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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 HOOJA,: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·, -Ciigari Kalla, Ajmer Road, Jodhpur 
(Candidate for app-ointment as Mate (SS~) in MES, Army, Jodhpur) 

.. Applicant 

·- ---~·i'Thrau9h7\avocaie: .. MT-sJr_:sfia·rr.rrar~· .. ------------'"·~---------~---·~·"'""·--~-- ~-- ·- --·-·-·- -.--·-

Versus 

1. ·Union of India through se·creta'ry, Ministry of Defence, Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

The Director General (Pers)/E1C(1 ), Military Engineer Service, 
- Engineer-in-Chief's Branch, Integrated HQ of MoD · (Army), 

Kashmir House, Rajaji Marg, NewDelhi. 
, ..... - -~---· ··-··--· ,. -··- ~· ' .... --- -~-- •• -.- - • .J 

-Military Engineer Services, Headquarters Chief Engineer, 
Southern Command Purie, --

.·Military Engineer -Servjces, Headquarters, Commander Works 
......... Engineer g:;_\N~).Arrny:;ML!ita_n_ Li!1!3f3,)Q{jhpur. 

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

1. Pola Ram Chaudhary S/o Rupa Ram Chaudhary R/o Gaurav 
............ ··---- --. --· ·-·---···-~·R·ou-s·e:·---N·ear-·s·atr~·Jvlat~r·:rempJe·;: .. Panch·· ·s·atti~~ ·-R·ata n~, ···J odh pur 

·(Raj). - - -

·- -2. Ramswaroop ,·s;o · Si..ij<m3rri, Rio: Village Ramasani Tehsil Bilara, 
Distt- Jodhpur (Raj). · 

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

. - ,_ -. I 



4. Mahipal Slo Bhomaram R/o Village Rarnasani Tehsil Bilara, Oistt­
Jodhpur (FRaj). 

!· 

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

6. · Ramniwas S/o Purar.am R/o C/o Ramsingh Choudhar, 18 Ajwja 
Colony, A(rport Road, Ratana, Distt- Jodhpur (Raj). 

I . ,. 

7. Mohan LJI~ S/o Buddha Ram, R/o. Village- Oantiwara, v'ia-Banar, 
. t . . . • .. ' ·. . ; . . .••. · 

Distt- Jodl:)pur (Raj). · ' · 
. ' t' . 

: ' . ' 
Mahendra Ram S/o Chunni La I R/o Village Aaktaji, Post Bpwra)a, 
V(a- Sqn~r,.Pistt- Jodtip_ur_ (Raj}. . :.. . · · . . .. ; 

8. 

9. ·Rakesh S/o Kaluram R/o. Village Pitasarii, Tahsil & Distt-Jodhpur 
(Raj.). ' · · · · : · 

· ............ ~Ap~lica~ts 

(Through Adv. Mr. ~ailash Jangid) 

Versus 1 

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

. ,,~·~..;;:::::;;.;=.:::~::,~0>-, : ! '' • _i . - . 

~-7-::::·;r;grPf~·.::i<>-;-~ The Director General (Pers)/E1 C; (1 ), MHitary. Engine~r: $ervi¢~. 
. l>:;:;l~~}::;{~~;:,:~~~~-iS'~}{~::~f.=ngineer-in Chief's Branch, lntegr~ted HGLof MoD (Army) ~qsht1lir 
: l/ .. ;~'><.:~<.TtJi:;,~ ~~})- t?touse, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi- 11:0011. · - - ·: · 
li o,r ;~r:· -<~::~1;i§:~:~~-.\\i n l 

d., 1
{;

1 
t,:~~~~~~~~ -~~ ~11itary Engineer Services, Headquarters Chief Engineer,! S9uthern 

\\ .·-y~·:. ,:::::>_.:;~~>~~ .. ..;-<,__ W~mmand Pune 411001. ' · · · 
\~~ <.:-.~-·. \.:·~~~---t~--:·;~~~}Ii~--:~~.1~~ '""-;:~-~~~1 . . :~ ; '. . ~ f i 

-\~~:~~~;~·Jt:~~i"(£~;~¥7Military Engi~f?er Servi~e Headquarters, Co1~mqnder vVorksi Ergin~er 
·,~;:;;~::;;:.;.-:;~-~ (CWE), Army, Multan Lme Army, Jo:dhpur- 3;4201 0. ' ! 

; l 

: : .. ....... Resp~ndehts 
; ~ } ; 

.! 

. . . \ 

(Through Adv. Mr. Vinit Mathur and Ms K. Parve(3n) -· 

OA No. 136/2013 · 

1. Mohit Singh Chouhan S/o Jagdish Singh G·b.h!.Jhan, Plot. No. 30 B 
Hakim Bagh Opp. Sardar School, Distt-Jod,hp6r. lRaj). · ! ; · 

,- ' ! 

2. Rahul Sharma S/o Shri Jai Oev SharmC!, .B/o 27, ArY.,a! Nag~r. 
Mahamandir; Jodhpur, (Raj) 342006. . . . i i · 1 

·- I. 

(Through Adv.: Mr. Kailash Jangid) 

: .............. Applica;nts 
' ,. 
! 
; 
j. 
! 
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1. Union of lnqia through Secretary, Ministry of Defence, Raksha 
Bhawan, New .Delhi. · 

2. The Director General (Pers)/E1C · (1), Military Engineer Service, 
Engineer~fri Chief's Bra rich, Integrated HO 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, Commqnder Works Engineer 
(CWE) Multan Line Army, Jodhpur- 342010. 

. ........ · .. Respondents 

(Through Adv.: Mr: VinitMathur and Ms K. Parveen) 

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

1. Nanaga Ram S/o Vishna Ram, Agect_- 20 years, R/o Bajrang Medical 
Store .. _Opp. Govt Hospital Sindhpry, ·District-:- E3armer, .Rajasthan. 

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

h Chopasani Roacl'; Jodhpur. 

3. Pawan Kumar S/o Surja ·Ram, Ag;e:;d-21 year3i. R/o Village-Jajiwal 
_Khich.i, Post-~ajiwal Kalla,. Distrlct-Jddhpur, Rajasthan, 

9. Vikram-Singh S/o Shri Manohar Singh, Aged -23 years, R/b Piot No. 
5 Ganesh Nagar, Bhadwasia, Jodhpur, Rajasthan. · · 
. . : . .. 

10.Ayuh Khan S/o Shri Mumtaj Khan, Aged 24 years, R/o 8-f-6 Avtar 
Colony near Mandore Garden, Jodhpur (Raj) 

11.Yakub Khan S/o Shri Mumtaj Khan, Aged~25 years, .Rio 8-'26 Avtar 
Colony, near Mandore Garden, Jodhpur (Raj) 

--------- --------------~-~------------ --------------- ----- ------
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12. Jayant Sharma S/o Shri Mahendra Kumar Sharma, A9ed-26 years, 
R/o Plot Nb._ 64 Dadich Nagar, Teesari Pole, Mahamal)dir, Jodhpur; 
Rajasthan. 

13. Shravan Kumar Chaudhary S/o Shri Gordahn Ram, A9ed-;;?.2; years, 
R/o Villa913 Salwa Kallan, Tehsil & Ois~rict-Jodhpur, Rajasth~n.' · 

• • •• ¥ : • •·t 

14. Pramod Sharma S/o Ram Ratan S~1thar, Aged749 years, Rip ~ajr~ng 
Medical . Store Opp. Govt. Hqspital Sind,harx. Dist~.~~arme~. 

