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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 fv1S. MEENAKSHI HOOJA,:MEMBER (A) -

OA No.117/2013 

Om Prakash s/o Shri Sakta Ram, Cast~~Jat, aged 25 years, r/o c/o Krishna 
Ram Godara, Godara Ka Bas;- Oigari Kalla, Ajmer Road, Jodhpur 
(Candidate for appointfT1entas Mate (SSK;) in MES, Army, Jodhpur) 

. .. Applicant 

... --------~--- ... ----- ... -- -· ...... -. ·-· _ .. (Th rougll . .A.cTvocate: Mr.~s~-P-.:S-fliirmar~--- .. ~~-"--~ -~-----._,------e.-~-~"···--·-.,·------=-·"·"···· ·- · ~- · -· "-

Versus 

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

2. The Director General (Pers)/E1 C(1 ), Military Engineer Service, 
Engineer-in-Chief's Branch, ln'tegrated HQ of Mob · (Army), 
Kashmir House, Rajaji Marg! New Delhi. · 

3. Military Engineer . Services, ·Headquarters Chief Engineer, 
Southern Command Purie, · · 

·. 4. · Military Engineer -Servic~s, Headquarters, Commander Works 
.... Eogin~er (C..WE),_An:ny", MLJitC:Jn .ull.E?~,~Qphpu.r._ .. 

. . Respondents 
(Through advocate: Mr.Vinit Mathur and Ms: K.Paf\'een) 

•·•-~·-• ··-··---~-~-~ -~~"''' -~~-,--::•• - .. ~ ....... ~-· -"~'....-."'' - ~- ,_,~ •• ..--,~-.,~-~-~~---~·--r-•••·---·••••• "'"'"''" •-o•• '" • '••'''• ''•' .... 
-: ... _ . 1. · Pola Ram. Chaudhary S/o Rupa Ram Chaudhary R/o Gaurav 

............. · ·· · ·-·- -RoTi'se:---NearBatr--Mata·Tefmptei·;-Panch--Batti;---Ratana,·· Jodhpur 
. (Raj). · · · 

- 2. Ramsw<:~roop ·S/o Sujarani, R/q Village Ramasani Tehsil Bilara, 
Distt~ Jodhpur (Raj). · · · ··· · · 

3. Shyam Lal S/o Kaluram, Rio Village Pitasani,. Tehsil & Distt­
. Jodhpur (Raj). 

------------------------ ---------------------------'-- ----· 
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4. Mahipal S/o Bhomaram R/o. Village Ramasani Tehsil Bilara, DisH­
Jodhpur (~aj). 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

f. .. 

~. 

Rampraka:sh Moga S/o Omaram Moga, R/o C-1 0, Rajiv Nagar, 
MahamCJn~ir, Jodhpur (Raj). 

-i 

Ramniwa~ S/o Puraram R/o C/o Rarnsingh · Choudhar, _18 Ajuja 
Colony, A(rport Road, Ratana, Distt- Jodhpur (Raj). 

! . 

Mohan L~l S/o Buddha Ram, R/o. Village DantiwarC!, vla-Banar, 
Distt- Jodhpur_ (Raj). · · · ·, · · 

' ~ . 
J . 

Mahendr~ Ram S/o Chunni Lal R/o Village Aaktaji, PostBpwraJa, 
\(Ja _- BCJn~·r,.Pistt-)gqhpuc(B.aj); .. :._ .. . .. , ·_ ; . 

9. · Rakesh ~/o Kaluram_ R/o Village Pitasani, Tehsil & Distt-Jodhpur~ 
(Raj.). · ' · · · . : •· .· · 

- ............ :Apfflicants 

' 
(Through Adv. Mr. Kailash Jangid) 

f 

Versus· 

1. Union of India· through Secretary, Ministry of Defence,r Raks;hc:l" 
Bhawan, NeWDelhi. · ' ·· ; ·{ 

• . i 

(Through Adv. Mr. Vi nit Mathur and · M~ K. ParveE:ln) -

; • : i 

OA No. 136/2013 ;, , 
. ' . :· .. 

1. Mohit Singh thm;han S/o Jagdis~ Singh 9:9o'uhan, Plot :N¢.- 30 B · 
Hakim Bagh Opp. Sardar School, qistt-Jodhp9r. ,(Raj). ' [ 1 

2. Rahul Sharma S/o Shri Jai Dev Sharma, ~/o 27, Ar)a Nagar, 
Mahamandir, Jodhpur, (Raj) 342006. ·· i 

· · · · ' ............. J,\pplicants 

(Through Adv.: Mr. Kailash Jangid) 

• . ' i .( 

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

2. The Director General (P.ers)/E1C · (1), Military Engineer Service, 
Engineer~in Chiefs· Brarich, Integrated HQ 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, Comm<;~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 S/o Vishna Ram, Agecj - 20 years, R/o Bajrang Medical 
Store Opp. Govt. Hospital Sindh(3ry,· District-::- Barmer, Rajasthan. 

