Shri Parsa Ram, R/o Bhilo Ka Bas, Tehsil 
Sayla, District Jalore, Rajasthan. 

Kanaram Rana S/o Shri Saka Ram Ji, Rio Near Police Station, 
Tehsil Sayla, District Jalore, Rajasthan. 

Bhupendra Singh. S/o Shri Jai Singh, R/o 604, New Colony, B~S 
Colony, Jodhpur, Rajasthan. · · 

Kishan Singh S/o Shri Prem Singh, R/o Village Jaswantppura, 
Post Jemla, Tehsil Pokaran, District Jaisal,met, Rajasthan. · 

Ashok S/o Shri Bhiya Ram Ji, R/o Village Khpkharia, Post Banar, 
Jodhpur, Rajasthan. · 

Daulat Ram Chaudhary S/o $hri Harman Ram, Rio Village 
Nandri, Post Banar, Jodhpur, Rajasthan. 
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17. Ganpat Ram S/o Shri Laxman Ji; R/o Village Aanganwa, Post 
Aariganwa, Surpura, Jodhpur, Rajasttian. · · 

· 18. Ani!· Kumar S/o Shri Kesu Ram Ji, R/o gth Chopasani Road,· 
Behinq Ranvir 8hawan, Jodhpur; Rajas_tbctO· • 

19. Kishna: Ram S/o Shri Mangi Lal Ji, R/o Nandra Kalan, Pqst Banar, 
. Jodhpur, Rajasfhan. - · -

. . 

20. Narendra Kumar..Sio. S.hrL .. C.heJil.-Bam.Ji. ... RlQ __ ~anQ§r,_l,}.QeLM~~--~------
Quarter, ArmyArea, Jodl;lpur,_RaLastban. .... ______ -··- . . ... ______ , _______________ . 

- ...... , ...... Applicants 

(Through Adv. Mr R.:s. Shekhawat) 

·Versus . i 

1. Union of India through Secretary, Ministry of Defence! Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. · . 

. .. , __ ,_ -··- " --- - ......... . 

2. The Director General (Pers)/E1 Q (1 ), Militafo/ Engineer Service, 
Engineer~in Chief~ Branch; ·lntegr?ted HQ iof MoD· ·(Army) Kashmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi"" 11:0011. · ' · ' · 

3: Military Engineer Services, HeadqGarters Chief Engineer, j sbuthern 
_ _ Command Pune 411001.. · · . 

.,.. ---:--=-·~ ' ' -... 
- 7~\~~ ·37$ .•• _""'~· Military Engineer Service Headquarters-, Commander Work~ E·.ngineer / %"!;' ~~- •• ., ''::>;-.,. . ' ' . 0 0 

,/-,;."-'\~<~-''''"i;t,.;;;;::.:,_~~jr;!)\;' \ (CWE), Multan Line Army, Jodhpur- 342010: : - · : • I I ;-..,·:·. ~J:_~-,~-: - ,;/.~·:~\ .. : \.\ . . . I . . \ 

!• . {~\!'· .· .. \'.lr*\\ . : ......... Re~p~ndOht~ 
\ - ~ II 
\,. ~> .. _ .. , ~f~·Lf(t~(~oligh Adv. Mr. Vinit'Mathur and Ms K. Parveen~ 

\~:;.... -.::~.:-"·-~ ·-=. ~~;;· _j~>;,f/ c 
,,.~ .,. } ~- "Gfrt.1. :h ';.~:J· 

~,.OANo.284/2013 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Mohd. Arbaz s/o -Mohd. Ayub:, aged 1,9 years_ r/o S~~~tip~ra, 
Mehavaton Ki Masjid Road, Jodppur. · · : _ 

Bhagwan Prasad Prajapat s/o ShrF Rame~h~ar Prajap,a~. ~gedt31 
years r/o 254; Mata K_a Tha~.- Dairy 1Wdli Gali No.8,! Sutlhla, 
Jodhpur. · '· · · · ' -

i. ' . 
. . - - ' t 

Parm~shwar Prajapat s/o Shr! Ramesh~ar Prajapat.l ~ged : 29 
years, .r/6 254 -Mata Ka Than; DairY 'W;~II; Gall nib.~, l Suthla, 
Jodhp'ur. __ \ : . 

Sharvan Ram Saran s/o $hrii Achai- Ran{ -aged 22 \ y$ars r/o 
Village-B-Road, Saran Nag~r, 1\jmer Roc:fd, Jodhpur. : _! · 

• • 0 t --
5 : 

r:::. 
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... Applicants 

(By Advocate: Shri S.P.Sharma) 

Versus 

1. Union of India through Secretary, ·Ministry of Defe11ce, Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

· 2. The Director . General (Pers) El C (1 i Military Engineer Service 
Engineer-in Chiefs Bench, Integrated HQ of MoD (Army) Kashmir 
House; Rajaji Marg, New Delhi -110011. 

3. Military Engineer Service • Headqui3rters Chief Engineer, :southern 
Command Pune- 411001. 

4. Military Engineer Services, Hea.d Quarters Commander Work 
Engineer (CWE), Army, Jodhpur- 342010 . 

. 5. CommanderWorks Engineer (CW~) (P) (Arn;y)i Banar, Jod_hpur. 

............ Respondents 
. (Through Adv. Mr Viriit Mathur) 

OA No. 285/2013 

· ·, 1. Tilok Chaudhary S/o Sh.r.i Anda Ram, Aged pbout 19 years, Rio 
Village Gujrawas; Post i3anar, Distt Jodhpur: · ' 

· 2. Sanwar Ram S/o Shri BhclflWal Lal,: Aged aboutt20 years, R/o Village 
· Khokharia, Post Banar, Distt. Jodhpur. · 

3. Ganpat Lal S/o Shri Laxman Ram; Aged about 22 years; (R/,o Naya 
Gaanv, Post Chopara, Tehsil Sojat'City, Distt. P?li. ' · ~--=·}.\· 

4. Rohit Chouhan S/o Shri. Satya N?rayan Singll Chouhan,j qged '24 
_ .. : .... -~e:;-~r.s. ... ~~'? §_~-~~'? ~~-g~o~~1 l~si~e Q~lY'?~- Ki: Ha;ve.li, Jodhpqr.' , ·· 

~ - . ; 

' 

_i: 

.. 
\ 

........... ~)\p'plicants 

}' .. 