· Rajasthan. · · :. · 

15. Mod a R.am Parmar S/o Shri Shanti La\, Aged-2Q Years, R/oi Bhee,l9~-
ka-Bass, Tehsi\-Sayala, District-Jalore, Raj'a~tha;n. · · i l . : · l 

16. Pintoo Ram S/b. si,'rr;Kuya--R~rn.; ~ged"21 :y~ars~ R/o 
Central, C/oGE Army Central Jodhpur, Rajasth~n. · 

. 17. Ka~a Rarn Ran a S/o Shri . Scik,a ; Rwn ~C!n.~. 1 Ag\3d-~.2 );e~r~. : f!,o 
Po!1ce Thane-ke-Paas, Tehsli.:Sayl~. Plstn~t~Jalpre, ;Rajasthal'). • 1: 1 

. .. . , :.· t,: .. 

i f. 

18. Ravi Ku,mar S/o Kailash KurnCir, Ag~d-23 • y~ears. R/o ,8~. lri~ina. 
Colony, Air Force Road, Jodhpur·, Ra]asth~n.:·. T · ' i ; : ! 

. . .· . . . •. . . . ; 1 ;: ! . '[ ~ ! i ! 

19. Dharma. Ram S/o S~ri Heh121 ;Hrrf1 .. A~e~-?? /E?ars, R1o /Vill~g~-
Salwan-Kallan, Mandore, Jodhp,ur,tRaJasthan.t · ' : · '· ' 

. . : ·: ' 1 ~ • . . . : : • : .: ,.·:i: . ~ j I _; I 
, : ; · : ;. i 1 :·. i 

20. Rajesh Bheel _Sf~. Shri Parsa ~ar:r1,, {\9e:d:)9;y~_ars;, Rfo Bpe;elof!rk~- · 
~·· ;.:~-::-::.:-::::...--:.~ ... ~ Bass, $ayla P1stnct-Jalore, RaJ?sthafl. - · ·. ·; ·· · ' i 1 • · i 

.~~:::~~:.-:~\~~:«~r~~.~t.;~-·~:::, · .. · -~ · ·'''~-- t ! · ·: .. :_::. -r:-.:· ;· : · l ! :_· · !· 
· /?~·s'~~;~'~::f.:·;t:7~!{~~~:·.~·~~ .. Sa~pat Dagala ,S/o Sl1ri Rarn!3sr0ar, Ag~d;;21 years, Rt¢ Ni!l. l& 
tf ~~x~~:-.. :i~·;'2::,~·. \:Wost-Kharda Randhir Via~Banar·.\ ~?drpur, ~~J.~~tra;-, · ! ! : tl 
(! L·i \ ·· ~::;:,;;!i\f.:~~~j i?z~:\~aj KLimar Singh_ Sankhala S(~;s;ll~i Gpvin;g< ~[1)9~, Sank~al~.- flge;d- . 
\~: _ ~t.\ ;;C'<·,;\j~)}-'~q ittl~~7. y~ars, _Rio :_Nathu .Bilawqn.i Falon~~?;~~aa~! ·Umm

1
e9-ch

1
91k, . 

\· _! ......... _ ..... _,,, _.,o .r.~:.Jodhpur, Rajasthan. . , . . , .. , , , ., . 

