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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JODHPUR BENCH, JODHPUR 

Jodhpur this the 241
h day of October, 2013. 

CORAM 

HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE KAILASH CHANDRA JOSHI, MEMBER (J) . 
· HON'BLE MS. MEENAKSHI HbOJA,:MEMBER (A) . . ' 

OA No.117/2013 

Om Prakash s/o Shri Sakta Ram, Caste-Jat, aged 25· years, r/o c/o Krishna 
Ram Godara, Godara · Ka Bas; bigari Kalla, Ajmer Road, Jodhpur 
(Candidate for appointment as Mate (SS~) in MES, Army, Jodhpur:) 

.. Applicant 
. . · ··--~ .. -~ .. ·- ... ·- · · ·· ..... ··.··· .. ·-·-(fil-rau9ti):\dva.cate::tvT r.~·-:-s~r~sfi'Eirma:r·--~·~----,~~ .. ·---·-·· ~-····· ~-~-~~-'"~,.--~-----~-·~"· · · · ·· .. -... · ·· --·· ·· · · ··· · ·· ·· --· ---- -· 

Versus 

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

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

Military · Engineer Services, Headquarters Chief Engineer, 
Southern Command Pune, · · 

. Military ·Engineer ·Services, Headquarters, Commander Works 
.. EDgineeJ (CV"LELArmy, M_u[t_an Li!J_E)_~ .•. ~QQ.~P(Jr. · 

.. Respondents 

1. Pola Ram Chaudhary S/o Rup_a Ram Chaudhary R/o. Gaurav 
· .... · ···-·msu·se;--NeaT·san·rv:raraTempi~·;·Panch--·satti;·RatanC\,··Jodhpur 

. (Raj). · · · 

2. · - Ramswaroop· ·s/o Sujan3m, Rlo;ViHage Ramasani Tehsil Bilara, 
Distt- Jodhpur (Raj). · 

Shyam La!_ S/o Kaluram, R/o Village . Pitasani, . Tehsil & Distt­
. Jodhpur. (Raj). 

?, ... 

--------------- -·------ ----- ----· . -



:~ . . 

'• ·. 

4. Mahipal Slo Bhomaram R/o. Village Ramasani Tehsil Bilara, Distt­
Jodhpur (11-aj). 

5. Rampraka:sh Moga S/o Omaram Moga, R/o C-1 0, Rajiv Nagar, 
· Mahamandir, Jodhpur (Raj). . · t . . 

6. Ramniwa~ S/o Puraram R/o C/o Ramsingh Choudhar,: 18 Ajuja 
Colony, Atrport Road, Ratana, Distt- Jodhpur (Raj). · · · 

' 
7. Mohan L~l S/o Buddha REml, 8/o Villc;~ge Da~ntiwara, v)a"'Bancf.r. 

Distt~ Jodl')pur. (Raj). · ; . . · . ! . 

Mahendra: Ram S/o Chunni Lal Rio Village Aaktaji, Po$t;Bpwra)a,"'-.--,.-
Via.,.. Bqn~r, .. pistt-.JQdnp~ur (Rain.< _ · ; -_ :" . t · 

_ __;_. \• . . ; 

8. 

}· . . . : ; . ~ . ~ . 

9. · Rakesh S/o Kaluram R/o Village Pitasani, Tehsil & Distt-Jodhpur 
(Raj.). ! · · · . · · · · ' ' • 

' ............ ,Applicarhts 
~ ' : 

;, 

(Through Adv. Mr. K.ailash Jangid) 
! 

Versus 1 

~;:~~~k, Union of lnp,ia· th.rough Secr~tary, Ministry of Defence,
1 
.~aks:ha 

..t:Y"''''·" h.• ,,.;-;., ,,:-..Shawan New Delhi . ·' ' - . ' , 

~~~)~fii~~~. Dir~cto! Gen~ral (Pers)/E1C; (1), ¥ilita~ Engineer( Jervi~e. 
1! r;•.:· ;f:.;;;':~~f§:{;~:: .. ·.~ "\t=JD.gineer-in Chief's Branch, lntegr<;~ted. HQ))f MoD (Army) Kashmir 
H ;'; i), t{_~~1~Jtf:A~if }j-{~ijse, Rajaj'i Marg, New Dellli- 11i0011, . • ; r l ! . 

\\ ~ .• ;:., ·· ·:1, .• ;~ ·."~· .. 'Q ·/~ .~,.,. 1$ - ': : . ·~ ' · . j ! ·, ·-

,~~;~:~~~~~:~~;~tary Engiheer Services, Headq~arters Crief Engineer, lS~uthyr~ 
-~~:~~- . ommand Pune 4'11001. ' .! : 

4: Military EngiQE?er Servic.e Headguarters·, Cornm9nder VVorksj'Ehgih~er. 
(CWE), Army, Multan Line Army,· Jodhpur-· 3(4201 0. · i i ·, · · '-

. . ! ~ J 

; ; 

; : .. ....... Resp0nderits ·' · r · · 1 1 · i 

(Through Adv. Mr. Vinit Mathur and Ms K. Parve~n) · 

. . ~ 

OA No. 136/2013 
' ' 

' i 

1. Mohit Singh Chouhan S/o Jagdis~ Singh .G:nC>:uhan, Plot ;Ntp.· 3d B 
Hakim Bagh Opp. Sardar School, qistt-Jodh.p9r.~(Raj). i ! 

I. : i f 

2. Rahul Sharma S/o Shri Jai De\i, Sharma,· Rio 27, A~a l Nagar, 
Mahamandir, Jodhpur, (Raj) 3.420p?. · ·· ' !. 

! ............. Apblicabts 
. :· ' I· ... 

. . ~ ! ' j ' 
(Through Adv.: Mr. Kailash JC)ngid) 

. f ..• 



.J 

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

2. The Director General (Pers)IE1 C (1 ), Military Engineer Service, 
. Ellgineer~in Chiefs Branch, Integrated Hd of MoD (Army) Kashmir 

House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi..:.. 110011. · · · 

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

4. Military Engineer Service Headquarters, Commc;~nder Works Engineer 
(CWE) Multan Line Army, Jodhpur- 342010. · 

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

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

OA No.143/2013 with MA No. 71/2013 

1. Nanaga Ram Slo Vishna Ram, Aged_- 20 years, Rio Bajrang Medical 
Store.Opp. Govt. Hospital Sin_dh~ry,·District-:- Barmer, Rajasthan. 

2. Ani! Kumar S/o late Shri Kasu Ram, Aged-31 years, Rio H.No. 91 
Sargara Colony, 91

h Chopasani Road, Jodhpur. · 

3. Pawan Ku.mar S/o Surja Ram; Aged-21 years, R/o Villag~-Jajiwal 
Khichi, Po!?t:-J,ajiwal Kalla,. District-Jodhpur, Rajasthan. 

--·-- ··A-:--Vikram-Ghoudhc;~ry-S/o-Shri-Kana- Ram; Aged-24 years, Rio Village 
. .--"~-~ _ Jajiwal Kala, District~Jodhpur,.Rl:ljasthan. . - --

7--~ ~ :--~ ... ";:~ . . . . 
/~~-=r;f';.~~~tqs· '~"·~~~ · . . . · · · . 

·;;~5:;~·-",:~~]::?.S;:.~:_-?;;::_~:~:;~)\.~-. Sa~gram Bingh .S/o Shri Vikr.ar:n Singh, A~ed-24 -years, ~/o Plot No. 
· //,;~( .. -2}-f·;~f~n~:~~>~;~~-~? \~ 171, -New Colony, BJS, near Knshna_Manq1r, Jodhpur, RaJE\sthan. 
if I /,t Jl"~.~- "1;J[,_,...s,;·!~;. <:-.':\\ ... \ . , • • 

-i · .~.ft·· f.?; ;;".'if:;:if'' L .G.~W<Jshan Bifigfi··· $70- -rrem -Sihgh - snau,- Aged~25 yea;rs, Rio 

\\ :~\ ;~~~~~- ·r;.h:;fi10 _ }~.,.~'l!Jaswantpura, Tehsii-Pokharan, District-Jaisalmer.· 

· ~~~~~~~~;~~~;~~ ... ::.E;,:;, . .';.~(;;i;y· Ramswaroop S/o Shri Sujra Ram, Aged 25 years, -R/o Village-
'~~;:,~.;;-.::~:~:>.::·· :1!.'>:~~ .. ~-Heeradesar, District-.Jodhpur:,.Hajasthan. 

--~--==~~--~:=:~:~~~J~~·~=;;.=~~~;-.. :Si~;~=;~~=~~~-~~=~~~~-~:~;-~-~~;···-~;-~~-;~:~e~;s; '·:Rio V. -&PO-
Bardhana, Tehsii-Pokharan, Districtc Jaisalmer. · 

9.- Vikrani Singh S/o Shri Manohar Singh, Aged -23 years, Rib Piot No. 
5 Ganesh Nagar, Bhadwasia, Jodhpur, Rqjasthan. 

1 O.Ayuh Khan S/o Shri Mumtaj Khan,· Aged 24 years, R/o B-26 Avtar 
Colony near Mandore Garden, Jodhpur (Raj) · 

11. Yakub Khan .S/o Shri Mumtaj Khan, Aged-25 years, R/o B-26 Avtar 
. Colony, near fylandore Garden, Jodhpur (Raj) 

. i 



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

13. Shravan Kumar Chaudhary S/o Shri Gordahn Ram:, Aged-g2, years, 
R/o Village Salwa :Kallan, Tehsil & Oistrict-Jodhpt.lr, Rajasth~n.: · 

.. . ~ 

14. Pramod Sharma S/o Ram Ratan Suthar, Agedc29 years, R/p Sajra,ng 
Medical Store .Opp. Govt. Hqspital . Slnd~arY;. Dist~.~$arm,eq, 
Rajastha·n. · · · · · : · I · 

· 15. Moda Ram Parmar S/o Shri Shi~mti -lijil, Aged-2Q Years, Rto/B.hee'll?~-
ka-Bass, Tehsii-Sayala, District-Jalor~. Ral~stha:n. : I i · · · -~ · 

16. Pintoo Ram S/o Shri Kuya R~m.i GJged 21 y~ars; R/o 
Central, C/o GE Army Central Jodhpyr, Rajastfi~n. l 

17. Kana Ram Rana S/o Shri SS:ka :Ram Ran~.; Ag<;q-22 ~eJrs, lR~o . . . '• .. ' .. · .. ' , ... ; • ... . I· I '•, ·I ' 

Police Thane-ke-Paas, Tehsii--Sayla; District~Jalbre, iRajasthari. ' l' i 

18. Ravi Kumar S/o Kailash Kum.ar J Aged-~~· years, . R/o ~~. l~qi;a 
Colony,Air Fcirce .. Road, Jodhptir! !Ja)asth,ah:.~:: f l ! l t: ; 

) ;·. . , • ; r l ': i 
_ l . 1 i r· ~ 

19. Dharma Ram S/o Shri Hema ;R~n\ Aged~25 y~ars, Rtb iViiiP;g$-
. Salwan-KallaQ, Mandore,·Jodhp'~r.)R~jas\~an.•:~~- ·: · f · · · -~~- j .. l 

20. Rajesh Bheel.S/~ Shri Parsa ~all'\, /,\ge,q;)9;·'(~ar~. R/~ sre;elo~+k~-
Bass, $ayla Olstnct-Jalore, RaJf:1¥t~ar. : ' ,.· L i . . j r :. I: l 

. · ~ i t .. .- · -.. r ·· · ! · ; t · ~ =· r 
;,.--:-- . 21. Sampat Dagala ,S/? ~h,ri R?'T}~~rvtar .. ~~~r9~~J years~ ~~? Vill.i& 