-.... "';. .. 
--!-



·· ·LO 

(Through Adv. Mr. B. Khan) 

Versus 

1. Union qf India through Secretar:y, Ministry of Defence, Raksha 
Bhawan, NewDelhi. 

2. -The Director General (Per.s) El: C (1) Milit0ry Engine~r; Service 
Engineer-in Chiefs Bench lntegrC!ted HQ of MoD (Army) Kashmir 
House, Rajaji Ma~g, New Delhi- 110011. 

3. Military EngineE:r Service Headqwarters ·Chi~f Engineer, Southern 
Command Pune 411001. ' · 

I 

4. Military Engineer Service Head quarters Commander Work Engineer 
(CWE) Multan Line Army, Jodhpur- 342010. · ~· 

........... REfspondents 
(Through Adv. Mr Vinit Mathur) 

OA No.347/2013 

Vikas s/o Shri Dinesh Kumar, aged 21 years, r/o NagQri Gate, Kaja Colony, 
Gali no.3, Distt. Jodhpur. 

.. Applicant 
.. (By.Adv.o.cate: Shri S. ~- Sh.arma)_ · 

.Versus 

1. LJniqn ·of India through ·Seqret?ry, Mini~try: of Defence, Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. The Director General (Pers) ,EI C (1) ;Mil\tary Engipeer Service 
Engineer-in Chiefs Bench lnteg~ated HQ d MoD (AnT)Y); Ka~hmir J{. ·:. . . House, Rajaji Marg, New D-elhi.:..._~ 10011. 

: .. ·.~!If;~' . . .... ·:· • L. • .. 3 .... Mil itacy .Eog ineer . Service .. ~~adqual)ers Gb let Eng iheer, .Sou)hern · 
r; ; ··--- ___ :::·. ~{~;:·---;~,_-----'<-Command Eune41:100L _____ ·:··:. __ -----· : 
·L c { 

'1',. 

\:-' 
\'• ' 

•, 

.. ', ,: 

- ~-· i i, ·.:; i ; 

. . 
. : . 

... 4 .... MilitaryEngine_EiJ.S.r:;r:vige .HE1~Q Quar:ters (~oTT\manderWqrk:.Eng_ineer 
---~·- .·. (CWE) Multan Line Army, JodhpLjr -.342010: · ··' 

....... , ... R.e~pon~ents 
i 

(Through ~dv. Mr. Vinit Mathur and ryls. K.Parve~n) 

OA No. 37f/2013 

I 

1. Sadique Khan S/o _Shri Raseed K,han, aged:a~out 26 years,i R/o Post 
. . __ ... -- ----- ~--------------- _ FarasowKa Baogl<:l,_MQ~ ~hi>w~l ~odh_pur, :! ~ [ : · ' 

~ r .. r - . -

j 
.. 1 
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2. Chand Khan S/o Shri Abdul Raseed, aged about 28 years, R/o Post 
Farasow Ka Bangia, Moti Chowk, Jodhpur. 

............. Applicants 

(Through Adv. Mr. B. Khan) 

Versus 

1. Union of India thr:ough Secretary, Ministry of Defence, · Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. The Director General (Pers) El C (1) Military E;ngineer • Servioe 
Engineer-in Chiefs Bench Integrated HQ of-MoD (Army) 'Kashmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi- 110011. 

3. Military Engineer Service Headquarters Chief Engineer, Southern 
-Command Pune 411001. 

. - . 
4. Military Engineer Service Head Quarters Commander Work Engineer 

(CWE) Multan Line Army, Jodhpur -·B4201 0. · ' · 

5_ Commander Work Engineer (CWa=) (P) (Army), Banar, ;Jqdhpur 
342027. 

-~······ .. ReSROpden~ 

{Through Adv. Mr. Vi nit Mathur, Ms K. P,arveen &:Mr ·Girish Josh\) 
.. ~- - - . ' 

OA~No. 394/2013 

1. Bhanwar. Singh Ratllore S/o $hri Ot.ll Singh Rathore, aged about 24 
_years, R/6 Flat Nci. 58, AZSA,-s:j_s.;colony; Jod0pur. · · 

2: -Deepak Chaudhary S/o Shri Pokhar; Ram, C~ged !about 19 years, R/o · 
Neno Ki Dhani, Sikargarh Road, Pqst Nan~r.a kala, Tehsll !& , Distt.-
Jodhpur. · · · 

' ............ _..f-.pplicant 

..... -(TI:ll~ough-Adv .. Mr. -B. .. Khan )--

Versus 
-~~ ... -~p"~-B"f;.r~ L..t~~ . . ' - . i ·. . ' 
~ -~- ~ : '•':_;::., 1. Union of lndia through Secretary; Ministry- of Defence,; Raks~a 

{!.. r ~ ·':..'~' · Bhawan, New Delhi. 

f 11~,~§:~~~·;:~~~~'--~.~ j' . ,f I '~' {-:..:.:·.\. .. ;:-;, -~ 1 '• The· Director G~neral· (Pers)· !.::1 C (1) MiJjtar'Y Engine~r; qervice. 
li ., f \-# \-: -.''\':\:)' 1 ~ ,., Engineer-in Chiefs Bench Integrated HQ -9fMoD (Army) :KC?shmir 
\~':'. \"t_.)f;j)<"<-~ ;.~!?'if House,RajajiMarg"NewDelhi-11Q011. ' · -: · 

~<:' .:;~,:;~~:~ ":-, ; }; ;;;. Military Engineer Service Headquarters Chiet!Eng ineer, .So,uthem 
'·..:_,,' :'"qq"-~,. ·:;o \".:. ·) Command Pune 41100 t · ·· -~ ' ' · 

~ .._: ... ......_ r fo \.JI - 1 ........ :-:.::.::-_~-. I 

4 ... Military Engineer Service Head Qpa(i:ers Cornrngnoer Work En;gineer 
·-----·-- ... . .. JCWE).Multan.LineArmy,.Jodhpur . .,.3A2010': :.!... · 

F •. 