· ~?~f;i~:~~~~(:~:~;~;;:;~q~~ Pratap. Singl1 SI?:Shri Loon S/Dgr. lAgeq-4~•ie.~rs, _Rio,qu~rteJ;~o. 
~~~"··~·~""' 302 MES Colony Jodhp-ur Rajasthan · > ·r -- ' - · '· ' 1 ' 

- ~··"''' . I . '. . . I . . ' I . : ' i i . . ' ' ( . j . i I . L .. i . 
24. Salli Ram Bish~oi, S/o ~hr,i · ¢bo~-~~ .f3~,r:n; .~i'M~~qi, ;~9~9-2~ Y~a~s. 

R/o Vi!lage-Larnba, Tehsti-Bilara, ~I9inct-Jq~l;i8pr; f.aJas~hpnj. · ;: ·1 
· . . · ; :- . i ·! :~.-< .. Jr.: ~ ; · i I ! ~ ; i ! 

25. Harend:a ~hoLicjharY S/o Shr_i! 9.9oa_ram y:~s·Y.q,~-~[Yi ~~;e_p-?5; y~ars. 
R/~ Dtgan KaHan, Nen~-ki-[)~rn'·· Shtr?r~grh{ ·· · Dlstn;ctiJodnp~r, 

Rajasthan. . . • . . . i ; . : .. f<:·· : . j j ; i; l 
26. Prakash Saran . S/o. Shri Bhiy.a f.cim, Ag.~q~P-~ . xears, 'F~/q Yiil;age~ 

. Nahar.o-ki-Dhan(, Teh. & Distri_pt;-Jpqhpur;, 8~j~:tHen'. i ! '.!: 1 
. ~ - . ~,-~--.i 1 ;: -· F-.~~-~t-.f}~~-.~ ·(- . . ~- . : 1 1 . . ~: ! 

27:_. Had man Rarn Slo_ Shri Arjun ~a0: ,s?~·· A:9~.cff3 :years; ·r;~ Vi)\a$e-
Heeradesar.:Tehsii·Bilopalgarh1 ~ls,tnct~~9PPPt-Y~[·; __ 1\ . , · 1 /. •· li ! .. 

. -l \. . r . · !· .. ·: ;. t ~~-- .: i_ , . ! l : r; i 
28. Ram Kishor S/o Shri Mangl9 R~m. Ageo ~/2,6; y-ears, .. ~/<D Vi)lage-

Osran, Tehsil-8hopalg~rh, Dil3tricH~dhpu(. i ' · ~ · i [ . il I· 
; f.': . J 

.i: ·> j !' ,. l 
r· t . . ~ . I· 

.i ' • i 
h.'• I 
[,: 

. f 
j 

j 
I 

·1 

. I 

i 
I 

I l 
: 



'. 
I 
I 
I 

I 

. ' 

29. La I 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, Bhadra, District-Hanur;nangarh, 

Rajasthan.· · 

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

32. Manohar Singh S/o Shri Mala Ram,·Aged-27 Years, R/o Viii+Tilwasni, 
· 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 . 

. .. : .. ....... Applicants 
I . . 

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

Versus. 

1. Union of India through Secretary,· Ministry_ of Defence1 Raksha 
Bhawan, New Del.hi. 

2. The Director (;eneral (Pers)/E1 C (1 ), Military Engineer: $ervice, 
. Engineer-in Chief's Branch, Integrated HO of MoD (Army) f{:ashmir 

_;,.-,;.~·~ House,-Rajaji Marg, New Delhi -11:0011. ·· · 
/Y.~" .. \,~:\1··~·_:!~ ·-~))11 _.\""~~'"'-.. --- . 

'l:f?_~~~~.;:-~:.;::.::.;:~\~~:~--~:.:··~\'?-. Military Engineer Services, Headqwarters Chief Engineer, i Sp __ uthern _ 
~ ......... \•: __ ,·."""~·-·y .. : '.,~ ·--~ :_\\ G d P 41100 . 

-' · -:"· .• ·~. \i ;.' J'./'.•, --, ___ • '·- ~ \· omman une- 1. 
. N-:r /~~~ ,. · ·· :_::;:;:,:~\ · ... ·11 ;Y.:\~ · 
H ~· n \,". ]) 41;. Military Engineer Service Headquar;ters, Commqnder Works' Engineer 
\·1 :', _ · :1 I}.;~~!:' (CWE),.Army, Jodhpur- 342027. . 

. '\~~.:~;~~~~~~~f;it¢;)~}!~~;?f . ; .......... Re~p9nde,nts 
~0"4)'5 ·;f.\\'•\>:;..-" . ; ; 

-. -:;,.~.--.:-.;:::.~~~ .. (Through Adv. Mr. Vi nit Mathur and Ms K.: Parveen) 

.OA No .. 181/201'3 

Jugal Kishor S/o Shri Mishri Lal, Aged 2~ years, RiojDrwra Ki H~v~li Near 
Rajmahal·Middle Schooi--Ajay-Chciwk; Jodjlpur. . i 

............ :. A8plicants 

· ·(Through Adv:Mr·S.P:·Sharma) 

Ven>us 

1. Union ·of. India through Secretar:y, ·Ministry: [of Defenc~, !Rakpha 
Bhawan; New. Delhi. ·: 

2. The Director "Ge.neral (Pers)/E1 G (1 ), Mjlit?rY Engine·er Service, 
EngineeHn Chiefs .Branch, loiegf:ated HQ; of !MoD (Arrny) kashmir 

- - .. House; Rajaji·Marg, NewDelhi'h- 110011. · .. } , 
,-~ . ; 

r -~. 



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

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

........... Re~pGndents 
' . i.., 

(Through Adv. Mr. Vinit Mathur, Ms K. Parveen & Mr. Girish Joshi) 

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, 

2. 

Jodhpur, Rajasthan. _, __ 

Ramdev Nayak s/o Shri· Madan Lal Na,yaK, aged 28 ~e;ars, 'r/o 
H.No.30, Air Force, Indira Cblohy, Ratnada, ~odhpur, Ra]a~tharj, 

3. Man ish Nayak s/o Shri Ramdev Nayak, i aged 27. iy~ars r/o 
H.No.68-B; Pabupra, Givil AirPort Road; ,Jcx1hpur, Rajasth~nc. · 

' ' v i f . 

4. Vishal s/o Poosa Ram, aged 28 yea~s,; rid Bombay ;N\o~ors Co. 
behind Pancholiya Nadi, Harijari Basti, JodhP;ur, Rajas~h~ri 

· : I , t , ~ i 
Durjan Singh s/o Shri Roop Singh, aged-:28 years, r/o PlotNo.169 
Hanwant '8' BJS Marg No.17, Jodhpur, ~aja'sthan~ i ; . 

Gaurav Jangid s/o Shri Shankar ,Lal Jangid, aged 25 lye·ars,. rio 
H.No. 29-30, Ram Mahalia, ioutside\N~gori Gate,l ~odhpur, 
Rajasthan. 

.. ....... i ... Applicants.: 

Ven:;u~ · 
' 

~- ~ l : 
1. Union of India through Secreta\)'. Ministry tof Defenbeb, Rak~ha. . . -~ < ~ ~ [ 1 . 

Bhawan, New Delhi. - L 
l 

' i ·. : f . : ; ~ 
2. The. Dire~tor ~eneral (Pers)LE1 y (1 ), Mili~~~ry Engin~e[ (Serv;ice, 

Engmeer-m Chref's Branch, lnteg\ated HQ[:0frMoD (Army) :Kastjmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi- n 0011. . . ! . . . l I 

' i . ~ 
1 

3. Military Engineer Services, Headquarters Ghf~f Engineerl ~~;o-ulhem-
Command Pune- 411001. · · · 'I : . , i · 

t i 

4. Military Engineer Service Headquarters, ComfTl:ander Works ~ngineer 
Army, Jodhpur. : . · · . [ . · : 1 : 

. 5. 

. t . ,. 
. ; - i ' ~ 1 : 

Commander Works Engineer (CW~) (P) (1\r.myJ.·Banar, Jo~hpur. · 
' . ~ . ~ ~- J i . f 1 

. ~ 

: ~ 
. ! . I 

: j 
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........... Respondents 

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

OA No. 220/20"13 

1. Naresh S/o Shri Kishan Ji, Aged about 23 years, R/o 5.8, .lndra 
Colony, Panch Batti Circle, Air Force Road, Jodhpur, Raja?than. 

2. Sanjay Kumar S/o Late Shri Shyam Lal Ji,. R/o Sansi Colony, 
Baggi Khana Road, Ratanada, Jodhpur, Rajasthan.·. 

3. Tulsi Ram S/o Shri Ram Lal Ji, R/o Plot No. 276, Nehru Colony, 
Ratanada Road, Jodhpur, Rajasthl3n. 

· 4. Pratap Kumar S/o Shri Poona Ram, R/o 73,. Prithvipura, Rasa Ia 
Road, Paota, Jodhpur, Rajasthan. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

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 Army Center, C/o GE . 
Army Central, Jodhpur, Rajasthan. · 

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

Ritu Panwar W/o Shri Niranjan, R/o Vidhya Nagar, Paota, 
Jodhpur, Rajasthan. 

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

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

14. Kishan Singh S/o Shri Prem Singh, R/o Village Jaswantppura, 
Post Jemfa, Tehsil Pokaran, District Jaisali"nt;;f, Rajasthan. · 

15. Ashok S/o Shri Bhiya Ram Ji, R/o Village Kho\<haria, Post Banar, 
Jodhpur, Rajasthan. · 

16. Daulat Ram Chaudhary S/o Shri Han~na~ Ram, R/o Village 
Nandri, Post Banar, Jodhpur, Rajasthan. 

. ' 

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

18. Ani! Kumar. S/o Shri Kesu Ram Ji, R/o gth Chopasani Road, 
Behinq Ranvir ahawan, Jodhpur; Rajasthaf1. 

19. Kishna Ram S/o Shri Mangi Lal Ji, R/o Nandra Kalan, Post Banar, 
. Jodhpur, Rajasthan. · · 

20. Narendra Kumar S/o ShrL..C~heiS'l Ram Ji, RiP _L9nCeL L,j.n_~,_ .. M.~$ .. 