~~~~-.;:_~. Post-Kharda Randhrr Vi_a~sanar,iJ??,hPl!~; 11~?larma.n., · . t : ._ ! ·.· l 
£¥~~~.~--j_;l'.:.:-2~~~ .. :. ·, . ' :·_.,. '{"·":··- ~- '· : ! . ~ =. ! 

/l)jf.,~\":(j~~"?)~~!,,_ ~aj Kumar Singh S_ankhalc;l S(oi S;hr;i GoNin,<t .~tn.gh Sa,nk~al~,; ~ge;d-
. !-'/ '~;··li~{~~ .J~'~.,·· .. :,"f ~~. ye_?rs, ~lo : :Nathu . .Bhawa,n,; ~al~m"'.~~;'f~1a_asf :·umrn,ed-Ch;q1k, . 

i ~"1 '-' .~.. .,_,.,, ·--:·, · J~rlhpur RaJasthan . · ; · · ... ,. · . , ·1 '. 1 
t.·:;/-(:~l i:-~~ ~ · ~}·~·~r ,. . · · · . : 1 J · r ~ 1 ;; 1 
1

~\ ~:]·~\ ~".\>··~1 A:~~·f?Yatap Singh Sip~ Shri ~oon S)_~g~. ;Ag~q-23~~~~r~, Rlo,qu~rte~:No. 
'\:~~q;-~;:.-:·};;~-~~;:?tJ2, MES Colony, Jodhp-ur, RCJJasrh!n. ·· : : }·: ~ ·. • : ! F 1 . 

~"~};;f~.Sahi ~am Bishnoi, S/o..~hr.i'C.?~?~-~!a .F<.~;r:r;:~iM'ddt,~gr~-~~ Y~afs, 
· ~ .. ~ R/o V!llage-Lamba, Tehsii-BIIClra, !p19tnct-Jqc(ljQur; RaJas~hpn[· i: •. ! 

._ . . · , . . : ; : : ; 'f~ .. -: ' , ll L I 
25. Harend.ra ~houqharx S/o f?hr.r '?9d~rarp .y,~P~Y-~n~;y; ~$:e.p-?5; y~ars. 

R/~ . D1gan Kallan, Neno-kt~Dhr~~. Sh)rgr~arhtDistnpt1J9dRPW. 
Rajasthan. i ) :;:\4;:,,'_[ · ·j l: (' 1 

26. Prakash Saran 
1 
S/o Shri Bhiya Rcim, Ag~t(;~-9 -years, ~~J· Vi/l:aJe., 

Nahar.o-ki-Dhani, Teh. & Distri~t-Jpdhpur, ~-~l.st~?q. .. j ! : l~ l 
· . .. , , " . . _ : ~ 1 ! .. · : .i · .. :i r :~~ ~- _: · , ~ . . r 1 : ~; 1 

27;,. Had man Ram S/o. Shri Arjun Ra'r s.o~l,.;k\9.~.:ct~l3'iye~rs; •f!p YiHa~e- .. 
Heeradesar,Te~sii~Bhopalgar.h\ ~~stnct-:J,9P~BW\;"[ :· , . 1 I· , !! I 

28. Ram· Kishor. S/o Shri Mangl{:l R~ni. Ag~d'L-l2~' y·ears,: ~~~ ViJ!a~e-
Osran, Tehsil-,Bhopalg;;~rh, Di;;tricr~Jbdhpu(. . r ~ i i )i !.· 

-i- ·. L i 
{ '' 

J 

f . t.~. . . 1 

r !: ! 
t 
L 
~-

J I 

. ·_/,.· 
./' 



t_' . 

-~-

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

, -~9· Usman Khan S/o Usuf Khan, Aged-26 years, R/o Ward No .. 11, Near 
·oaud Hazi~Ki Kothi, Indira Colony, Bhadra, District-Hanur;nangarh, 
Rajasthan: · · 

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

32. Manohar Singh S/o Shri Mala Ram, Aged-27 Years, R/o Viii+Tilwasni, 
· Tehsii~Bilara, Disti"ict..:Jodhpur, Rajasthan. · · · 

33. Ram Lal S/o Shri Surja Ram, Aged-26 years, R/o. Village,Jajiwal 
Khichiyasar, Via Bc:~sni, District-Jodhpur, Rajasthan . 

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

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

Versus. 

1. Un.ion of lnc;fia through Secretary, ·Ministry of. Defenc.e1 Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

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

OANo. 1R1/2013 
.... ·---· ·-----• '"~'"~-·· ~· -··••••-••••<-"•••••<••··- ···~--T-< 

Jugal Kishor S/~ Shri Mishri Lc:il; Aged 2~ years, R/o \orwra Ki H~v!3li Nf3ar 
· Rajmahai·Middle Schooi-Ajay-Chowk;Jodhpur. -• i . i : · 

. · ' ............. ,1\pplicants 
~ ( . 

·(Through Adv: Mr. -s.P: ·Sharma) 

Ver:;;us 

1. Union ·of India through Secretaf]Y, · Minis\ry ~()f Defen¢~·. !Rak?ha 
Bhawan; New Delhi. · 1 

2. The Director General (Pers)(F1q: (1 ), MHJt~[y Enginaer pervjce, 
Engineer:i_n Chiefs .Branch, ITJ}egf;ated HQ; of !MoD (ArrtrJO Kas~mir 

... -·House, Rajaji Marg, NewDelhi;}y1 '0011. · ·I · • ! ! 