. i 
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5. Gommander Work Engineer (CWE) (P) (Armu), Banar, Jodhpur 
342027. 

. .......... Respondents 

(Through Adv. Mr. Vinit Mathur and Mr Girish Joshi) 

OA No. 395/2013 

1. Himmata Ram S/o Shri M.ula Ram, Aged-24 ·ye~rs, Rio 
Cholaniyan Ki'Dhani, Villag~ &JPost- Chamu, via Tinw~ri, Tehsii-
Shergarh, District-Jodhpur, Raj~sthan. · 

2. Virendra Chaudhary S/o Jalu: Ram Chaudhary, Aged-24 years, 
• I -. ; I 

R/o Saran Nagar 'B' Road, ·, Ajmer Road, Distric;:t-Jodhpur, 
Rajastha_n. 

3. Jagdish S/o Naina Ram, Aged 28 years, 'R/o Village'-Gujrawas, 
Post-Banar, District-Jodhpur, Rajasthan: 

............ ;Applicants 

(Through Adv. Mr. S.P. Sharma) 

Versus 

1. Union of India through Secretary, Ministry· of Defenc~. Raksha 
Bhawan; New Delhi. 

2. The- Director General (Pers)/E1C(1), Military EngineE!r: Service, 
Eligineer.:in Chief's Branch, Integrated HO of, MoO (Arm'y), Kasjlmir 
House, R~jaji Marg, New Delhi -1-10011.. · · 

3. · Milita~y Engineer Services, 'Head_quarters Chief Engineer, Southern . 
·Gommand-; Purie--4·11 001. · · · 

- 4. Military Engineer Services, Headquarters, Commander Works 
Engineer (CWE), (Army),. Jodhpu( 342027. ' ' ---

'·-1. Niraj Sharma S/o Suresh .Chand, agt:;d' abo~t - years, iR(o Village 
Malikpur, Post Jhudavai, Dist ~ M~thura (U,.PJ · 

... 



2. Vipin Sharma S/o Gopal Sharma, R/o Village Sadarvan, Post 
Bichpuri, Dist-Agra (U.P.). 

, _ 3. Man Singh Rajpoot S/o Bherun Singh Rajpoot, Aged about 26 years, 
... ·Rio VPO Sonkhari, Tehsil Kathumar, Dis-A/war (Raj) . 

. . . . . . . . . .. .. Applicants 

(Through Adv. Mr. Kailash Jangid) 

Versus 

1. Union of India through . Secretary, Ministry of Defence, . Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi: 

2. The Director General (Pers)/E1 C (1 ), Milite1ry Engineer Service, 
Engineer-in Chief's Branch, Integrated HQ of MoD (Army) ,Kashmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi- 11 0011.· 

· · . 3. Military Engineer Services, Headquarters Chief Engineer, Southern 
Command Pune 411001. 

4. Military Engineer Service Headquarters, Commander Works Engineer· 
(CWE) Mu/tan Line Army, Jodhpur- 342010. 

.. ......... Respondents 

(Through Adv.: Mr. Vinit Mathur and Mr. Girisil Joshi) 

OA No. 421/2013 

1. Sharwan Singh S/o Shri Sher Singh, 23 years, R/o Qtn No. 352/2, 
LancefTine, Jodhpur 34201 o (R-aj)~ · · 

2. Kuldeep Singh Rathore S/o Shri .Gopal Singh Rathore R/o Q N_o. 2, 
Lancer Line, MES Colony, Dist. Jodhpur-3420~ 0 (Raj). 

1 
• 3. -Hafi. Ram·Nayak--S/oShri Chaturt;Jhuj . .Nayak Rio t1 ,No_. 8L!. _Kumar R/o 

· ··· ·· ·······Jndra--8olony;·Air-Forc;e Road-; Rata~ada,.Distt:oJodhpur~34,2JD01 (Raj) 

.......... ·;- .ft-pplic;:ants 

Versus 

Union of India through Secretary, Ministry . of Defence, Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 1 

l -i 

· 2. The Director General (Pers)/E1C · (1), MiJi,tary Engineer Service, 
Engineer-in Chief's Branch, :lnt~grated HO 9( MoD (Arrjny) Kashmir 

-House;- Rajaji Marg, NewDe/hi =Ui 001 L )_ · · 

i 
i :· 
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3. Military Engin~er Services, Headquarters Chief Engineer, Southern 
Command Pune 411001. 

4. Military Engineer Service Headquarters, Commander Works Engineer 
(CWE) Multan Line Army, Jodhpur- 342010. 

. ........ · .. Respondents 
(Through Adv. Mr. Vinit Mathur) 

OA No.432/2013 

1. Bapu Ram s/o Shfi Sona Ram, agea about 31 years, r/o village 
Pokharia, Post Bana.r, Distt. Jodhp.ur. · 

2. Aslam s/o Shri Abdul Sattar, aged 29 years, r/o Golnadi, Ummed 
.. Chowk, Jodhpur. 

(Through Advocate: Mr. B.Khan) 
. . App,licants 

Versus 

1. Union of India through Secretary, Ministry of Defence, Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. The Director General (Pers)/E1 C(1 ), Military Engineer. Service, 
Engineer-in Chief's Branch, lntegratecJ HOof MoD (Army) l<ashmir 
House., Rajajl Marg,-New·Delhi- 110011. · 

3. Military EDgineer Services, Headquarters ChiE;f Engineer,• ~outhern 

·(- <-;~:.;;,;:, ··:- : . ·\:~;~·~ ·Command, Pune- 411001. 

·.- · · ·_:~ .••.. ; >- .4\ Military . Engineer Service_s, Headquarters, Commandt?r Wqrks 
~r':- 0 \l Engineer (CWE), (Army), Jodhpur~ 342027-. 