Quarter, Army· Area, Jodhpur, Rajasthan.. . _ ··~ ..... 

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

(Through Adv. Mr R..S. Shekhawat) 

Versus 

1. Union of India through SecretarY, Ministry pf Defencel Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delni. · 

2. Th~ Director General (Pers)/E1 C (1 ), Militar:v Engineer $ervice, 
Engineer-in Chief's Branch, Integrated· HQ of MoD (Arniy) Kashmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi- 1 t0011. · · ' 

~ ~~;·":.~,~~ 3. Military Engineer Services, Headquarters Chief Engineer,! Sbuthern 

~Rt~~~~~~ Command Pune 411001. · 

{{ c~ :t.c' /~'-'- · ;:.1, ·• '\' -!<~· Military Engineer ServiCe Headquarters, Commander Works E'ngineer \\ "I~}~~~~~~~~J (CWE), Mullan Line Army Jodhpur- 342010 •.. . Resp

9
ndenW 

........ :~~".'.!:~.~· .. ->? (Through Adv. Mr. Vinit'Mathur and Ms K. Parveen). 

OA No.284/20 13 

1. Mohd. Arbaz s/o Mohd. Ayub', aged ·1.9 years r/o Shc\ntipura, 
Mehavaton Ki Masjid Road·, Jod~pur. . · ' ' ' . . 

2. 

3. 

j e • • ~ • : ; ; 

Bhagwan Prasad Prajapat s/o qhri RameshY..,ar Prajap,at, ?Qed; 31 
years· r/o 254; Mata Ka Than, Dairy ·Wall· Gali · No.3, i Sutliila, 
Jodhpur. · · ' · . , : · 

;" -- : 
I f --. f 

Parmeshwar Prajapat s/o Shrj Rameshwar Praja.paU a'ged : 29 
years, .r/o 254 Mata Ka Thah, Dairy :w~li: Gali n6.f3, 1 Suthla, 
Jodhpur. ' 

' 
4. Sharvan Ram. Saran s/o $hri' Achal Ran{ aged 22 iyears r/o 

Vi_!lage-B-Road, Saran Nag~r. Ajmer Road,'Jodhpt.ir. 
. . r ·-

1-..•. 

'-..,' ,. 
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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 Engineer Serv_ice 
Engineer-in Chiefs Bench, Integrated HQ of MoD (Army) Kashmir 
House; Rajaji Marg, New Delhi -110011. 

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

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

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

_ ........... Re~pondents 
(Through Adv. Mr Vinit Mathur) 

OA No. 285/2013 

1. Tilok Chaudhary S/o · Shri And a Ram, Aged about 19 years, R/o 
Village Gujrawas; Post Bariar, Distt. Jodhpur. . . 

2. Sanwar Ram S/o Shri BhEJnwal Lal, Aged about20 years, R/o Village 
-Khokharia: Post Banar, Distt. Jodhpur. · 

3. Ganpat Lal S/o Shri Laxman Ram, Aged about 22 years, RJ,o N~ya 
Gaanv, Post Chopara, Tehsil Sojat City, Distt. PaiL 

4. Rohit Chouhan S/o Shr'i _Satya N?rayan Singh Chouhan,: a,ge_d '24 
years, R/o Barlo Ka Chowk, Inside Osiyon Ki Ha~veli, JodhpLJr. · 

• •.-·-•~-•"~"''••• •·•-•• ••• ""••" ""'•·~ .... ~:'""'" •••··--··•••'- ••••-:--• -:- ""'""'""'"••' ·- ·•"0 ••• • ', 

,>I(tfi~t~t:,-.~/';:~:·;: -5.· Rahul sha.rma ·s/o · shri LaiH'~sh~nr1a, ·Ag~d ~bout 21 :ye9rs, ~lei 
Bajran Colony, NeFJr Golnadi, Umm$d Chowk, Jodhpur. · -

/ ~ ;'";;;;-;,t;:,,;i>, 6, lmran S/o S)lri ;~dul ~ahim agBd'25 years, R!o in frontof Goln'ldi 

~. · ' _i'tY, ( :; ~~ ~~:e:: ~~::k~~:d;:~r M~hammed Shakeel, ~ged about '23 years 
-· · __ - --_ ·-;~ ,

1 
.. :,. Rio Kabutron Ka Chowk, Nyariyo; Ki Masz]d K.e Pas, Path~n G;ali, ·>- · -"'/' Jodhpur. . · - ' · · · ' 

: :;·~,~·:·\) ·-<,·;_' .··.·/- ~--~·:· 

:::-::.:~ ·- - . -~ 

j 

8. Hidayaful/ah Khan S/o Shri. Liya,kat.;UIIah Khan,; ~ged about 2~ yegrs, 
R/o 1\-83/?05, 'Ramjan Ji Kg_: H~tha, B_anar lBoad, Aktra; Nagar, 
Jodhpur. · · 

L. 
· ~- · ........... · .. f\r):plicants 

!.: 



. l 0 .. . . ---- - ... . -·-- --·-····- ·········· ..... . 

(Through Adv. Mr. B. Khan) 

Versus 

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

2. -The Director General (Per.s) El. C (1) Military Engine~r, Service 
Engineer-in . Chiefs BeJ1ch lnt~grated HQ of MoD (Army) :Kashmir 
House, Rajaji Mar!;L New Delhi- 110011. 

3 .. Military Engine~r Service Headquarters Chi~! Engineer •. Southern 
Command Pune 411001. ' · · 

' 
4. Military Engineer Service Head Q.uarters Commander Wor~ Engineer 

(CWE) Multan Line Army, Jodhpur- 342010. · · 

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

OA No.347/2013 

Vikas s/o Shri Dinesh Kumar, aged 21 years, r/o. Nag9ri Gate, Kala Colopy, 
Gali no.3, Distt. Jodhpur. 

.. Applicant 
.(By.Advo.cate:.Shri__S.P .. Sb.arrn_a) 

Versus 

1. u.nicm of India through ·Sec;ret~ry, Mini~try; of Defence, Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

/j;~:<-~I~.'f2~1'* . 2 ~~e Dire~to; ~~~e;al (Pers) El C (1) Military Engin~er Se,rvice 
;/,:~··. '/·,:-.-·~\s:rat;.,c- "\ r~\~ Engineer-in Chiefs Bench lnteg~ated HO of~ MoD (Arnw)' Ka~hmir 
r~·,., /,· ._ .. <Sf?r, -:; ·; . \\ House, :Rajaji Marg, New Delhi--~ 10011. .. : . 

• ~,·0,, 1.L.f,,3~!~Jy~·,~ J~3:~~~~r:;;;;~~:;~1~~~;ce B~ad~qu~rt~rs ~bi~ :ngineer, Southern · 

\\:t . ·. ·--·-· ,. ,, . 
. '\:~-~...,.;, - -~ -:, -~t.-~ . 4 .. Military .. EogineeLSE?rYi.ce. HE:iCJQ . .Oua.-rters Commander Wqrk· Engineer 

· "~~~;.:~} . (CWE) Multan Line·Army, Jod_hpwr -.34Z010: ' · · · · ·· •. i : · · 

~ : 
........... Ref:?pont;lents 

. (Through A:dv. Mr. Vinit Mathur and ryls. K.Parve~in) 
' . ' . 

OA No. 371"12013 

1. Sadique Khan S/o .Shri Raseed !:<han, aged:a~out 26 years,i R/o :Post 
......... ""'·-------·--- ....... :Earasow Ka_B_c:loglEJ.J\!loti Ctrowk;.J.g~JtlpLJ( • J .. .. ; 

(' -- i 
. 1 

.i 
! 
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2. Chand Khan S/o Shri Abdul Raseed, aged about 28 years, R/o _Post 
Farasow KaBangla, Moti Chowk, Jodhpur. · 

............. Af?plicants 

(Through Adv. Mr. B. Khan) 

Versus 

1. u'nion of India thrqugh Secretary, Mini~try of Defence, .. Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. The Director General (Pers) El C (1) Military E;ngineer: $ervice 
Engineer~in Chiefs Bench lntegrat8,d HO of MoD (Army) :K~shmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New bel hi- 110011. 

3. Military Engineer Service Headquarters Chief Engineer, ?outhern 
·Command Pune411 001. 

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

5. Commander Work Engineer (CW!;:). (P) (Army), Bariar, 1JGdhpur 
342027 .. 

..: ........ Respo~dents 

(Through Adv. Mr. Vinit Mathur, Ms K. P13rveen &:Mr:Girish Josh\) 

OA No. 394/2013 

1. Bhanwar Singh Rathore S/o Shri O~n Singh R.athore, aged about 24 
.· yecirs, R/o Flat No. 58, AZSA, ·s).s. ;colony; Jodl~pur. · 

: - - - ~-

· 2: -Deepak Chaudhary OS/o Shri Pokha~; Ram, 9geq :about 19 y~ars, R(o 
Neno Ki Dhani, Sikargarh Road, Pqst N?nd(a Kala, Tehsll i&\Distt.-

. Jodhpur. · 
0 

• •• • • .. -~. 
: 0 ........... _.f,\pplicantAio 
,'. . ;· : . :'7 

. . - . ' 

...• (Through ,4.dv .. Mr: .. .B .. Khan) 0 , __ ••• 

-~;::..-0---:-r:-:-

Vers~1s 

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

,r;:/ ?~;;.;::,..~ 
.t.'//:~~.:~"'\.;~o·--0 •• -._ -. • -~ "'"_';:;.. 

0 

? The Director Gen~ral· (Pers)' El ¢ (1) rvtiJite~ry Enginee;ri ~ervice 
-' . ..,. Engineer~in Chiefs Bench Integrated H.O :of OM.i:iD (Army) \Kashmir 
,,fr,L'~ _,- ,--1~''"1"!'<il.>l '· ~ ' . 