~-~ : 

: i 



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

4. Military Engineer Service Headquarters; Commander Works: Engineer 
(CWE), Multan Line Army,. Jodhpur" 342010. · · 

........... Re~p<?ndents 
'',·l·· 

(Through Adv. Mr. Vi_nit Mathur, Ms K. Parveen & Mr. Girish Jo~hi} 
' I • 

~- ·:· Oo~O •• .., ... -, ~-~ ·----~••»••~-'" ....... '"--·-~---~------...-..-+,,~;_-__ ,.,_, __ .~--- ·--~--..-- '••A oO ,_ -~~-

,.L-.-,~--.--oo••o••-' 

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

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

2. Ramdev Nayak s/o Shri Madar La\. Nayak, aged 28 ~~ars, !r/o 
H.No.30, Air Force, Indira Colbf\'y, Ratn·ada, Jodhp:ur; Ra]a~than. 

~ . . ._;, l. 1 
3. Man ish Nayak s/o Shri Ramdev Nayak, i aged 27 lYerars r/o 

H. No.68~B; Pabupra;· Givil Air P6rt Road,-.J0~hpur,-RajaS;th~n,- ... 
• f : f 1 

. . i. ! 

4. Vis hal s/o Poosa Ram; aged 28 years,: r/0, Bombay [N)o~ors Co. 
behind Pancholiya Nadi, Harijarl Basti, Jodhpur, Rajasth~n; · 

5. 
. t ' . i ~ 

Durjan Singh s/o Shri Roop Sirigh, aged-'28 years, r/o PlotNo.169 
Hanwant 'B' BJS Marg No.17, Jodhpur, ~ajasthan. . l ' 

Gaurav Jangid s/o Shri Shank~r La\ Jq'ngip, aged 25~y~ars, r/o 
H.No. 29-30, Ram Mahalia, ! Outside j Nagori Gate, i Jodhpur, 
Rajasthan. · · · 

......... ! ... Applicants' i 
I i 

Versu~ 
t 

1. Union of India through s'ecreta\Y, Ministry• fat Defen~~-- I Rak;sha, 
Bhawan,.New Delhi. . , : ; 

' .. ~ -~ l : : 
2. The Director General (Pers)/E1 ¢ (.1 ), M_ili(~ry Engine?dr 1serv)ce, 

Engineer-in Chiefs Branch, \nteg(ated HO[o'f!Mob (Arrhi) jKas~mir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi;- 1 ~ 0011. · · .·; · . ; · 

f 
3. Military Engineer Servfces, HeadCjuarters Chl~f Engineer( $.ol'ithem-

Command· Pune- 411001. . . : . ~ ~ · : ~- f , 
. ' ' . 

4. Milita-ry Engineer Service Headquarters, Comrnbnder Works ~ngineer 
Army, Jodhpur. ' · · ' 'j·i · : ; 

r . . ! ~-

s. Commander Works Engineer (GW~) (P) (Ar!Tl~rj,-~anar, Jodhpur. • 
. . : lf • ' . 

r· --. 

; 

. ; 

-~ f .. ' 
f 
~ 

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 Kishah Ji, Aged about 23 years, R/o 5B, lndra · 
Colony, Panch Batti Circle, Air Force R.oad, Jodhpur, Raja13than. 

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

3. Tulsi Ram S/o Shri Ram La! Ji, R/o Plot No. 276, Nehru, Colony, 
Ratanada Road, Jodhpur, Rajasthpn. 

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

5. Raju S/o Shri Manohar La! Ji, R/o H.No. 122, 'Gali No. 3, Kqilawat 
Pan Palace, Prithvipura, Rasala Road, Jodhpur, Rajastha~. : 

6. Pintu Ram S/o Shri Koya Ram, :S/o BSO A~my Center, Cjo GE 
Army Central, Jodhpur, Rajasthan. 

7. Moda Ram Parmar S/o Shri Shanti La! Ji, R/o Bhilo Ka Sas, 'Tehsil 
Sayla, Disjrict Jalore, Rajasthan . 

.,...-;:-..-:=::~"'.:- 8. Ritu Panwa_r W/o Shri Niranjari, R/o Vid)lya Nagar, Paota, 
.b~~ .·•x:0~f~I1S .._q}'?<~"'- Jodhpur, Rajasthan. 

!!, ... .,. -~':1~, ...... .._..,.:,-s-':: ... ~ ..... 
.,-ot&~ .. ., .. '.t' ...... ~""~·-:- .. , ... ~,_ ..... "', .,:·. ::·. '\ "'· 

J,l!Ft/~~~:~~~1;,~:;.;-- ··; ·.)g'_-~ -\~\Sawai Singh S/o. Shri Ugam Sjng_~, R/o V8<P Bardana, Tehsil 
(/ .. ,.t/.:(;~~~g~;;::?:' _-. ·. ·."- \~okaran, District Jaisalmer, Raja~than. . 

\
,,' ~~-(f \~?!f~~~~t~~~~~ 19~:.:;:1ijanjay ~houhan S/o Shri C~ar)dra_Prakas\il, R/o Q.N6. 503/3, 

-~ ~ K.:~:-~:.··:·. :} .-~--~,_,~.Lancer Lme, Army Area, Jodh'pur., Rajasthan. 
~ -~-- ··,._: ····::...-·· .. ·..-' .. , ' 

~~~~.,;:r· "' Rajesh Bheel S/o Shri Parsa Ram, R/o Bhilo Ka Bas, Tehsil -
~~~''10 ... -w-" ~> Sayla, District Jalore, Rajasthan. 

12. Kaoaram Rana S/o Shri Saka Ram Ji, R/o Near Pollee Station, 
Tehsil Sayla, District Jalore, Rajasthan. · · · · 

·13. Bhupendra Singh S/o Shri Jai Singh, R/o 60~, New Colony, B~S 
Colony, Jodhpur, Rajasthan. . · · · · · · · 

14. Kishan Singh -S/o Shri Prem Singh, R/(J Vtllage Jaswantppura, 
Post Jemla, Tehsil Pokaran, D_istrict J'aisalmer, Rajasthan.· 

15. Ashok S/o Shri Bhiya Ram Ji; Rio Village Knokharia, Po.st rBanar, 
Jodhpur, Rajasthan. · · 1 · 

16. Daulat Ram Choudha1y S/o Shri Harman Ram, R/o Village 
Nandri, Post Banar, Jodhpur, Rajasthan. 

.: ! 

i 

I 
I 
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17. Ganpat Ram S/o Shri Laxman Ji, R/o Village Aangahwa, Post 
Aanganwa, Surpura, Jodhpur, Rajastlian. 

18. Anil Kumar S/o Shri Kesu Ram Ji; R/o gth Chopasani Road,· 
Behinq Ranvir Shawan, Jodllpur; F{c;~j~sthan .. 

19. Kishna Ram Slo Shri MangiLal Ji; R/o Nandra Kalan, Post Banar, 
. Jodhpur, .Rajasthan. · · · 

20. Narendra Kum_ar. _S/o. ShrL .. CbeJ~ H;;~m.JL 8/ .. Q 1S'ID.C.~LLlo§,_.f\LLI;_~-~--- .~:: ................... . 
Quarter, Arm;iArea. Jodhp .. ur, . .R<;~j_c:tsthan . _____ . ___ ............................... :.......... ... ..................... ... 

. ' .... ,_,.;_._,!-. : . 

... .. . •.. .. .. Applicants 

·(Through Adv: Mr R,S. Shekhawat) · 
·_, ___ , __ 

Versus 
: .... ; 

1. Union of India through SecretarY.', Ministry of D'efenceJ Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi.· 

2. The Director General (Pers)/f::1 C: (1 ), Military Engineer; q>ervice, 
Engineer-in· Chiefs Branch; lntegr~ted HQ :,af MoD (Army) f}.ashmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi -1 t0011. · · · · ' ' · 

: .......... Re~p9ndents 

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

. ~ . 

OA No.284/2013 

! . 

1 .. Mohd. Arbaz s/o Mohd. Ayub;, aged 19 years r/6 S/l~ntipl!ra, 
Mehavatori Ki Masjid Road·, Jod~pur: · f : ~ 

3. 

. i. ~ ·. ~ . i ! . ~ 
Bhagwan Prasad Prajapat s(o ~hri· Ram~shwar Prajap;at, ~ged;_31 
years • rio 254; Mata Ka Thaf,J, Dairy )Willi· Gali N6.B, l Sutl!lla, 
Jodhpur. · } · ' 

!· . . ; ~ '··. -----~ . 
. . . f . . ! 

Parmeshwar Prajapat . s/o Shrj Ramesh't{ar. Prajapat;: c(ged i 29 
years, ~r/o 2!54 Mata Ka Than; Dairy :~~~~· Gali ncb.~. i Sut~la, 
Jodhpur. 1 

. ~ 

2. 

Sharvan Ram. Sarari s/o $hri; Achql RC!ni, aged 22 i years :rio 
Village-B-Road, Saran Nagcir, Ajmer Road/Jodhpur. : i · · 

• t .. . 