\.. \.. . .. ' '·),·:'/.:l.; Commander Works Engineer (CWE) (P) (Army), Banar, ~odhpur-
·.. .. . ·. ;,. 342027. 

, .. 
: ........ ; .. Re~pondents 
. ' • ' 1 

............ ~Through Adv.: Mr: Vinit Mathur) 

OA No. 461/2013 

1. · Gordhan Jani S/o · Shri Mehram :Ram, Aged ~about 23 yeprs, H/o 
Village Post Nand had a Kalan, Vaya-Banar, Dis1t Jodhpur. ; _ · 

I . , , 

2. Dinesh S/o Shri T ulsi Ram, Aged: about 20 ;y~ars; R/o Vjllage Post 
Kharda Randhir, Jato Ki Dhani .. ,YiC\ Banar, J.od~p.ur. · 

I 
• . • J 

3. Bada Ram S/o Shri Tulsi Ram, Aged aboL!t 2J ~ears, R/o Village Post 
Kharda Randhir, Jato Ki Dhani;' Vi~ Banar, Jqd~pur. · · 

- ~ - .. . . . . ..... -- P•---·~ --~ .. .. . .. L -···· .·:.t 

' 

: .. ·'~ . 

.. ' 



~ 
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,4. Sohan Lal S/o Shri Ummed Ram, Aged about 28 years, R/o 165, 
Godaron Ki Dhani, Digari Kala, Ajmer Road, Jodhpur. 

.. , : 5. Mahipal Singh S/o Shri Jagdish Singh, Aged about 24 years, R/o 
i - .Gayatri Nagar, Bhadwasiya, Jodhpur. 
I . 

' 
: 6. Pratap Singh S/o Late Shri Dhan Singh, Aged about 28 years, R/o 

Bagar Beri, Kila Road, Jodhpur. 

· 7. Gajendra Singh S/o Shri Gulab Singh, Aged 30 years, R/o Merta 
Road, Distt. Nag~ur . 

. 8. Amar Singh S/o Shri Dhool Singh, Aged 31 years, R/o lal: Sagar, 
. ' 

·Jodhpur. 
...... ~ ...... .q.,pplicants 

(Through Adv. Mr. B. Khan) 

Versus 

1. Union of· India through Secretary, Ministry of Defence, Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. The Director General (Pers) El C (1) Milit~ry EngineE;r jService 
Engineer-in Chiefs Bench Integrated HO of MoD (Arniy) Kashmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi~ 1 i 0011. · 

, . . I 

3. Military Engineer Service Headquarters Chief Engineer,: Southern 
. Command Pune 411001. · 

4. Military Engineer Service Head Quarters Commander Work ~ngineer 
(CWE) Multan Line Army, Jodhpur~ ~4201 0: 

5. Commander Work Engineer. (Cv;'JE) (P) ,(Arrny)·. Sana~, ;Jodhpur 
342027. 

.: .. : .. ... · .. R~sRondents. 
(Through Adv: Mr. Vinit Mathur) 

ORDER (Or·C11) 

~- ,. ~ -·~ ·•' •• •• • '"' }-., ' ·-·•- '"-•"' ~ •••-·v· ··•·••·'•- ,.~,- • ~ • 

~"':::-~-:;-~:._~c~---~ Rer Justice Kailash Chandra Joshi, Member(~) 

;;,~~~·;t),;~in:y ~:~ ~:~7::~ ~udg1:::~ 1:~ a1r;6::::Sii;4:~2:1e:.id'e1 ~11~2::' 
:\. ::.'\ \'~ '. "---~ -~~ :'>':~>/ .:~.6.;6~/2013, 220/2013, 284/2013, 285/2013, 347/2013~, 371/2013, 3:94/2013, 
' ·''">, \ ~<~ ·._..?:;'.::.' -~.,_I •::.-; I I ' . 
~:\.:~>';z;-:.=,~·:::_<::.·i~S/2013, 415/2013, 421/2013, 432/201~ ~nd 4611_2D,13. In all th~se OAs, 

~'''.'\_....-~ .. f· 
--~:;Y the relief claimed by the applicants ~re :identic<;!! :a:no ~imilar bei.ng reli~f to 

I • .' • • • ~ • ; • • • 

t 
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declare the re-examination co.nducted by respondent Nos.3 and 4 on 

14.4.2013 and the order passed by respondent Nos. 3 and 4 by wl1ich 
.... 

notification dated 14.2.2013 (Ann.A/1 and A/2) was published, as illegal with 

the further prayer to direct the respondents to make appointment in 

pursuance of the written examination held on 2.9.2012 and interviews held 

from 20.10.2012 to 31.10.2012. 

2. We are not putting the facts of any particular case because the reliefs 

as sought by the applicants are common/identical in all the OAs. 

3. The facts necessary to adjudicate all the OAs may be surrl\larized in 

a narrow compass that all the applicants appeared in the written test held on 

·2.9.2012 in pursuance to the advertisement published in the ErY)ployment 

Newspaper dated 24-30 Decemper, 2011 (weekly). Thereafter a 

corrigendum was issued regarding the change of eligibility cri_teria, which 

was notified on 12.4.2012. All the applicants applied for the po~t of Mate 

5.,..~~--=--~~ 

~::·c·.;*~ =·~-:~-~::-~~SK).in pursuance to the above advertisement. The examination-was to fill 