fJ··; r" ..;_~e._._.~·y,...,, ..... , ,,...:+ , ~~- House,RajajiMarg, NewDelhi->110011. 
0

;: 1· · -~-~: 
f. " I' (:...~ J--....0:')/~! -== . .S\ . 

0 

: l . . {( ~~( ~ '\•:·~~~ .. J' .· o Milita_ry. Engineer Service HeactquC\rters ChiefdEngineer, ~outhern 
" st\ 1.. ' {'·' 0

' o"'""'U..:.~ _,..,., l ) , 1 Command Pune 41100 1'. :1 ' 
~-~C\ \ "::;;-:,..._ -·::c .. ,),.. -~:-I . . 

· ~~~:~'~·,\:1'4 Military Engineer Service Head q~~~ers C~mma;nder Work ~ngine~r 
. . . . "::...:~t t0 \if)~G...i. ~- .. _ ... (C.VVE).Multan.Lme.Army., .. Jodllpur. .. 3~20JO ..... 0

; ··: •• , 

0·~/ . ' 

,.· __ _ 
·-·-- .. -.. f. 

i 

~-

' 
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5. Commander 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 R~m. Aged-24 Y~C\rs, R/o 
Cholaniyan Ki Dhani, Villag~ &jPost: ChafTlu, via Tinw~ri, Tehsil-

. Shergarh, District-Joqhpur, Raj~sthan. ·· · ' · · 

2. Virendra Chaudhary S/o. Jalu! f1am Chouqhary, Agetl:~2f ye.a'rs, 
R/o Saran Nagar 'B' Road-, : ,l\jmer Rpad, Distri¢t-Uodhpur~ 
Rajasthan. , · 

3. Jagdish S/o Naina Ram, Ag~9 28 years, iR/o Villagef-Gujrawas, 
· Post-Banar, District-Jodhpur, Rajasthan. · · ,. · 

............ iAppliq:mts ~~-
-·-···! ' 

(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), M.ilittiry Engine~r; Seryice, 
E.iigineer.:iri. Chiefs Branch, liJtegrat~:;d. h!Q of: MoD (Army)i Kashmir 
House, Rajaji Ma'r~f. New Delhi--" 110011. :- ·1 · ·; . 

. .. · - ' . . .. ! 

.· .c 3. · Milit~r1; Eng.iriee~ SerVices, ·Headquarters Chjef ·Engineer, Sout}lern 
· .,~~ ---··- ·--·eommand·;·Purie--44.1001,- . -~ . i ... ·. . --! .. ; ' 

; 
. . . . . f. . . ' ' . 

1. Niraj S_harma S/o Suresh .Chand, age<): t=~MLt- years, jR{o. Village 
Malikpur, Post Jhudavai, Dist;.... M,athura (U ... P.J , . i · . ' 

) ., . ,. : .. .. ! 

. -.:1. 
; : . 
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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-Aiwar (Raj) · 

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

(Through Adv. Mr. Kailash Jangid) 

Versus 

1. Union of India th,rough . Secretary, Ministry of DefencE;), Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

. 2. The Director General (Pers)/E 1 q (1 ), .fV1ilitqry Engine~r Serl..(ice, 
Engineer-in Chief's Branch, Integrated ·HQ of: MoD (Army) ,KashiJlir 
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) Multan Line Army, Jodhpur.- 342010. 

. .......... Respond,ents 

(Through Adv:: Mr. Vinit Mathur and Mr._Girish Jo~hi) 

OA No. 421/2013 ) 

1. Sharwan Singh S/o Shri Sher Singh, 23 years, R/o Otr: No. 352/2, 
- Lancer Line, ·Jodhpur 342010 (R-aj).~ ~ · 

2. Kuldeep Singh Rathore S/o Shri :Gopal Sing~ Rathore R(o: Q Np. 2, 
Lancer Line, MES Colony, Dist Jc;:>dhpur-3420~ 0 (Raj). 

· · -- ----- .... - ·--- · -3·:--Hafi. RamNayak-S/o~£hri Chatut~bujJ~ayakJ~/.ctH .NO: .. 84__1~uma(R/o 
· · ·--- --- · ·-·- - ·· · ·----- ·--·-lndra·Golony;·Aif;Foroe-Road,-Ra~a!Jada, .. Distt:Jo.dhpur-.342001 (Raj) 

. ' ,. . . 1 . . 

. .::-··· 

'!_ I 

!· 

---------------- ·-
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3 .. Military Engineer _Servi~es, Headqu?rters .9hief Engineer, Southern 
Command Pune 411001. 

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

. ........ - .. Respondents 
(Through Adv. IVlr. Vinit Mathur) 

OA No.432/2013 

1. -- Bapu Ram s/o Shi"i Sana Ram, aged ab_out 31 yE)ar.s, r/o village 
-P.okharia, Post Bana_r, Pistl Jodhp-ur. - , -

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

. . App,licants 
(Through Advocat~: Mr. B.Khan) 

Versus 

1. Uniori of .lndja through Secretar¥. Ministry_ of DefenGe,, 'Raksha 
Bhawan, ~ew Delhi. 

5. Commander Works Engineer (CWE) {P) {Army), BanEJr,; ~odhpur-
342027. ' \ 

(Through Adv.: Mr.-Vinit Mathur) 
····----~ ....... ' ··-'······--·-·------ -·- -~ ·····-----·----~--- .. ---·· -···-········· 

OA No. 461/2013 

1. Gordhan Jani S/o S_hri- Mehram :Ram, Aged \qbout 23. yef')rs; ;R/o 
Village Post Nandhada Kalan, Vay?-Banar, t)il;;tt. Jodhpur, ;_ : 

.· . ' .. ! ' • ·.·!. 
2. Dinesh S/o Shri Tulsi Ham, Aged, abowt 20 ;:}'~ar~; Rio ViiiCJge Post 
· · _ Kharda Randhir, ~Jato Ki L)hani.iVi~ Bi:mar,_ J:od:~p_ur. · - -

. . . i 

3. · Bad a Ram S/o Shri Tulsi Ram,AgEld abpwt.:ZY~ears, R/o \/;ill?ge Post 
· Khard<fRandhir, Jato Ki Dhani/Vi~·-sana.ri J;qqqppr. - - · -

~~- ----- -------- --·-- .--- .-- --. --------·- -·--- --~·-- ····---~-- --:----- I . -= ---~~ ·.t ~~- -- .. -
~ c· 

' 
-' 

!· . ~: . 

__...:.: 
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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 Ro<:ld, Jodhpur. 

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

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

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

8. Amar Singh S/o Shri Dhool Singh, Aged 31 years, R/o La! Sagar, 
Jodhpur. 

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

(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) Militgry Engineer ,Service 
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- ~4201 Q: 

5. Commander Work Engineer. (CWE) (P) (Arpw). Banar, Jodhpur 
342027. 

. .......... R$spondents 
(Through Adv: Mr. Vinit Mathur) 

ORDER (()ral) 

Per Justice Kailash Chandra Joshi, Member (J.) 

By this common judgment, we are proposir)g to decide 17 OAs 
-, L . 

.·· bearing Nos . 117/2013, 135t2o13,. 136!2013, l-14312013, ; 1s1t2o13. 
. •. (. 

:_ \ \\ f 

. .-,_, ~ 

. I ~ .. • 

"1':68/2013, 220/2013, 284/2013, 285/2013,'347/2013~,i·371/2013,: 394/2013, 
. ~ . 

395/2013, 415/2013, 421/2013, 432/2013 and 461£2013. In all th~se OAs, 
':~ ro ;· 

the relief claimed by the applicants are :identic<;~! and similar bei,ng reli~f to 

.. -· "[ -··-. 

-·-·· .,. ' . 
·•"•\-. 

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 2.9.20) 2 and intervi~ws held 
. . . : 

from 20.10.2012 to 31 . .10.2012. 

. . .. . . .. 

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

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

3. The facts necessary to adjudicate, a!l the OAs may be SUIJlf\larized in 
' . . .. . ; . 

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

.2.8.2o12 in pursuance to the advertisement published in the Employment 
. - ' . - . 

: .) 

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

corrigendum was issued regarding_ the change of eligibility criteria, which 
·····-- .....• ,-- -- -- . 

was notified on 12.4".2012. All the applicar:1ts applied for the .p,ost of Mate 
- ·. . ' ; .· .. : . 

(SSK).in pursuance to the above a<;lvertjsement. The examinati9n•was;to fill 
. :. ,· . .. . . 

up the vacaoc;_ies qn ___ ?II ,IQdia bc;Jsis ·ati notifiesJ pl<?9es _in diffe~e~t parts ot 
. . 

India. A written examination was held at Jodhpur on 2nd Septernper, 2012, 
' . ' . •i 

and the result of the written examinatjon was decjared by thy comRetent 