4~ 

. [ . 
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... Applicants. 

(By Advocate: Shri S.P.Sharma) 

Versus 

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

2. The Director General· (Pers) El C (1) Military Enginee~ Service 
Engineer-in Chiefs .Bench, Integrated HQ of MoD (Army) Kashmir 
Hous·e,· Rajaji Mai-g,' New Delhi- 110011. · 

3. Military ·Engineer Service: Headquarters_ Chief Engineer, !Southern 
Command Pune- 411001. 

4. · Military Engineer Services, Hea.d Quarters Commanqer Work 
Enginee~ (CWE), Army, Jodhpur- 342010. 

5. Commander Works Engineer (CWE~:) '(P) (Army); Banar, Jodhpur. 

, . : ........ Resp?ridents 
(Through Adv. Mr Vinit Mathur) 

OA No. 285/2013 

1. Tilok Chaudhary S/o Shri Anda Ram, Aged about 19 y~ars, R/o 
Village Guji-awas; Post Banar, Distt.)odhpur. · 

2. Sanwar Ram S/o Shri Bhanwal La I,: Aged about[20 years, R/o ViiiE:lge 
· Khokharia, Post Banar, Distt. Jodhpur. · · :. 

3. Ganpat Lal S/o Shri Laxman Ram, Aged abo~t 22 years; :Ri;o N~ya 
Gaanv,_Post Chopara, Tehsil SojatCity, Distt. P~li. · · 

==-~~=~~~~:ged~4 
!-'~-~~' · / "fi~" ,-:,.,-,,/:·;::--\ . · ;~\~-- Rahul Sharma S/o Shri Lalit Sharma, AgecJ: pbout 21 :y,eejrs, Wo · 

'<· _ ···~c.\,,, ~\ -.\ Bajran Colony, Ne<:lr Golnadi, Ummed ChoWk,,4pdhpur. · ! -. 
•"•/;»·,,:- ."' ~·~=-';',, ~!-=~~~~ ;·~~- ·-·-··~~~·•••••u? __ .,._. __ _.,~,,~ .. ·,o-~.--,•~••r••·~•·•••''''••-''''-'•''' •-· '''•,•'•>'"·"",t'"'''•• ''l 

\.~ '~." \:~ . . . , .. H} ,'. o 5; lmran S/o Shri Abdul Rahim aged ;25 yean;;, R/,o in fronfof <poln<;Jdi, 