q,~~·,;;,~;,;-~.~~'-. ~Jp~~~ vacancies on all India basis at notified. pla<;;es in different parts ot 
jl/"'11" · ,_,, .,.,.,_ • .,. o\ ~\' 
ll ( (-...."~\\I/;)\ ·:;}_ \ \\ 
~~~~ o' ( ({ (J3-~~~-·:-~rfj ~~ri?ig. 1 \ wr1tten examination was held at Jodhpur on 2nd Septemper, 2012, 

\·~{ \~;~j__::~--·.->:~:.~:JJ-cyM~ e result of the written examination was dec)ared by the competent 
\\l:f'p_ \ ', .. . ..• ,,, ,. ! ./;!- • . 

~~;r~:q~:~~~;:~:.·~Y. ()ti~y_. }\._I( the: ~p£ilicants~wei~e- iss~_ed-callletters t?_• appear ii1 th~ interview .._'-
~_>?,?~ • .· ~ 
~~ scheduled to be held from 20.10.2012 to 31.10.20.12 at Commejnd VVorks 

. . . . ' 

Engineer (Army), Jodhpur in which all t)le applicant~ appearecUtis averred 

that results of. other. centers were declared but i,t was not ,d~clar~d for 
. ! 

Jodhpur Centre. Thereafter, the respondents is~ueo another apvertis~ment 
. . . . ' . ~ \ . ' 

dated 14.2.2013 for re-conduction of examination of Jod]1pur Centre 
' . . l ' ' . 

scheduled to be held· ~n 14.4.2012. :Being CJggrieved ~vith the action of 

l 

r_espondent Nos. 3 and 4 for non-c:Jedaratioh , ?f resJJit of the earlier 
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examination held on 2.9.2012 and interviews held from 20.10.2012 to 

31.10.2012, these OAs have been filed while challenging legality of the 

~ Jevised advertisement dated 14.2.2013 and further pr.ocess of examination --
conducted by respondents. 

4. The main grounds on which the reliefs have been sought are as 

follows:-

4.1 The issuance of fresh ad.vertisem~nt Ann.A/1 and A/2 is b9d in the 

eyes. of law, because the respondents Cj=lnnotbe allovyed to proceied with re­

examination in respect of one centre only, as the vacqncies were,a<;lvertised 

on All India basis. · 

4.2 Without there being any specific order of cancellation. of earlier 

examina.tion, fresh exan;lination cannot be held. 

4.3 The selection process cannot be changed in mid stream; Either the 

entire advertisement ought to have been cancelled oL the respondents ought 

. to -have completed-the earlier selection .process. 

-4.4 Cancellation of examination without recording fwy reason and without 

holding any inquiry or application of mind to the allegations made (n alleged 

· coJilpla·ints· is improper and against the settled prinCip)es of law. 

4.5 The final result has been withhe)d and fresh examination has peen 

ordered to accommodate some blue-eye camlidCJtes. who did hot 'find ple~ce 

--··· -· -in-the-earlier-selection--process .. 

· ~- £~:"7~~:~·6 .. lnsome oftbeOAs additional:ground$h.aVE3Pf-eoav.erred:vY;it!l rE;gard 

d}~.:-:~:~- ::·,: ~-~~- .. ··.:l?.~~~~he second written examination held on 14Af2~13, like leakage of 

fl . .. ~f~-::1 :~\ :.~J&~I:nination paper,_ belated starting of .written exarflination anc;l ~hat some 

i>.... \, : . : -~~:.' ··.:;:f ~~~~ons were 811owed to sit in the. exa.(flination wh~ .did not a~p~ar in the 
\'\ )..-'('\ , 'j -,. J, r. 

:.~,.....f-· · ·-::,, !I. 1· 
\.~ ,.-. ·._ , ·' ·: .. ·.: earl1er examination held on 2.9.2012, It has a\sc> been averred in· the 
~ ~~,':r· ~ . ..__ ~ ··~-.... :<·L _,...;;r· . . ;· 

-::--:--...: errr ro erP ··1, · -",.;;·· :: 

-~,~~7 additional grounds that some persons vyere issued dall letters fqr the written 

. ... •. t .. 

i· ' . ' 
. ~ - . 
·-:j .. ". 

i 

l·i·· 
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examination, even though they were not allowed to sit in the examination 

held on 2.9:2012, ·and -some 1who were earlier allowed to appear in the 

examination ~nd called for interview, were not ·even issued admit card for 

the 14th April, 2013 examination. A ground also been taken that the 

respondents have not followed the provisiof)s regard;,ng reservation and in 

some of the OAs, the 9pplicants have armexed the news items p!Jblished in 

the newspapers regarding the irregularities committed du.ring the second 

examination held on 14.42013. 

I 

4.7 -In some cases, it has been averred as a ground to ch<[lllf?nge the 

illegality of Ann.A/1 ahd A/2 that bare ~erusal of the result of ith~ written 

examination- of 14th AprH, 2013 show that some candidates have been 

declared successful having roll numbers in a group without the.re being 

difference between the group of 5-1 0 roll; numbersreflecting lacl(oUairness. 

It has also be~n s'aid that how is it possible that not one person out of the 

· 100 odd applicants -in these OAs found place in , the list of. successful 
. . . 

~~ndidates of the April, 2013 examination, thol,Jgh a.JI of them had passed 

--~~:?:··~-~>-- the -earlier written examination and apr;r£?ared fo~th~l interview in ,the year 
· _- '~- ->~1x>~~-."- -. ~ · · · · · · -

" -~,;.,·,~01.::.. 
-- '--~\ -"~\ \:~:~--~ --. 

· '5,·. In some OAs, replies have been filed. !The couns.el, for the 
• • • j ;:' ,_ ~· ; ,I 

~.-.:;;·::~~~~pcmdents .... Shr.L.ViniL.Matbur, .. Sbri _;Girish ... J.oshi._and . .Ms. L K.Pi:irveen 

--=~;-~~~?~::~~~/'x·~-~-b·fll-ltt~d th;t-th~-~~pli~~ filed in some OAs be adop~ed as counter in those 

case~ al;o in which repiie? ~~~ve not been filed separately. Theicqunsel for 
'· . 

. the applicants have also submitted that ,t~e counteq:lflil'!l by thE? ~pplicants 

in some of the OAs may be adopted as .counter clai~t .in other 0('\s in which 

replies have not. been filed. Further, . Shri V.K.Mftt.hur, coun
1
sel for the 

' 
respondents has filed additional affidavit and both th~ parties agref3 that the 

I 
.I 

·\ 