.. . . . . . . . .. ·. . ·.:. _·. ~ ··: . ~- . - ~ . : ~ 

··" :.:i~tb-~d~x::~JT_~h€::-~pp-lic~·nfs\lifefEfiss_Uea;ca11-letten~ tb appear iri 1he interView 
·: ..... _, . -- - ..• --~--··· .... _ _. -. ...... •. - ...... ······ - --. - .. - -· .. ~--·- ... -~ . ' . l :. • 

-> scheduled to be held from 20.10.2012 to 31.1 0.20~12 at Comrmind Works 
~. ·-, ..• . ..... ~'" .,.. . ... ,., . .,.. ___ ~ ·~..-.-.;-->-· .. --...... ~--··""·-! - ..• ---·--·--- ··-· ---~-. ··- . ·• ; ~ : ' ! . - - -· .. --;·" -- .. ~ ·- ·-·· _,., "·--· ·: ··"""-. --~ ...... 

_ .. >'--. . ., ·'_ ~@hgineer (Army), Jodhpur in which !311 the ·applicantS, appeared. ii(is a~erred 
·.· ~-~·Lr::. ... ._ ·.>-... ·-~- ... :::~- :--\. . : ; . 

~
• 0 /.· ~-~ • -~--: . \''-~ ·-.,;l:;~{}esults. of other centers were declared but iit .wa.s not d~clar~d for 

c,l t ,', ;-. . • • 

:::\J\ .- ·, ·. · ··Jodhpur Centre. Thereafter, the re~pondents is~ueq another advF~rtis!fment 

~·\ \>·~~~~·":>--_'_ · .-·', .<.~·:~~~ 14.2.2013 for re-conduction of examination of Jo~~pur ~entre 
~\:--., .,. /~ ' f 

·~-<> --~ . '>~~~-~ . . - . . . ~- .. t ' ... 
>--- : ,. _;-· scheduled to be. held· on 14.4.2012. :Being flgg_riyved with tf1~ action of 

---~~~E?nd~nt Nos. 3 and 4 for non~deCiaration :·bf ·result of the ~arlier ; . ' ·; ·f .. 

( 
../-
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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 

, J_Ewised advertisement dated 14.2.2013 and further process of examination 

condLJcted by respondents. 

_4. The main grounds on which the reliefs have been sought are as 

follows:- · 

4.1 The iss·uance of fresh advertisement Ann.A/1. and A/2 is bCjd in the 

eyes of law, because the respondents Cflnnot be allovyed to proce
1
ed with re~ 

examination in respect of one centre only, as thE! vacstncies were,advertised 

on All India basis. 

4.2 Without there . being ·any sp_ecific order of cancellation. of earlier 

examination, fresh exarf;lination cannot bf? held. 

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

entire advertisement ought to have been ,cancelled or; the respon¢ents ought 

to ilave completed the earlier selection process. 

4.4 Cancellation of examination without recording any reason an,d without 

holding any inquiry or application of mind to the allegations mad~ i.n alleged . . ,;.- :; t ' . ' 

complaints is improper and against the s.ettled prinCip:les of law.· : .. 
' . ~ 

4.5 The final result has been withheld and fresh! examinatior /las been 

. OfdE;lrecJ. to accommodate SOme blue-ey~ candidate.S, WhO did nGt find J)igce 

-- · ·· ····· · - · · ·· · ··· ·· · -· -··· ·········--in·theeaFiier -selection .. process .... 

· b~~;;f;::-:=::::.~. . 4.6 .... lr:J some oUhe:.OAs additionEII:groun..ds hC!VE!J>r-~D ?\terrE;~; w,itl1 reg9rd .. 
/(,~: •;'\ ~ \\'< ' "! -::· >> .. , i . ! 

f<">~-\ .. /~~~-~ -~:_· :'~",~>~t'? the second written examination held on 14.4}2.013, like leakage of 
;.· -.·' ,·· ' . ; ., · .. ·' -~·'-"' .: ..... '• ':0\''\ . . i . . . .. : 

:··,._.- t:;_:-·. · :·,;..;· · ~\,:'-.. t~~~mination paper, belat~d starting of Written exarhination and that ·some , ; ' .• ::- ' : ·:·' ?>(, )) ' . . . . ... : . . . ' , 
.-: .::. 1 ••• • :: • -~; ,· p

0

e,rsons were allowed to sit in the examination wt;Jb did not appear in the ,.,, ... . : .:-'t;y i' , 

·:.>~~~~-~~ ~~ . ~~-·.,-, ·i<:~f~arlier examination held on 2.9.20: 2.: It has al~f been averred im the 

<;..._,_~~:~.·~0 Gi'l"=:)~p/ additional grounds that some persons were issued ·q;3ll !_etters fqr ~he written 
--~~-:.:.:~ .-1 . i... . . . 

·--------------------------- .. 
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examination, even though they were not allowed to sit in the examination 

held on 2.9:2012, ·and some 7who 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 ·not followed the provisions regarding reservation and in 

some of the OAs, the 9pp!icants have annexed the news items p!Jblished in 

the newspapers regarding the irregularities committed during the second 

examination held on 14.4:2013. 

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

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

examination of 14th April,· 2013 show that some candidates. have been --~ 

declared successful having roll numbers in a group without there being 

difference between the group of 5-10 roll numbersreflecting lacK ;offairness. 

It has also been said that how is it possible that no,t one person out of the 

100 odd applicants in these OAs found place in ; the list of. successful 

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

the earlier written exam.ination and app·eared forth~! interview in ;the year 

- t_· t17_3~J,_~~-~~~: f,. i [.... ·' .... '· ,,.. ···\ . ~ 
I( .:~ . (g r·::::::!'\::'·\ :iJ ~- c; )lin· some. OAs, replies have been filed. ;The coum~eL for the 

\;.;_,_, ~· (: .· . ··,_;;:fj::~·:,.~~~~~£ndents. Shr.L.)Lioit Mathur, .... Shri _;Girish ..... Joshj .and .. Ms.,. K.Parveen 
.:·-..~ ·. ...__~ - .. -... -... ~:.·:... ·_ ·:.~j· .. :.D~~~~-,...;'i--------.... ---- -·· -~-- -·--· -------"'··~ .. --.- .----- -- ...... -

·.::::::c._.·";',~::-~---\:·:,~~- _.-;:iubmitted that the replies filed in some OAs be adop~ed as counter in tl1ose 
... ··--~~;;~:;;_:~;;y·~.- ---~ ' _: -.······ ··-·- -- -. . .. . ! . . . 

,., cases also in which replies have notbeen filed sepa[ately. The:counsel for 

the applicants have also submitted that:the counter. plaim by th~ e~pplicants ' 

in some of the OAs may be adopted as counter clai~1 in other OAs in which 

replies have not. been filed. Further, Shri V.K.Mk1thur, ·counsel for the 
. ~ ' . 

respondents has ·filed additional affidavit and both th~ parties awee that the 
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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 decidin~J these OAs. 

6. In some of the OAs, the applicants 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 together in 

some OAs stand disposed of accordingly. 

7. In the counter, the respondents while denying the charges of 

arbitrariness, illegality and irregularities committed in the first examination -

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

submitted by a Board comprising of 5 officers arid Cjfter due application of 

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

a decision to re-conduct the examination and this ¢autious ·decision was 

taken after due application of mind with the relevc:mt facts. It· has been 

further averred in the reply that an internal investigation was ordered by CE 

JZ, Jodhpur to check whether ,the poli9y guidelines were follo,wed in the 
' .. i . 

earlier ~xamination and the said investigation brought out variou$ deviations 
~~e::·:·. ~; ·~ ~~:~~~-~:·>,~ 