~~<: t~':;{,~~' ~~~:~, ~~:~~~:d;~~r M:hamm~d Shake~l, ~~ed about 121 yeeffi 
~~~:,~!~" '~~~_.--.;:-.. >' R/o Kabutron Ka Chowk, Nyariyo ~ Ki Mastjd"''K~ Pas, Path$ri G;ali, 

Jodhpur. .· · i · · 

i 

i 
~ _ .. 

8. · Hidayafullah Khan S/o Shri.Liyakat:UIIah Khan,; !Ag~d about12~ years,· 
Rio K-83/?05, H?f!Jjc;tn Ji Ka.; H~tha, Ba~~dBPC:ld, Aktra' Nagar, 
Jodhpur. - · · · [ • 

r· ·-· -:-.--

:1 •··· ........ :.Applica,nts 
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(Through Adv. Mr. B. Khan) 

Versus 

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

-2. -The Director General (Pers) El_· C (1) Milit~ry Engine~r: Seryice 
Er:Jgineer-in Chiefs Be[lch lnt?grtlted HQ of •MoD (Army) iKashmir 
Hoose, Rajaji Mar!;i. New Delhi- 1 ~ 0011. 

3. Military Engineer. Service. · HE!adq!larters . Chi~f Engineer, Southern 
Command Pune 411001.' · · ··· : · . 

4. Military Engineer Service Head QL)arters Commander War)<. E:ngineer 
(CWE) Multan Line Army, Jodhpur- 342010 .. 

.. ......... Respond~nts 
· (Through Adv. Mr Vinit Mathur) 

OA No.347/2013 

Vikas s/oShri Dinesh Kumar, aged 21 years, r/o Nagori Gate, Kai_a Colory. 
Gali no.3, Distt. Jodhpur. · 

.. Appl)cant 

Versus 

· 1, • Unibn_ of India·_ through -se-cretary, Mini?.try;. of Defence, Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

.·-··~·······" -~' .... _.,..., __ -~ ...... -··~-· ~ ............... -~---~ .·• ___ _.,..,, ·-~ 

2. The Director General (Pers) Ei C (1) Miliiary Engir~er Service 
Engineer~in Chiefs Bench Integrated HQ of MoD (Arniy); Ka$hmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New D-elhi --. ri 10011. . . . ' , 

. . 1, Sadique Khan S/o Shri Rase~d ~han, aged fii~out 26 years,i R/o Post 
. . . . . .. .. . _____ ...:_-:·--- ... :.£ar.asow.Ka .B.c:mglca,JY.lpfi Ch.Rw!<J J99bP~h : l . ...... 1 , , 

,~-·-- ···- - .. 

.· ·; 

~ 
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2. Chand Khan S/o Shri Abdul Raseed, aged about 28 years, R/o Post 
Farasow Ka E?angla, Moti Chowk, Jodhpur. 

. .. : ......... Applicants 

· (Through Adv. Mr. B. Khan) 

Versus 

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

2. The Direc:::tor General (Pers) El C (1) Military E:ngineer Service 
Engineer-in Chiefs Bench ·Integrated HQ of MoD (Army) :K<?shmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi- 110011. 

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

4. Mit[tary Engineer Service Head Qwa[ters Commander Work Engineer 
(CWE) Multan Line Army, Jodhpur -·34201 0. · · · 

5. Commander Work Engineer (CWfS) (P) (Army), Banar, :JQdhpur 
342027. 

.. ......... Re~pondents 

(Through Adv. Mr. Vinit Mathur, Ms K. PFJrveen & Mr·Girish Josh\) 

OA No. 394/2013 

1. Bhanwar Singh Rathore S/o Shri Om Sing8 Ratnore, aged about 24 
·years, R/o Flat No. 58, AZSA,·B.J.s.;colony, Jod6pur. 

~ ., . . f 

2. Deepak Chaudhary S/o Shri Pokhar: Ram, aged :about 19 yea~:s, Rto 
Nen.o Ki Dhani, Sikargarh Road; Post Nan~ra Kala, Tehsil ;&:Distt.-
Jodhpur. · · · · .... 

. . . . . . . . . . . ... Applicant 

..... (Through Adv .. Mr .. .B. Khan) .... 

Vers~Js 

1. Union of l.ndia tl1rough Secretary; Ministry o/ Defence,: Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. The Director General· (Pers.), El C (1) MilitarY Engineer; &ervice 
Engineer-in Chiefs Bench Integrated HQ :of M~ciD (Army) iK?shmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi - 11 Q011. :: i 

3. Military Engineer Service Headquarters Chjef J~ngineer, ?o,uthern 
Command :Pune 411001. ·1 

4. Military Engineer Service Head Qua(i:ersCommctnder Work Engineer 
. .(CVVE)MultanLine.Army, Jodhpur.~ 34201 O; : .· : [.. ·. . ! : . 

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

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

(Through Adv. Mr. Vinit Mathur and Mr Gi(ish Joshi) 

OA No. 395/2013 

1. Himmata Ram S/o Shri Mula Ram, Aged-24 years, R/o 
Cholaniyan Ki 'Dhani, Village & :Post- Chamu, via Tinwpri, Tehsii-
Shergarh, District-Jodhpur, Raj?sthan. ·· · · · 

2. Virendra Chaudhary S/o Jalu : 11am Chaudhary, Aget(-24 years; 
R/o Saran Nagar 'B' Road, : Ajmer Road, Distri¢t-Jodhpur, 
Rajasthan. · ' : 

3. Jagdish S/o Naina Ram, Age9 28 years, 'R/o VillagerGujrawas, 
Post-Banar, District-Jodhpur, R;ajasthan: 

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

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

Versus 

1. Union of India through Secretary, Ministry: of Defenc,e, Raksha 
Bhawan; New Delhi. 

· 2. The- Director General (Pers)/E1C(1), Milita:ry EngineE;r ·Service, 
Engineer-Tn Chief's Branch, lntegi"at~d HQ of, MoD (Arm'y): Kashmir 

/;,:.;_~·;?\~:~~~)> .. , Ho~se, Rc;~jaji Ma-rg, New Delhi -110011. · . 

/ ':<'" ·. 3,. · Military Engineer Services, Headquarters Ch\ef Engineer, Soutj1ern 
.c.·::~command,Pune-4110Q1,- ·· · · 

. 4' .. ·,Military Engineer Services, Headquarters,; Commander Works 
· : . !Engineer (CWE), (Army), Jodhpur:- 342027. : 

. ~ ...... 
· · --~- ... .,. :5: :-.commander..Wo.r.ks. EngLQ~~L_(QY.Yf;)_ .(P.) (Atmy),. Banar, Jod~pur-

. : .:: ~- .... 342027.. . . : . 

.. . _.: .. ·.· .. R~~poncjents 

' 
(Through Adv. Mr. Vinit Mathur, Ms K,. Parveer afld Mr. Girish Joshi) 

OA No. 415/2013 

1. Niraj Sharma S/o Suresh .Chand, aged· <;~bo~t - years, 'R{o Village 
Malikpur, Post Jhudavai, Dist,... M,athura(u.r:t . 

~ . •} 

. . :t ·l 
; 

.::.~ 

,J 

. ' 

f 



; .. 
. , .' 

..-- -· ... ·~. -- -·· . . -_. .. 
. \·''• .. 

/ 
--.--· 

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, 
· R/o VPO Sonkhari_, Tehsil Kathumar, Dis-Aiwat (Raj) · 

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

(Through Adv. Mr. Kailash Jangid) 

Versus 

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

2. The Director General (Pers)/E1C: (1), MilitC~ry Enginee,r !Servic.e, 
Engineer-in Chief's Branch, Integrated HQ o( MoD (Army) ,Kashmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi- 1:1 0011.· · · 

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

4. Military Engineer Service Headquarters, Commander Works !=ngineer 
(CWE) Multail Line Army, Jodhpur,- 342010. ' · 

: ........... R~spondents 

(Through Adv.: Mr. Vinit Mathur and rylr._.Girish Jo~hi) 

OA No. 421/2013 

1. Sharwan Singh S/o Shri Sher Singh, 23 years, R/o Qtr; No. 3~2/2, 
· · U~nc€W Line; ·Jodhpur 34201 o (R.aj).: · 

2. Kuldeep Singh Rathore S/o Shri ;Gopal Sing~ Rathore R(o; Q Np. 2, 
Lancer Line, MES Colony, Disl J9dhpur-3420? 0 (Raj). 

· ·· --3:~HahRam-Nayak-S/o .Shri ChCJtur.l;lbuj. Na¥akJ~/o~tLNO. .. t?.4 f\umarR/o 
······tndra·?olony;AiF·Foree Read,.Ra~ar;tada,.-Disttlc.Jo.dhp.ur7~4,2qQ1 (Raj) 

. &!)pliyants 

(By advocate : None present) 

Versus 
. . . 

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

· 2. The Director General ·(Pers)/En C (1 ), · MiJ.it'1rY Engineer Se,rvice, 
Engineer-in Chief's Branch, .lnte,gr?ted HC),:~f, MoP (ArrPY:) Kashmir 

·-House,-Rajaji-Marg, .. NewDelhi .. ,.,.;uooJ L · ~ • . ~ . · 
i 

_,·,,:.·.\ .. 
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3. Military Eogin~s;r Servic_es, Headqu~rtE)rs Chief Engineer, Southern 
Command Pune 411001. 

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

(Through Adv. Mr. Vinit Mathur) 
., ........ · .. Re$pondents 

OA No.432/2013 

1. Bapu Ram s/o Shi"i Sana Ram, aged about 31 year.s, r/o village 
· P6k:haria, Post Banar, Distt. Jodhp.ur. · · 

2. Aslam s/o Shri Abdul Sattar, aged 29 years, r/o Golnadi, Unim.ed 
;_,· :. :Cti·owkl ~odhpur. 

(Through Advocate: Mr. B~Khan) 
.. App,liqants 

Versus. 

1. Union of lnd.ia through Secretarv, Ministry. of Defenc;:e,, :Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. The· Director General (Pers)/E1C(1), Mi_litary Engineer Service, 
Engineer~in Chiefs Branch, lntegr~ted HQ·of fvloD (Army) l<ash.mir 
House,Raja]rMarg,-NeWDelhi.::.: ·11001_1: · · · · · 

3. Military Engineer Services, HeadquartersChi~f E.ngil)e~r.: South,ern 
Command, PL!ne.- 411-001 ... · · · · 

. .... .... .... 

,-~::.:~• '~: '\' ' r ·, :. ·.:-" • ' ' 

. !f,r-·t.. .,-··<:. __ ·_,_ .,>:>o;A ... • Military .... Engin.eer __ Se.rvic.e.s, . He.adql1_art~fQ., . :· Gommc:~n.d~r: Wqrks 

;:;;;~<~~>:·'-' -- -~::- .:~, . .._\~\ Engineer (CWE), (Army), Jodhpur~ 342-027, · · · 

:/. " ( _:.~· ·_ · -· ·- _ - ·: , f/ Commander Works Engineer (CWE) (P) {Anply), · Banar,i Jodhpur-
\\·~~~··.:·:.--:~_ ; --) 342027. ' _;. . ; '·' . 

--\-c;p---
__ {\::.~·-_.::~:~:::>: _.; _ _. : · -.. :. · ... ; .J~efp:ond~rits 

'-'':::::-~---=~-'-· -.C-' "' (Through Adv.: Mr. Vinit Mathur) 
. . -=""'"--=" ___ ..,.....~-·- ···-·-·-----··-·-·--..,.~- ···--·";"··-······---~··-· -··--· ···- .. ----- --~. ···-. ---· -·· ._. -·· .. . . . 

OA No. 461/2013 

1. · Gordhan Jani S/o · Shri · Mehram 'Ram, Aged \about ·23. years; :R/o 
Village Post Nandhada Kalan, Vayc:~-Banar;;P1sit. Jodhpur. :. • 

• : 1: .. ·"I ' .: - ·· .. l 
2 .. Dinesh. S/o Shri Tulsi Ram, Aged; abo1;.1t 2Q.-;,.~$ar~; Rio Vfllqge fTost 

Kharda Handhir, Jato Ki Dhani,Via Banar, JJ)d.Hp.ur.. · · 
. . . i 

3. Bada- Ram S/o Shri Tul?i Ram,;Ag~d aboLJt 2J~~ars, R/o\f:ill?ge F:ost 
Khard<fRandh'ir, Jato Ki Dharif/Vi~Banar1 Jo.tlf)pur. ' -·- ·- ........ , ...... -..... , _______ ---- -----····. --····:····--·· ·-. ·--·-· -~·- ___ ......... _ -·- ......... ,. ·------ -- ·-···-·-·- ··- ...... ,.. .. _ --:. __ ,_~r~t-- .. - -··- . 

•. ! 
. ' 
i 
; 

.. 



.· .. 15 . 

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

5. Mal1ipal· Singh S/o Shri Jag dish Singh, Aged about 24 years, R/o 
·· -- .Gayatri Nagar,. BhC~dwasiya, Jodhpur. 

6. Pratap Singh S/o Late Shri Dhan Singh, Aged. about 28 yeC~rs, R/o 
Sagar Beri, Kila Road, Jodhpur. 

7. Gajendra Singh S/o Shri Gulab Sjngh, Aged 30 years, R/o Merta 
Road, Distt. Nagaur. 

8. Amar Singh S/o' Shri Dhoo\ Singh, Aged 31 years, R/o La\; Sagar, 
Jodhpur. 

. .... , · ....... fi\pplicants 

(Through Adv. Mr. B. Khan) 

Versus 

1. Union of India through Secretary, [Ylinistry of Defence., Haksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. · · 

2. The Director General (Pers) El C. (1.) Military Engineer jService 
Engineer-in Chiefs ·Bench lntf:lgrated HQ of MoD (Army) Kc:lsh_mir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi.,.. 110011. 

3. Military Engineer Service Headquarters Qhief Engineer,' Southern 
Command Pune 411001. · · 

4. Miiiti:uy I:~:ngineer Service Head Quarters Cornh';lander Work t:;:ngineer 
(CWE) Multan Line Army, Jodhpur~ 34201 q: 

5. Commander Work Engineer. ·(C\1)'/E) (P) ;(Aqny), Bana~. ;Jodhpur 
3~0~. -

(Through Adv: Mr. Vinit Mathur) 
; ........... Respondents 
. -~ I • . 

:..~:~·.:~~-:;;::~-:, 
~-:,,,·,_ ..... , . ., .. ~ 