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· same may be read as additional affidavit in all the cases. Thus, treating the 

pleadings in all the cases as complete, we are deciding these OAs. 

6. In some of the OAs, the appiicants have prayed to pursue ;the matter 

jointly. The prayer is allowed because the applicants are pursuing the same 

relief and_the Misc. AP.plications filed for joining the applicants to~ether in 

some OAs stand disposed of accordingly. 

7. In the counter, the responden(s while denying the chcprges of 

arbitrariness, illegality and irregularities committed in the first exa,mination 

averred that first examination was cancelled on the basis . df .a report 

submitted by a Board comprising of 5 O:fficers and gfter due application of 

. mind and appreciation of each and every.fact, the c~mpetent ~u~hority took 

a ·decision tb re-conduct the examination and tiJis cautious decision was 
l • ' • f 

taken after due application of mind with the re'levant facts. I( has been 
. ~ - ' ' i ' 

further averred in the reply that an internal investigation was order~d by CE 

JZ; Jodhpur to check whether the polic;:y guidelines were followed in the 
' .- . ·. .. ·. . ' . . ·'· i . 

-· - . . 

earlier examination and the said. inve~tiga'tion br.ought out varioui d,eviations 

in the procedure adopted by the CWE, ~QdhP.Ur and ~he proces~ was found 

· to be vitiated and on the qasis of the aboVe intJrnal investig~tio.n, the 

... -, ;:~:;·;·~?\(~~I7y::::2:;>: •. -competenLauthority .. orde,:ed .. to re~condu.ctJhe . .wr.itt~n ex.amini3~ion without · 
. / .. :·:.~ >~---.·77~~~~~::::,·:.~~'::\ ..... -' -~--· . ' .,. .. ··- ...... · .. -······ .... --·· ··-· -- '' ' • ' : ! ' 

/11/i.:, 'l::: ,\'~,~~rc::.~l:...,\ ;.;,>'o'hlling any fresh application and since the results were ndt finalized, 
IIi; /\'.1:":\_.;,\ ;~\'( ' •··;. ·: 
f 0 ' ~- \ ~........ \' IF • .# ,} ~.:\ ' \ lB l • 

(1 -~~: ;i ~:,:~: ... :\f :v~\ ··; th~refore, the process was re-started beginning!r~~iscrutiny of ~pplications 
\\ . \ ,, ·. ' ' ·' ·"'-~ ) '1 ' 
\''~ ~~.'.._•j"-!.,_!L.' /.'=7,\ /1.,/lf . / 

-~\~-~(;, ,"-:~-z~~;-;-,::::c;'j{r}~ J:~'=¢'ceived in the earlier process. It has been:,.fu~her averr~d that the 

\~,{_-,~~.,;~~;;~z-~'7-dvertisement issued in December, 2011 clearly ~tipulates that call for 
~..._. " -.r:\ " -1~7 ~ ! r 
"'~-----::...: ' 

--- written test and interview convey!> np assurc:rnc·~ w)latsoevrr. that the . 

. candidates will be selected/appointed.· Hence; the Cf)mpetent aut)lority was 
t 

well within its right to annul the recrJ;Jitment at any ti~1e if the sam~ is found •'. . . . \ ., .. . - .. ··. j ' . ! • ' 
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to be violative of transparency and fair play and in this. case, the competent 

authority has ordered to re-conduct the process. Therefore, there .is nothing 

'tlleg9:l, irregular and unlawful in re-conducting the examination, rather it is a 

process to hold the examination more fairly, which was well within, the ambit 

of the authorities. 

7.1 · It has been further averred in the, counter tha't the vacancies were 

advertised zone-wise and each. recruitment zo[)e W:3.S indepenrdE!nt and_, 

' ' 
therefore, it is not necessary to conduct this recruitment with all India 

recruitment process and the same can b~ conducted separately aly;o. 

7 . .2 · · So far as the grounds taken regarding re-;examination held on -~ 

14.4.2012, it has been averred that some applicant.have initiaUycreated 

chaos at the venue of the examination and one of thEfm might h9ve carried 
. ' 

papers with him surreptitiously although' the same was not allow~d to be 

taken out and the applicants. have produced that P¥!per and ,ayerred the 

·ground of. leakage of paper. It has been further stat~~d that printing of the . 

paper was done very confidentially directly under the $upervision of !3oard of 
~~:~::'::-;::-­

·.·:~· ~-; _,;: ,;::~-:·:~-9fficers ·ensuring conwlete secrecy. It has been· specifically stated in the 
....... -'. t.:·~·:<->~:\. .._ ·. . . : . . ; - .·. 1 ; : 

:--. ie'6N that Shri Om Prakash, aoolicant ·in OA Nn.H7/2013. w?.s rcreatino ··: ... ~-. ,··•1\': . · ., · . ' I I' .•·· ·· ."' -·. '". ' · : ·. ~-. ..:.J 

_: '.,. ·. ~. . ", .. ---- . . .. ~ . ' 

.: · ':nuis~nce in the. premises and he was hampering the fi\ee and fair yOflduction 
.J ; :-..-- :y . ! 1 • 

' ' ,' !;, 'I' 1 ' : ' 
.. · :oUhe examination. Hence the civil pcilice: interrupted and the candidate was· 

... . . .-~ ... ~ ...... --~-~~ ~ .. ·. ~~·,~D·--~~~~~~UgJ¢.?_Y~J.h.t?.'Y.~hY~r~ _ _Th~- i)l~!c:!e_njjnJhiO::.~;{~Ilj}l;_a~iqn centre was v~ry .. 

.... . .. . -~ ' . '·-- --~ ' '. -- .w~e~-planne'Ci" mov-eby.some riiiScreaiit8""~s they h~vel initially cre~ted chaos 
; . ~ . 

-at the ven'ue: . - !·· . l 
i 

. Th~ .. s.um .anc;J suqst9nce of all th~;rc;;plie§ .i§ .thRt re-exar:nioajion was 
. ·! ' .:- f. : . 

. ' 

conducted in a very fair and transparent mannef and the !competent 
. ! ·; ' . 

-· . (. · . .; . : . 
authority was within the competence to re-conduct t~e examina\iOfl on the 

• : ~ : t : 

basis of the findings .of the Board of. 5 officers. arld, __ therefore, :there is . .. . i . : 

nothing illegal and irregular in re-conducti~~ the examlriation. 
. . . . i. ·. !· : 

f. 

' 



8. The rejoinder submitted by some of the applieants contains more or 

less same facts and reiteration of allegations of favoritism and· nepotism . . 

except in OA No.117/2013 filed b·y applicant Om Pr~kash whe·r~in in the 
•. . ' -· . . 

- . . . . . . 