_,-(/;._ :,- ___ _'-:---:" in the procedure adopted by the CWE, Jodhpur and the process. was found 
.,;:.-·~ ··~:\. . ..... - ; . ·. -. -,~ : 

/;::~>_ .·· .. -<·,_;~·:.-::.~.;,>_:; ~ -.-~!)~~ be vitiated and on the basis of tile above internal investigation, the 
f • . - ~ \ \ • ' " . ·- \ J • ~ 

(( " i ' -' · .. , i- '-'c~mpetent authority ordered to re-conduct the writt~n- exammation with~ut 

\~(f> : ~i };fkiJi~g ~~Y fresh ~ppli~ati~~ and ~in,e the r~su!\s were n<jt finalized 

\~-::-~~--~~~ .... > _ :·~ < __ ,../therefore, the process was re-started begjnning:frbm\scrutiny of?pplications 
'~·~:::.~~:~ ... ~:;:~:->;;: .. --'-:' >· •' .:, ! 

received in the earlier process. It has been·fU~Iler averred :that the 

advertisement issued in December, 2011 clearly ~tipulates · thaf call for 
' ·, - t ~ 

written test and interview conveys no assurance whatsoever- tha_t the 
·: -. .. i ' 

candidates ~ill be-selected/appointed.· Hence, the c~)mpetent a~1tho.rity was 

well within its right to annul the recr~litment at anY ti~1e if the sarw is found 
. .·' . . . :-· : 

'' 
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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 

'illegc:~.l, irregular and unlawful in re-cof!ducting 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 countE;r that the vacancies were 

advertised zone-wise and each recruitment zone was indepen:dent and, . . ' ' ' 

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

recruitment process and the same can b~:conducted separately also. 

7.2 · ·So far as the grounds taken regarding re-~xamination held on 

14.4.2012, it has been averred that some applicanthave initial.ly created A 

chaos at the venue of the examination and on.e of them ·might haye carried 

papers with him surreptitiously although: the same vyas not allow~d to be 

taken out and the applicants have prodtJced that P¥tper and averred the 

ground of. leakage of ·paper. It has ·been further stated that printing of the 

p-aper was done very confide-ntially directly under the supervision of-Board of 

Officers ensuring complete secrecy. It has. beE?n specifically stated in the 

'reply that ·shri Om Prakash, applicant lh OA No .. 1 F/2013 w/:J;s •creating 

nuisance ·in the premises and ·he was hampering the fr.ee and fair ~;:and uction 

·• p.f the. examination. Hence the civil pcilicei interrupted and the can¢li~ate vyas 
., ' 
~-\\ . . : . 

· -~ __ :'M-~¢d_tcj ·le$_\i_e_lh~ .. YeQ_ye_:.-.T~~- i)}cicl~ll! _ip~tb~ -~~~n_lirJati~ll centr~ was very 

~-.--···--~-- •· L't ·- --·~·· --·~·-· .... -- .. - .. ~-· -·---·· ..... -. .... . - . - .... . .. :- --~- • ... .. -~--- --~ . ·-- . : 
.. · wel/r planned move by some miscreants t;~s they have !initially cre~ted chaos 

., 

·at the venue. .~ j 

__ The .s.um and suqstance;; of E!ll.the. replies Js thft re~examioa~ion was 

conducted in a very fair and transparent mi'tnner and the_ icqmpetent 
j • • 

i 

authority was within the c:ompetence to re-conduct t~.e· examinatio(l on the . . - ~ . ' ' 

·basis of the· findings of the Board .of 5 officers arid, therefore 'there is .· ~ ; • • i • .J I ·, ; J 

' 
nothing illegal and irregular in re-cond!-J~ting the exam(nation. 

. . . . ' f· 

' . 

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

less -same facts and reiteration of allegations of favoritism and nepotism 

except in OA ~o.117/2013 filed by applicant Om Pr~kash wher~in in the 

counter affidavit it has been stated that the person najned Shri Moo\ Singh 

has never made complaint against the first process of examinatio,n held on. 

2.9.2012 and no such person namely Moo\. Singh ever rempined the 

President of the MES Workers Association. 

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

applicants regarding cancellation of earlier examination and issuance· of the 

advertisement dated 14.2.2012 for re~conducting th~ examingtipn and to 

. cancel the entire process of earlier sel~ction proc~ss and to :direct the 

respondents to declare the result on the basis .of the marks obtai,n~d .in the 

earlier examination is that the question paper$ vyhile conduptirg re-
. ·r· • -

·. examination were. leaked and this leakage of que~tiQn papers is sufficient . . . . . ' . 

ground to declare the seGond proce$s illegal and th~refore, the ,applicants-
. ' ' ' .. · . : . - ··' : 

claim -t~ di;ect the respondents to declare the -,result of ~he earlier 

'·. • : '''~~;,'~~t\~\ .. :::::~::::~·P:::::e~::r ,:~:o:::~~::n~i:~:::rpr:~:~::::c:i:~:t:; ::~: 
. -- ::: ~-';F/-:)-,:-v H-~-.and.in .. arbitracy .manner,,anct.on~L§[OQLE!;r~f~[§HC::_E')JQtCl..ctiT!!!liStr~t[v€1 rea;>on, 

.··· ·-~~~~- --~i~:~~~c~~~::~I~::~:~~:~~:p:~~::::ti:n~::-~::d::~:~t;:i~:::~ 
1 reasons and .genuine grounds .is unsustainable ir:i !the eyes: Qf Jaw. In '-- .. '. . . 

support of his contention, he has relied upon the jU~gment of ~llE; Hon'ble 
. ' . i . . 

Apex Court in the case of Chairman. -An:· India. Rail~ay Recruitment board . . . . -. - . ·-r - - . ·: ~ 

and Another vs. K.Shyam Kumar and Others, report~d: in (201 0) :6 $CC 614 . ·' •, ' . . t 



and in the case of East Coast Rallway and Another vs. 1\/lahadev Agpa Rao 

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

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

Shri Om Prakash along with other persons created cl1aos initially at the 

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

Prakash was debarred fiom appearing. in the examination and durin,9 that 

nuisanc::e period or chaos, Shri Om Prakash managed to bring out the paper . . 

' . . I . 

with him and that paper has bee.n produted, which does not amount to 

leak·age of paper because after that incident he was not allowed to appear in 

the examination. The counsel for the applicants further, contended ;th.at the' -~ 

leakage mt.Jst be prior to the examinatio:n 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 the counsel • for the 

applicants .. 
,·,· . 

. . So far as mal-practice and c!ecision; to re-condu~:t of examination is .. 
.... -. 

coh.cerned, we have perused the material av21ilable o~ record and -\n our 
' . \ ' ' 

~PQ~idered view, the Board comprising of 5.officers reported irregLil9rity and 
' ... ..._ ' ; ~ : . 

\."'.;"~ . :. _-__ . -. ::.~.:~,:;~Jii•egality_~and ... o.ther ... mal,practices .Jn_~Jhe, _ear.[ier -e~¢tmination. ~md the 

competent authority after application of n1ind ordered, to· re-con~uct the 
. ~ ' 1 

examination. 'It is. settled position of law that on flifnsy groun<tfs! ·such 
. . I . . 

examination cannot be cancelled, but wher~ the compet~nt authorit~ verified 
• . j . . ~ . 

. . ! i 

the facts from record or an inquiry howsoever summ~cy the same m:ay be, it 
. : l : : . ' 

is possible for the competent authority to .take a deci~;ion, that t~ere are 