j;~~{~lil::~r .. :· ... ~~:···O~DER~~r~l) , 

::~ ~} .. ~Jf~tf-\~.}~~~ ~u~ti_ce ~~~~ash __ ~han~~~ ~oshi, Member ~J? 

~;. ~Ji~fZi~~.By this common judgment, we are proposi~g to decide 17 OAs 
. ?<rqtj~ ~;.-;.s.~$._,~,~;. ':\· ' ... 

· · 
10 ~~~ ~(:!~ring\ Nos. 117/2013, 135/2013, · 136/201~, . !14,3/2013, i 1 !31/2913, 

;_,: .: G l ~ · :. t . 
1?8/20~)3. 220/2013, 284/2013, 285f,20t3.~347/2013J. ~371/2013,: 3,94/2013, 

,· . . ' .·· . : :~::~fl . : :: . ! ~ . . 
395i2o'13, 415/2013, 421/2013, 432/2013, and 461/2013. In all these QAs, 

~· ' '/,;./ . ~' ~ . ~ ~ f ! • ' 

:. the· relief claimed by the applicants are iidentic~l :~h4 $imilar bei,ng reli_r;::f to 
. . . . · .. t-· . ; 

.. ; 

. '·- _··.···--:~ ._i. 
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declare the re-examination conducted by respondent Nos.3 and 4 on 

14.4.2013 and the order passed by respondent Nos. 3 and 4 .by which 
' 

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.~012 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 sur;n11_1arized 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 Employment 

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

. co~ri~endum was issued regarding the change of eligibility criteria, which 

was notified on 12.4.2012. All the applicants applied for the post of Mate 

(SSK).in pursuance to the above advertjsement: The examination wasta fill 

up the vacancjes qn all _India basis at notified pla~es in different parts ot 

India. A written examination was held at Jodhpur on 2nd September, 2012, 
. . ' . . .. 

and the result of the written examination was dec!ared by the comRetent 
. . . . 

..... authority. All the-applicarit~-were·is-suea~~alnetters to appear in the interView 
·-·-····· ·-"····· -~-·--·· .... _ ............ -~ ......... ,_ ..... ~ ...... ,,_ .. '. .. . . -~ . ' ' . 

scheduled to be held from 20.10.2012 to 31.10.20.12 at Co1i1r:nand Works 

-:-- .·:<<: .··;~:::.~:.~ngineer (Army), Jodhpur in which all the applicants appeared.: It ;is averred 
. : ·.. . ·_. --·. ~·ii,"' '\ !~\\>:~ . . . . ' 

(/ " · . . · ., .)\. -l_{;;.:; -m.at results of other centers were declared bi..1t. it was not ,declared fo1 

!\ ' ~ :,'; · . ·~~} V' JJ1hpur Centre. Thereafter, the respondents issue~ anoth8r adverti~emen.t 
\ . .<.;.\.., "._ "'<-;: -.. .) . ) jLC/// - ' , ; 
':\_:.~-,!.-·\ '- ·-.,'·<··~.:,;.·-0; I i..'(..._' If · 

\;.<S,·~;~~~:-<~~:-_: :,··.;~~pated 14.2.2013 for re-conduction. of exf\minati!on of Jodhpur Centre 

''·>-:.:;:~~:;,~~·<= _:: -.·' scheduled to be held· on 14.4.2012. Being E!ggr:i?'ved -..;vith the action of 
i 

' respondent Nos. 3. and 4 · for non-declaration . of resi.Jit of the ~arlier . . . . -. r 



17 

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 

revised advertisement dated 14.2.2013 and further process 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 advertisement Ann.A/1 and A/2 is bad in the 

eyes of law, because the respondents Cflnnot be allowed to proce:ed with re­

examination in respect of one centre only, as the vacancies were a9vertised 

on All india basis. 

4.2 Without there being any specific order_ of cancellation of earlier 

examination, fresh exa111ination cannot bE( held. 

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

entire advertisement ought to have been cancelled or the respondents ought 

to have completed the earlier selection process. 

4.4 Cancellation of examination without recording any reason and without 

holding any inquiry or application of minp to the allegations made in alleged 
,·-.-

complaints is improper and against the settled principles of law. -

·- . (f.ff!~~(',:c··,·.:> 4.5 The final resu~ has been withheld and fresh.examination has been 

J;~"'- ·' ~L . · :_·.ordered to accommodate some blue-eye candideites who did not find place 

--- (/" ",/··/:: -- -:. o'' -J~·~:~he earli~r.~el-~ctio~~pr;;~ss. .. -- .. 
fi 
li / ' ' 

I 

':i.6 
' 

.• In some of the OAs additional gr.ounds h<lVE; p~en a,verred w,ith regard r . , 

-·' 'to the second written examination held on 14.4!2013, like- leakage of 
• j -~<~'-- .· \ 
. - ,.·· 

examination paper,_ beiated starting of written exarriination a\id that ~ome 
! . - . -

-persons were allowed to sit in the examination wh~> ;did not apprar in the 

J 

earlier examination held on 2.9.2012: It has als0 been averred in the . . i . 

additional grounds that some persons were issued ·d~ll letters for the written 
(" . . . ' 

'J_ 

' -~ 

~ i 

• .l, ' 



'/ '<..-

' . :, 

··.·~~--'' 

·+8· 

·examination, even though they were not allowed to :3it in the examination 

held on 2.9.2012, and some 
7
who were earlier allowed to appear in the 

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

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

respondents have n·ot followed the provisiof]s regarding reservation and in 

some of the OAs, the ~pplicants have annexed the news items p!Jblished in 

the newspapers regarding the irregularities committed during tile second 

examination held on 14.42013. 

4.7 In some cases, it has been ave~red as a ground to ch<iJII~nge the 

illegality of Ann.A/1 and A/2 that bare perusal of the result of 'th~ written 

examination. of 14th April, 2013 show Jhat some candidates have been 

declared successful having roll numbers in a group without there being 

difference between the group of 5-10 roll numben;:;reflecting lack.offairness. 

It has also been said that how is it possible th<;lt not: one person out of the 

100 odd applicants in these OAs found place in \tile list of: successful 

. candidates of the April, 2013 examination, though all of them had passed 

the earlier written examination and appeared for; th~ interview in ;the year 

2012. 

5: ·. In some OAs, replies have been filed. ;The coun~el, for the 

-. , ... :respondents ... .,ShrL.Vjnit .. Mathur., ... ShrL....:Girish .. Joshi. .an.d . Ms. ;)\.Parveen . . . . . . . 

. . ' . 
- · cases also in which replies have not been filed sepatately. Theicqunsel for 

\ 

. the .applicants have also submitted tlwt t~e counter p1!3im by th~ qpplicants 

in some of the OAs may be adopted as .counter clcii1t in other 0(\s in which 

replies have not been filed. Further, Sllri V.K.M~tthur, counsel for the 
' \ ~ 

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



····lSl··. 

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 applicants have prayed to pursue ,the matter 
.. . 

jointly. T~e prayer·is allowed because thE;J applicants are pursuing the same 

relief and the Misc. Applications filed f(;X joining the .applicants together in 
---·-· . . . . I ' 

T some OAs stand disposed of accordingly. 

,7. In the counter, the respondents while denying the ch?rges of 

arbitrariness, illegality and irregularities .committed io the first exa.minCJtion 
i 

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

· sl.1bmitted by a Board comprising of 5 officers arid Cjfter due appli;cation of 

. mind and appreciation of each and every fact, the cq~petent C\U~hority took 

a decision to re-conduct the exarilinati0h and this ·cautious decision was 
. ' ' i : 

taken· after due application of mind with the relevant facts. It; has been • '- - f I! 

further averred in the reply that an internal inve~tigati.on was ordered by CE 

JZ, Jocihpur to check whether the poli~y guid~Une!} were follo}NE?d in the 

earlier .examination and the said investigation brought out variou~ deviations 
. -. ---~- . . -. i .. 

in the procedure adopted by the CWE, Jodhpur and ~he proces~ was found 
- ' . : ' 

to be vitiated and on the basis of the aboVe int~rnal inve~tjgation, the 

-<i'~W~;.~:~;_c~~mpetent autl:iority. .. o.rdered . .to re~.cooducUhe~.-~rittE;n. examin.ation without · . 
~- ··;---·-:.: .... --:.· .. ··--"'· -~·->:i\;~···---~ .. -- ·o·--- .......................................... o .. 0 ................... : ................. ~ ...... L.... i . 

,t_o '4'~~ G~~Ul~£1 any fresh application and since the rE?sUIJk were 1i~t 'finalized, '* I ,~'S ,,<"''>-,. <S> ,)- ?-. '~ 0 : • ! 0
' • 

0 f rf" tr:'~<f~) ir1~r~f~re, the process was r~-started be~inning:frb'irilscruti~yof'~pblications 
~ 1 1~ ~- .·. ~~· .. _,_,e.., J h> n · . --.. -~_-:_: : . : · 
~~ \ (~::}.

0

,~~ ~·· :~o·:~i:o:Ye~'>~~d in the earlier process. lt has peeni'fu~!ler 0 averr~d 'that the 
A~~ ~--~··.:.."\ :.~:-~-- ··.:~-·/ / ~. ..,.. ;// . . . ; . . 

~;:: ~ ·_:_ ~~ :~ ifif.e'rtisement issued in December, 2Q11 clearly~ rtipulates. tpa( call for 

~~:;~;itten test 

0 

and ·interview conveys no assurancJ 'Wilatsoev~r. that the : . · .. ! : . - ' .! : 

candidates will-be selected/appointed.· He.nce, theocbrnpetent awtnority was 
. . : . ' ' . 

well ~ithin .its right .to· annul the recr~itm~nt at ariVJhin~ if the same is found 
• :··· . ' . -- f [ 

'; .. 



·---::-:=:-=--·~-- --::--.._,..., 

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 

.... illegf;ll,· irregular and unlawful in re-conducting the examination, rather it is a 

process to hold the examination more fairly, whichwa~ well within the ambit 

of the authorities. 

7.1 · It has been further averred in the. count~r that the vacanci~s were 

advertised zone-wise and each recruit!T:lent ~o!Je w_as indepen;d~nt and.. · ~;--

. . '. 1'' 

therefore,· it is not· necessary to. conduct this recruitment with all India 
. . . . . ~ : 

recruitment process and the same can b~_:conducted separately al~o. 

· · 7.2 · So far as the grounds taken n;:garding re-~examinatio~ held on 
. -

14.4.2012, it has been averred thc:it SOflle applicant: have initi~l,ly created 

chaos atthe venue ofthe •examination a~d one qHhEfm might I:!Cjve carried 

papers with him surreptitiously although l the same was not allo~~d to be 
. ~ ,' f : ·; . 

taken out and the applicants .. have produced that Pftper and BVerred .the 
i ; 

·ground of'. leakage "Of ·paper. It has been further ·$tat~d that printing of the 

p'ii!perwas done very :confidentfai'li directly .under the ~upervision q>f f3oard of 
. . ' . 

Offic.ers ensuring complete. secr~cy. ··It !)as be~n.:specifically :$t~ted in the 
. ·: : : . . ( . ~ I ' 

' 
·':feply thafBhri·Om·Prakash,··.applicE~nt 1n OA !Nt:J.1r7/2013 vy8_s ~creating 

....... ~-·.. ·-,~~:;<<~:~~i~~·;·;~::i~·th~ premises a~d-he was hanppering the free and fair ~ohduc{ion 
,(·>.:·,. ;, ;:>.:-,. '·.:::·\. ' '. : ' . 
. · · .·. ,. ·• .: <>, ·. ;'~Pf'\the examination. Hence the civil pcilice: interrupt(?d ~nd the can¢liqate vyas 

{/ :'. / r.~·· < , ~-~~r'~\))·"aJkecncneaVennerveriU'e·.· The incidenrin· the' exariiit~tion centr~ was ver r-f 