counter affidavit it has been stated that the persqn nained Shri M,ool Singh 

has never ~ade compiEI(nt against the first process of examinatio,n :held on 

2.92012 ·and no such person namely Mool Singh ever remained the 

President of the MES Workers Association. 

' 
9. Heard the counsel for the parties. The main contention of the 

applicants regarding cancellation of earlie.r examination and issua.nce of the 

advertisement dated 14.2.2012 for re-conducting· th? examinatipn and to 

cancel the entire process of earlier ~el~ction process and to ·direct the 

respondents to declare the result on the basis of the marks obtained in the 

earlier examination is that the question papers yYhile conducting re­

examination. were- leaked- and this leakage of questiQri papers i~ sufficient 

ground to declare the second proce~s illegal and th~refore, tne applicants 
. ' . . ' . ~ ' ~ - . 

claim t~ direct the respondents to de-clare the Jesuit of ~hE! earlier 

examination. Counsel for the applk;ant Jurther co6tended th~t .the first 

examination process was re-conducted .without prop:er applicati9n; of mind 
. . . r : . . 

. .. ~> ~-r~·;:-pnd. in~.a.rbltrawmi:inner,~anc:LQD_;;Lslmi.!sU~~~[~rJQ.~JQJ;cjDJj.nistrc:lt!ve rea? on, 
~';·-· ---\ -~,:_·~~:;,\---~~------~· ··---···------ : ... _ .. _____ ----~ .... -.: .. - . . . .i. .... ... ' : . 

(( ,c .• :;,·.;j >.. . •: ... :- ·-~~\was decided to re-conduct the examination. R.e~cp·nduct of 'e;X9mination 
t1 .. _.,., L.; · S I .. ') , _ _ 

. ~:;~{"-'~·-.\ ,:_\, ·.·: · .. } ·.'>:::· ~lthout cancell9tion after proper appljcat(on of mi~ct ~nd without ~ra,nsparent 
\'. •·· . ·· .·"/;'reasons and genuine grounds .i~. unsustainable: in \the. eyes; Of Jaw. In 

.._·, .. ·: '- '•, _; ,' ' , ; :r : .!. ,; . ! ; 

...... __ ..... · .--..;.\:··. 
·<::<<:::.::_::/ support of his contention, he has relied upon the ju~gment oqh€1 Hon'ble 

- ~ 

Apex Court in the case of Chairman, All~ India RaiiJv~v Recruitlilient board 
. . .. ; .... ···:.·:·-.. . 'f . . 

and Another vs. K.Shyam Kumar and Others, report~d)n (2010) B $CC614 
, ~ 



and in the case of East Coast Railway and Another vs. IVlahadev Agpa Rao 

and Others, reported in (2010) 7 SCC 678. 

10. On the contrary, the counsel for the respondentscontended that one 

Shri Om Prakash along with other persons created ct1aos initially at the 

examination- centre ·and· after interruption by the civil police, Shri Om 

Prakash was debarred from appearing in the examination and dLi~,"ing that 

' . . ~ 

nuisance period or chaos, Shri Om Prakash managed to bring -out the .paper 
i . . . . 

with him and that paper has been produ~ed, which does not amount to 

leakage of paper because ;;1fter that incident he was not Ell lowed to a'ppear in. 

the examination. The counsel for the applicants further contended [that the 

leakage ml,.JSt be prior to the examination and if· during the c9urse of 

examination.; some mischief has been committed by a~y candidate: it does 

not amount to leakage of question paper. 

... 

11. We have perused the judgments cited by the counsel :for the 

applicants., 
· .... 

. ~.;,--q;:-'.";:"~:.§::'~~;,,.,. So far as mal-practice and decision. to re-condu~t of examination is 
#~~::;~,·~~:1 1 q ~h .. =lp·~:-=~~-- . , ~ -- - ' ~ "' - - .__ . ~ -' .- _: ~ . 

//. ,, · ~~;_:;;.·c9h6'~~i)~d, we have perused tile material available o~ record ana in our 
.- .. ·:··· ·::'-... · ':-" -~\- ! : . 

,; con-~'iptrre~\ view, the Board comprising of 5 off1cers repqrted irregLJiarity and 
:~l \ '/ !! - - : . 

jll~~-~~~~~~?~~~~- _ot~~r~.:~-~~~~~-~~-~i~~~ -~-i-~-~ t~~- --~arlier_~ ~xr1~i~at~~n .. _:nd the 

corn:pe\_~Kt authority after application of miild orpere~ to re-con<;luct the 

---::·:_:~~:;;~,~~~~~:~~tion .. 'it. is· settled p-o~ition of law that on fll~nsy g-roun~s;·suc)l 
! . 

examination cannotbe cancelled,butwhere the compet~nt authority vf3rified 
. . .· : ·l . ; ' . 

1 l 

the facts from record or an inquiry howsoev~r summary ~he same rn;ay be, •it 
! ~ 

is possible for the competent authority to :take a deci~ion, that tr)ere are 
,. . . , . -'r . 

• • ' : ' j • ' 

good reasons for making the order which :the authority eventually, makes. . ~ . - . . ~ . : 

' 

./ 

. \ 
I 



I. 
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.r -·. -"' -=..-~~~_::-..... ....._ ..... 

,;/>,·· ·. ··-. - . _.- ... 
.. 

·, ·. 
._,,. 

. ' 
. .. -~-: 

··-;, 

Accordingly. the facts of present case are different from the cases cited by 

the applicants. 

12. Counsel for the applicants further relied upon the judgment of the 

Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of lnderpreet Sinqh Kahlon ~nd Others 

vs. State of Punjab and Others, reported in (2006) 11 SCC 356, !;Jut looking 

to the enquiry report which was perused by the Court while considering the 

interim relief, the facts of this case are entirely different from that of the 

present case. 

13. Counsel · for the appljcant further contended that _applicants' 

participation in the second examination cannot be·said to be ac;:qui!3scense. 
, I - . ' 

. .. , The counsel for the respondents does not controvert this contention in view 

of the judgment of th.e Hon'ble Supreme ~ourt in the ·case of Ramesh Kumar 

i :,_ .. • - ': ' : ~ i :: 

'~t~~$~ 
vs. High Court of Delhi and Another r~ported in (201 0) 3 SCC 104. 

.. . r-;;;._ 

14. So far as other grounds averred i(l the OA$ ar,e concerned, there are 

specific allegations regarding rnal-practic;;;e, arbitrarint;:ss and other mala~fide 