. [ 

1 

good reasons for making the order ~hich 'the authoritY; eventually; makes. 

. . ~ 
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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 and Others 

vs. State ~f Punjab and Others, reported in (2006) 11 SCC 356, but 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 

· :~·.·e::~-;:.·i) Counsel · .for the applicant further contended that applicants' 

\ .. ~~; ·: _ ·• . -:.::~1:J)articipation in the second examination cannot be said to be acqui~scense. 

~:;,_2j;~;;i' The counsel for the respondents does notcontrovert this contention in view 

of the)udgment of the Hon'ble Supreme c'ourt in the case of Ramesh Kumar 

vs. High Court of Delhi and Another reported in (201 0) 3 SCC 104. 

14. So far as other grounds averr~d ill tile OAs a~e concerned, th~re are ·· 

specific alk:~gationsn:~garding mc:JI-practi~e, arbitrariness and other mala-fide 

action on the part of the respondents a,nd it has. be,en admitteg during the 

course of arguments that almost all the applicant~ who appe,arf'd in the 
. ' t . ' 

! 

·- ·:~~rli~! e~~!ii_i~~-ti?_n have· ·been called to appear in tr1e s'econd examination 

except Shri Gaurav Jangid, but in the counter filed: by the respondents, it 

has been specifically averred that re-conducting of e),aminatioh itarted right 
. . . ·-! l . • 

· from the stage of scrutinizing of applications formi. ?~d. if the j candidate's 
• . 1 • ' ' 

. form was not found in terms of the acjvertisetnent,i that applicant has not 
. :- . . ~~ - : ;-· . 

been issued call letter for the written examination.,!Therefore, the grounds 
' . i 

taken by the- applicants in this .cont(Olxt do not car~' any force. :counsel for . . . ·'· . 

the applicants although pleaded that one applicaht who had ~arlier not 
---- --- ···---. ! 

. f 
' 

). 
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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 . . 

.:: cQ_ur~e cif arguments could not verify the details of St,lch person, therefore, ··---.... - . 

the averment mad.e in the- application appear to be vague. Si\T]ilarly the 

.. averments regc;~rding .arbitrariness, maJafideness ~nd .rpal-practic;e;averred in 

the applications are als9 vague and incorrect. 

15. CounseJ.for th~ applicants contended violation of the provis;io\ls of th.e 
. .. . . . . . . 

res·ervation .. policy, but on the contrary, cpunsel for the responde,nt~ denied 

this fact. We have per1;1sed the adverti?ement i?sue:d by the r:e~pondent 

department and in the advertisement itself. it has be.en mentioded that 'flO 

. . ·.· : 

. · .. ····· minimummarks·are required in·the·,writter,/t¢st ·to 0;311 f·::>r interview! ard as far 
. - - . . . . . . : . 

as possible 5 times of the vacancies, :the perso1is: will . be called in. the 
. ; . ' . 

interview and if in some categories less persons have beef;l peclared 
. . . . .. - . . ; - l ., 

the C!Pplican.ts that now. Jtl8 re-exC!rninEJ,ti91l Ci'lDDoUJ;>e ;c.onduct13d for ·one · 
', .. ,... ..... ,, ...... •v- .. ····•• ,: .•• , --~~. • "··• • ·•·-. ~-":. . ' 

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

' 
, I 

. ·. 17. · · Counsel for the applicant furtQer. pqntended t~pt th,ere is no sp~cific . ·. . ., '• . . ··: . . . . ~ ... · . .. . . . t ~- . . . . . . 

order of cancellation ·of the earlier examination, but lwe are not; inclined to 
. . .: . . t. ' ' 

~ . I 
"' ~ .. -- ... ,. . ~ .. ' ···- .... '. j -

··r-····- --------". ··- ·_r 

·.t 
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accept this argument because re-conductiofl of examination automatically 

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

specifically cancel the earlier examination. Thus, this argumer1t does not 

carry any force. 

18. We have consi¢ered rival contention of both the parties. Alt~ough the 

applicants have averred in their OAs the fact offqvoritism, nepotism and 

o'ther all_egations. but such averments made in the OAs are va;gue and no 

specific allegation has been made again'sr any officer. Moreov~r,. there are. 

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

~ a~peared .at ·Jaisalmer in the earlier_ examination and they· have been 

allowed in the second examination at:Jodhpur, but no such do<;:utnentary 
' 

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

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

concerned, it has been replied in the_ counter that as the entire pr9cess has 
0' ~T-~' "• - 00' ""' 

been re-started from the ?tage of scrutiny of. appli~~ation form?, -therefore, 
0 • 0 

some persons have not been i?swed caU letters as their applicatipnform was 

· .. /~:..~not found. incomplete. Therefore, any -allegation of mC~!afi_c!eness Of· 

;;~~·:~=-~~.::g2~;..."\-- . - --- ---· ' --- ..... 
0·'/:-~·:f~~··''''"5''~··:,;·>·~.:-~;a'l;fxjtrariness cannot be sustained. 

i1r, );;~t ~z~\;_\= \ · \\ - ·. _ 
\! ?~ q %-.- n -{ H *J} - . . 
. \t:c::i:(;:~>.\(~~~:~)-~_~j_:r.-~3 /~:~.,gl{ ____ We _have __ aJs.p_ PSJ!LJS.~d th~L_en_qJ,.Ji!Y report _<m:d .. _the origjnial_ complain! 

· --------\'-,.~,);.--'o;''-'--.!.:::::.;~::~·-o·._".?;.-0----/f.---------------------------------------------------~·----·--- ..... ---·--· ..................... ----~---- . - .......... , \ -
· '~,~ ·i~"'::S~.-:..~::.~-; ~~~ . .f.eceived regarding favoritism in· the firs( examination\ It is settle¢! principle of 

:'"~.6;~.;,~~;~¥::-~law that where the competent authority verified th~ ~acts from r~tord of any 

inquiry howsoever summary the_ same, may he"[ it :is possjble for the . . . ~ . j . . . 

competent authority ·to take ·a decision that ther~- are good i reasons for 
. . . >i· .; 0 

i 

making the order which the authority eventually rr\akes. Accbr¢!ingly, the 
: . ..t : . 

reasons mentioned in t_he enqui~y repqrt by th'e, ~~~petent authcprity to re­

conduct the examination cannot be ~aidto be iiT1PfQ~~r_or illeg?l'. 
····~- -~-~- ___ .. " . . . ,. : _____ :.: .. ·:-~:~~~~: .L. . . 

..:.-~.·-,-:-:1~. 
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20. So far as contention regarding. reservation point is concerned, it is 

well settled principle of law that afterfinalization 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 a~plicants 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 tile part of any: officer the 

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

the applicants can not sustain in the eyes of law. · 

22. In totality of the above discussions, in our cc;msidered view, all tile 

- OAs lack merit and the same sre accordingly dismiss~!d. 

--.Jlf- ~L--c;~~~~:--'-----J.. -- ----. _o __ ---- ------ ---- ----- ----- ~------____,__ -----~ --
(Meenakshi Hooja) · (Ju~,ti~~- ~CC. Jo~bi) · , · 
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