~~~~~~~:~;~f~~~: 
l .... The. sum. and. $!Jb:;;t~m;e .9f c;~ll. tbe: rsmJi~§.J$ th.Ht re-:e>.:amitJa~ion was 

... ; : . ~ i : 
;· 

conducted in a very fair . and transparent mannet and the !competent 
i ;· ··.·i . .··j \ . 

authority was within the competence-to r~-conducd~t:! examina\ibn o~.the 
. 'f . : ; : 

basis of the. findings .of the Board. of !p_ officers· a~d> .therefore, :there is 
. . . . ·. !: ; 

.r 
nothing illegal and ·irregu_lar ifl_ re-cond!Jcti~g the exar:n(riftion. 

---- .. _._ .. _____ __: ................. . . . -;- .. , , ·. .. . .. : r .. 
i 
l 
l . ; 
l 

.... , 
~-



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

' -
less same facts and reiteration of allegations of favoritism and nf;lpotism 

. . 

except in OA No.117 /2013 filed by appl!cant Om Pr~kash wherf?in in the 

counter affidavit it has been stated that the person najned Shri M,ool Singh 

has never made complt:~int against the first process of examinatiqn .held on 
-··. ' 

2.9.2012 and no such person namely Mool Singh ever remr;:1ined the 

President of the MES Workers Association. 

9. Heard the counsel for the parties. The main contenti9n of the 

applicants regarding cancellatlon of earlie,r. examination and issl)ance of the 
-; .: ; 

advertisement dated 14.2.2012 for re-conducting· ·thy examinC~tipn and to 

cancel the entire process of earlier se:lection proc~ss and to !direct the 

respondents to declare the result on the basis of the marks obtain~d in the 

earlier examination ·is that the question papers vyhile conduptirg · re-
. . . : . . 

examination were. leaked and this leakage ofqu~stic;m papers i~ sufficient 
. .' i ' ' 

ground to declare the second proceqs il!egal and therefore, the :applicants 
. . . -.. ' . : . -- ,J ! 

~laim to ·direct the respondents to declare the :result of the; earlier 
. . . 

. . ,. ___ .. ·---
. ' 

examination. Counsel for the applicant. further co~tended tMt :the first 

examination process was re-conducted without prop;er applicati?n; of mind 

andJii arb'tfracy manne(,. amtPO Jt ~iogJ.ELf~f§f.~!lc;:§.JOi?_cJDJinistr?t\VE! rea~ on, 
. . . . ' ~ ; ·. 

- --~.·--·-"·~·-....,.._.,.;"c"'"~··---·-~• '"~-- ·--··-------•• ·-·· ~~--·~ _..,, __ ,.,, .... , .. , , ... ,~ .. .,.- -~•-• ··-····• ····~ . • 

-~· ·:>··, it was decided to re,.conduct th-e examin'ation. Re"Cf>nduct of ;e~amination 

. ,;r.~- :-··<?: . : ;~;,~:.:~ithout cancellation after proper appl!cat\on of rnihd ~nd withou}' tra,nsparent 

(J o / i ~,, or-~asons and genuine .grounds is unsustainable:ir:d the .. eyes Qf Jaw. In 

~ 
lc; -. . I. ' .· 

\ ~i ( · .. >-::-< c/ ( .\/ / i : 
\ 1;. . ~;_:cf~·:.· --->;~Upport of his contention, he has relied upon the ju~gment of ~hE( Hon'ble 
\,'\.:··"\ .... ./ . . . . . . . . . 
\\ F- . : .:./·.' : .. /_,:/. ' . . •' · .. -_! : --.· ~ 
"'-..\_ .::. .. ' 

-.:~~< . . .. . __ ,· ... L /;.;·' Apex Court in the case of Chairman, All: India· Railway Recruitl!llent board 
-~--~_: _ _;;~.~)>;::~·- . . . , . . r . . . : i -

and-Another vs. K.Shyam Kumar and Others, report¢d:in (2010) ,6 $CC 614 
. . . _, t .. 

I 
I 
I 



and in the case of East Coast Railway and Another vs. !Vlahadev Appa Rao 

and Others, reported iri (201 0) 7 SCC 678. 

10. On the contrary, the counsel for the respondents contended that one 

Shri Om Prakash along with other persons· created chaos initially at the 

examination- centre ·and· after interruption by the civil police,. ~hri Om 

Prakash was debarred from appearing in. the examinati~n and during that. 

nuisance period or chaos, Shri Om Prakash managed to bring out" the ;paper 

I ' 
with him and that paper has been produced, which does not amount to 

leakage of paper because after that incident he was not allowed to appear in 

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

leakage must be prior to the examination and if during the course of 

examination.; some mischief has been committed by any candidate; it does 

not amount to leakage of question paper. 

11. We have perused the judgments cited by t~e counsel for the 

/'/~:~f~1~~~~:ica~:far a_smal-practice and decision • to re-condu¢1 of examination. is · 

[f ~, · ~~':' /::'·: · _, \t\ i"corl:qerned, we have perused the material. available om record anp in our 
:~\ .. --:1 t:·~; ~~ _.: .. · ··~ ·-}. E_} :'. ~.· }f ' . 
?\\ ..... ·:~· 5\ •: ·. · · _·):.;j. c'qr:{sidered view, the Board comprising of 5 officers repqrted irregl)larity and 
\'~_.~,:· -.~:·~~~~~~--~i-·-· .. _·:.~:: __ ./' /.~ .. ::-·.~:,/ . . . ' . .· . ·l : ~ ! 

\\_ .. ·· <::-·~- _: ·:--_.~~-·-: -~·- ._l~~gality __ and. o_tber _ mal~practices ln_ the .earlier-... ex~tmination anp the 
" ... ",_...,:·,:fro -\r1\ -~,~'.; ... "'.:::;~- ~ ----. _ ... ~~---~-- -J- -~-- - ....... -- -- ~-· -- - --- -- -~- .-... ~ .. -. ---- ·-·. 