action on the part of the respondents and it has be,en admitteq quring the 

course of arguments that almost all the applicant~ who appe,ared in the. 
·\ 

~ -earlier ·examination have been .. calledJq appear in .±fiB .second examination 

· except Shri Gaurav Jangid, but in the counter filec;li by the respondents, it 
' . ! . 

has been specifically averred that re'-CO(ldUcting ofe}camination started right 
. ' . . t . 

from the stage of scrutinizing of applications forms; arid. if the ;ci;tndidate's 
. .Jl . - . 

form was not found in terms of the advertisement.~ that applicant has not 
I ; .. 

been issued call letter for the written E?Xamination •. [Therefore, the grounds 

taken by the applicants in this .context do not carrYr any force. ;couns!:!l for 
~ - . ; . t. 

the applicants although pleaded that ,one applicant who had earlier not 
.. i. 

··r . 
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appeared in the examination, was allowed to appear in the second 

examination at Jodhpur centre, but the counsel for the applicant during the 

'cour.$e of arguments could not verify the details of SliGh person, therefore, 

the averment made in the application appear. to be vague. Si~ilarly the 

averments regarding arbltrarinf)ss, malafideness and mal-practice;averred in 

the applications are also vague and incorrect 

15. Counsel for the applicants contended violation of the provis;io[ls of the 
. : -

reservation policy, but on the contrary, cbunsel for the respondejlts denied 

this fact. We have perused the adverti~ement issued by the r,e~pondent 

department and in the advertisement itself it has been mentionf)d that no 

minimum marks are required in the written·t~st to call for interview and as far 

as possible 5 times of the vacancies, :the persons. will be called :in the 

interview and if in some categories less persons, have ·beeQ pecla\ed 

successful in written examination, it cannot· be said that respon¢ents have 

/}r ·"'"->-~\"1'V \"""·. ~ ~~. , /(j;...o.1~~~~~~{,1~t?~:'\, not followed the reservation policy because ultimately the reservation point 

, J I ,., I"/,,- ·"' ""''~•- · .. ' '"· : // "'///:·'' .. · §,;~(h:·::_\\ .\\have to be complied with after completion of recruitment process. 

I<~' 4~\_'~~~]!~~1;~ So far as the contention regardingre-conduq!ing of exa~ination at 

: ~ :...
7 ''l.Ji'E ~,r-,\l,_.J:..~ . H d rt . d h d- ~ d ·rt. Th : --~~,;::J' one ea qua er IS concerne , we ave peruse t.pe a ve 1s~m,ent. · e 

--- ---sepa~ate -status -in-condl:icilrig the examination. Th!J~, vacanci~~ vyere also 

de'ferminE{c:l at the zonal level. 'Therefore,- this argu11lent of the tounse) for . - ' -. ·i - . 

the applicants that now. the re-examination _canriot \l?e -c;onduct~d for ,one 

headquarter only is not sustainable in the. eyes of law.! 

·: 

17. ·Counsel for the applicant further: contended t~at-there is no specific 
•· f 

order of cancellation of the earlier examination, but 1vve ·are not inclined to 

' ,, 
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accept this argument because re-conduction of examination automatically 

pre-supposes cancellation of the earlier examination and there is no need to 

specifically cancel the earlier examination. Thus, this argument does not · 

carry any force. 

18. We have consi¢ered rival contention of both the parties. Although the 

applical}ts have averred in their OAs the fact of favoritism, nepotism and 

other all_egations. but· such averments made in the OAs are va,gue and no 

specific allegation has been made again
1
st any officer. Moreove;r,. there are 

vague averments in these applications. that some of the: .candidates 

·appeared .at Jaisalmer in the earlier. examination and they< h<we been 

allowed in the second examination at Jodhpur,· but no such do¢umentary 

evidence has been produced by the ·applicants. l_n .addition to· it, so far 

issuance of call letter in the second examination to Shri Gaurav Jangid is 

concerned, ithas been replied in the counter that as the entire process has 

been re-started from the· stage. of scrutiny of. application forrn?, .therefore, 

. . 

law that. where the 'competent authority verified the lracts from rbcord of any 

inquiry howsoever summary the same may he,, it is poss)ble for the 

competent authority ·to take a decision that ther~ are good ;reasons for 
' . . J . . : • ~ . . 

making the order which the authority eventually 4akes. Accpr9ingly, the · 

reasons merition~d in t)le enquiry repqrt by the: co[np_etent auth9rity to re-

conduct the examination cann9t be 9aid,to be irTI[JfQ~~r.or illegal~ 
. . . : . ..~-~ -~~~~:~ 1: ' ' 

.. ~ --· -- _, --~ ---:u 
... 
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20. So -far as contention regarding reservation point is concerned, It ·Is 

well settled principle of law that after finalization of the recruitment process, 

reservation policy shall" be complied with, therefore, at this stage, merely 

after declaration of result of the written examination, it cannot be said that 

reservation policy has f10t been complied with. 

21. So far as .failure of a~plicants in the examination and passi,ng of some 

. - I . 
of other candidates as evidence of unfairness is concerned, in tl)e apsence 

of any specific allegation or specific malice on the part of any; officer the 

same cannot be accepted as proof and, therefore, the contention raised by . -

the applicants can riot sustain in the eyes ·of law. · 

22. In totality of the above discussions, in our considered view, all the 

I 