'~..:.::::::-.:::-.:;;:::.-..... competent authority after application of mind ordereq to·· re-con~ uct the 
~ 

examination. 'It is s-ettled position of laW that on flijn.sy groun~si suc)l 
·i :•: 

examination cannot.be cancelled, but where the compet$nt authorit~ v~rified . . . . ! . : ' . 
the facts from record or an inquiry howsoev19r summary ~he same m:ay be, it 

i 1 "·)' .. 

·is possible for the competent authority to :t~ke a deci~;ipn, that tf)ere are 
' . t i 

. . . . i . 

good reasons for making the order whjch ;the authority eventuallY: makes . 

. i ... 

I 



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 Singh Kahlon ~n9 Others 

vs. State of Punjab and Others, .reported in (2001:3) 11 SCC 356, !;Jut looking . 
. - .-- . . : . 

........ to the enquiry report which was perused by the Court while con_s1d£?ring the 

interim relief, the. facts of this case are. entirely different from th<j!t of the 

. present case. 

,...;/'::.;:;~---:~::~~:~";;;:~;-., 13. Counsel · for the applicant fur;ther conter:ded tt:lat a9plicants' 

/(-::~~ · .. ~'(::;:··:'garticipation in the second examination cannot be sa)d to be ac;:qui13scense. 
/ "-_ ... :.-:-· ~ ·:. . \\ . . . ·' : . 

. ·/ .. : ; - ·• :··\ T$e counsel for the respondents does not controvert-this .contention in view 
l .,- 'c.,...-·.\ • 

--- , .... ,. . }:?_,_;1Jhe judgment of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of Ra~e~h Kumar 

\.:.;:'~ ~ . . . . . . . .. _ .: ·,· :~~t_ High Court of Delhi and Another rE?ported in (201 0) 3 SCC 104. 
~'}~ ... ~'• ~;~-- ••::·, • ~ ·r;:::::~~f;._., • ,:'·.~~/. 
~'<1Ttjtd \J\\0 ' i.,'.·~·~:.J 
~~~~/ 

14. So far C3S qthergrounds averr~d i(l the OAs ar;e concerne9, ;there are 

specific allegations regarding mal-practiq;e, arbitri:Jrf!l'fSS and oth~r ;mala-fi-de 

action on the part of the respondents e~nd it has be:en adniitteq quring the 
. .. -t - : 

i ' 

course of arguments that almost all the applicant~ who appe.ar(3d in the 
, I . . 

-i ~ 
-·· -- ·· ---- -·-- ·;-·--ea~lier-examination.-have-.beep..,caHed.~o,-appear-in ·.t[te .sec.and ~x9min;:rtion 

except ·shri Gaurav Jangid, but in the counter file<;il by the respondents, it 
. - r , 

h·as been specifically averred that re'-CO~ductin£) ofe),aminatiOil ~tarted right 
. ' . . .. •.: t l j • 

from the stage of scrutinizing of appliqations form~ a.ri'd.-if the[c<;~ndidate's 
. ~~ . - ' 

form was not found. in terms of the advertisement) that applicant has not 
' -,:: . . ' ' 

f '1 -
been issued call letter for the written f:!Xamination .. !Ther'etore, the grounds 

. . 'I --· ' : 

' 
taken by the ·applicant~ in this .context ida not ·cG!rrM qny;force. :Cpunsel for 

.. , . "f ; 

the applicants_ although pleaded tmat :one applicaht who had earlier not 
. . -. ~--- . ' 



appeared in the exam.ination, was allowed to ~ppear in the second 

examim~tion at Jodhpur centre, bl.Jt the counsel for the applicant during the 

.:-cQ~r-?e of arguments could not verify the details of such person".therefore, 
-----........ - . . 

the averment rnad.e in the application appear to be vague. Si?lilarly the 

averments regard~ng .arbitrariness, malaJideness and .rPal-practice;averred in 

the applications are als9 vague and incorr;ect. 

15. · · ·Counsel. for the applicants qontended violation Qf theprovis;ion~ ofth.e 
- . . - ' . - . ' . 

reservation_po!icy, but on the contrary, cpunsel for the respondeJltp denied 

this fact.· We have perused the Cldverti?ement i;:;su~d · by the r,e~pondent 

department and in the· adverti·sement its;elf. it has been mentioned, thai .no 

· ... minimum marks arerequirecJ in ti18·Writteb:test -10 Ci3Jiter in;tervi.ew, and as far 
. . 

as possible __ 5 times of the vacancies, :the persons; will . be oalle:d in· the 

interview and if .in SOI!le categories less persons, have beet;l. peclared 
·• • -- ' - ; •. :' . ·• ·:· - ' • - f 

successful in.written .examination;· it ·can pot .be sc:lid ~hat respon9erts have 

. . 
the aRP.Iicants. that now ,the re-.examina;tion caoMot }l?e ;c.onduct,ed for ;one 

..• . --~-- --~- '""" ·---~- -- ._.,,· ··--·· --~-· ;,_ -~""-····---·--··-~-· "'. ; ...... 

headquarter only is not sustainable in the, eyes of law.; 

; ! 

. 17. · · CounseUor the applicant further: cqntended thl;:~t there is nG specific . . : . .. . . . ~-. :·· .. ; . ·- .· . ·. ~ .... ·, . . . ·. i - '" . : . . 

ord.er of cancellation -of the earlier ex~if11Jination, but lwe are not; inclined to ·' . . .f . ' . 
. .. .. .. - . -~, ~ .. - , .. T·-·· .. 

1 
\ 
i 
) 
I 

J 

l 

I 

.I 



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 consi9ered rival contention of both the parties. Although the 

applicants have averred in their OAs the fact of favoritism, n~potism and 

other all_egations. but such averments made in the OAs are vague and no 

specific all~gation has been made again'stany officer. Moreov~r, there are 

vague averments in these applications that some of the: qandidates 

·appeared at Jaisalmer in the _earlier examination and they h;:~ve been 

allowed in the second ·examination at :Jodhpur, but no such. cjoc;:umentary 

evidence has been produced by tf1e ·applicants. ·1:n addition to, it, so far 

issuance of call letter in the second examination to Shri Gaurav. Jangid is . . . ' ' . ~ : 

concerned, irhas been replied in the_ counter that as the entire prpcess has 

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

. ~~~ some persons have not been issued cal,! letters as their applicatipr) form was· . 

·· ./Z:¢_-f~-*$~~~~~:~~:'~~·t fo~nd · in~omplete. · Therefo·re, any: allegatior 'of ma!afid
1
eness or 

-~) .. ''[Al-~\h. ··:'-,\~l\1. ~ ~;t~~ri~~s~-c~nnot be sustained. · , . ~. . - I . 
~ ~~~ t :?'~At ,J . · 

·;.:• ~~~..;::~~{~~;9. _·_We_ ha_'{e __ als_O_Jl~[J.J~~g JhE;J ... E3.nq.!JlCYJ~RQ[l:_§IJ19 Jh_e origin .. al;complaint 
---- - ... '''!'{1([5 --*~--- --- ---- --· -------- ---- -- ............. --- -- -- -·- ~ --- - -' -., -' ' ' 

- -~~ received regarding favoritism in the firs(ex§minati91i\ · It is setHe~ P,rinciple of 

law that. where the. comp-etent authority verified tlle lfacts from rkdorcl ot' any 
. . ~ ' f . - . 

inquiry howsoever summary the. same. may .be,\ it .is poss;ible fo.r ·the ,· . 't . ,. 

competent authority ·to take a decision that ther~ are goocj 1reasons for 
. ' . !-. . . 

making the order which the authority. ev~ntually ~akes. Aocpr9ingly, the 
t 

reasons mentioned in tjle enquiry repqrt )Jy tlie: 
·. ·. .· 

conduct the examination cannot be said to be rnn,rnr,·a . . . . '· f . 

- ----- --- --- ---- ---- .. - - -- ------ -- ---- - --------

authority to re-
~ . ; 



--26 

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 shaW be complied with, therefore, at this stage, merely 

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

reservation policy has not been complied with. 

21. So far as failure of applicants in the examination and passing of some 

of other candidates as evidence of unf~irness is concerned, in the absence 

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

same cannot be accepted as proof and, therefore, the contentiofl raised by 

the applica·nts can not sustain in the eyes of law. · 

22. In totality of the above discussio_ns, ih our considered view, all the 

~.~~r~l A~1·p· .1.3rn:Hh"o ·rr~~. 
~"""T , . ~--,-,;-;;,_ :.~~:fl .. 

~-;:.· .. :~ .. ~~~ ~ .~Q.;,:.:~, J~ 

-.. 

(--