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

3. Pawan Kumar S/o Surja Ram, Aged-21 years, R/o Village-Jajiwal 
. Khichi, Post-Jajiwal Kalla, Distr.ict-Jodhpur, Rajasthan. - . - . . 

-4-:--Vikram·G-houdhc:~ry·S/0-Shri-KaAaRam, Aged-24 years, R/o Village· 
Jajiwal Kala, District-Jodhpur, Rajasthan. · 

4~~~~~~:~ Sangram Singh S/o Shri ~ikrar:n Singh, A~ed-24·years, ~/o Plot No . 
.,:&:S.~;~;~~~~-~~~~:~;~1, New Colony, BJS, near Knshna Mand1r, Jodhpur, RaJasthan. 

/J.,:'~).<;~:-·· -:;·:~)k i<J~fian ·singh S/o Prem ·Singh Bhati", Age·d-25 years, R/o 

( { * jk ';::;,;. . ~~ ·,. )J 4j!tantpu ra, T ehsii-Pokharan, Dis trict-Jaisalmer. 

\ , t.. ·.· . '\:"':,,.: 7h §c/ffnswaroop S/o Shri Sujra Ram, Aged 25 years, . R/q Village-
\~;.¥,_12: ·. · ·. '.'/:!;~BVer.adesar, District-Jodhpur, Rajasthan. 

-- ~ ··- .. -------· '•-tt-~·:;~-(--:--·:~·-:.-:'~--0':;-{/--·----------·-·----·-----------····----.·····--·------------ ........ --.·· ....... -·; .. . 
· -----............. ·· ---.:;~~:fi.'Sawai--Singh-·SJo--shri·-l:Jgam-··Singh; -Aged-2-3· years, Flo V. &PO-

. ~- Bardhana, Tehsii-Pokharan, District- Jaisalmer. 

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

. 1 O.Ayub Khan S/o Shri Mumtaj Khan; Aged 24 yea.rs, 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 rylandore Garden, Jodhpur (Raj) 



12. Jayant Sharma S/o Shri Mahendra K-umar Sharma, Aged-25 years, 
R/o Plot No. 64 Dadich Nagar, Teesari Pole, Mahamandir, Jodhpur, 
Rajasthan. · · · 

13. Shravan Kumar Chaudhary S/o Shri Gordahn Ram', Aged-g2, years:. 
Rio Villag\3 Salwa Kallan, Tehsil & District-Jodhpur, Rajasthqn.: 

. . • -.. : : ·.·! 

14. Pramod Sharma S/o Ram Ratan S~.;1thar, Aged"29 YC?ars, R/p 1;3ajrRng 
Medical . store ,Opp. _ Govt. Hqspital . SindharY;, · Dist~.~$aprteq, 
Rajasthan. · ' . ; · i 

15. Moda Ram Parmar S/o Shri Shanti ;La I, Aged-2Q Years, Rio/ Bp~eJ'?ri-
ka-Bass, Tehsii-Sayala, District-Jal9re, Rajastha:n. : l : : 

- - ' ---- -.; ;-. . . ' . j_ 

16. Pintoo Ram S/o ,ShriKuya RE!in,i 99~-d ·~1 ~yrars, Rio ~s~ f\rrn!Y 
Central, C/o GE Army Central Jodhpur, RaJasth~n. : i i • i < l 

. ; ~ ; : : 
17. Kana Ram Rana S/o · Shri Sc:ik.a ;R·Clm Ran~,\ Aged-2i )eJrs, iR/:o .. '... ..-·.;. •. _, . ,_. f· -1· -, -:! ' 

Police Thane-kecPaas, Tehsii--Sayl$; pistrict~Jalore, ;Rajastlia~.: !' i . - : ' . I 1 ' 

18.Ravi K~mar S/o KaiiClsh Kumar] Age;d-~3. Y:ears, R/o. se:, lric;Jida 
Colony, AirForce Road, Jo~hpu~ ~a)asth,ari.~: (' ' . t j 1; ~ 

.19. Dharma Ram S/o Shri. He rna :R~~ .. Aged-;$ . years, Rlo J VW~g~-
. · Salwari~KaliEm, rvia_ndore:,- Jodhp:yr,jR:ajas~han':::J · · : :- · · i I · i' I 

! .---~ '; '~.-~---~, -~- l i ~-·! 
20. Rajesl] Bheel _S/~ Shri Pars a, ~,al!\, f.g~ch} ~:¥-~ar~, R/~ Bpe;elo~+k?-
.. Bass, Sayla D1stnct-Jalore, RaJp?t~an. : .. :r:· •. \ ! '1 ! · l 

. ·. ..: ·.· ,· ~: t ~ <' ~::::::·r:~-· ~- : l ~ :.~: f 

. 21. Sampat DC3gala, S/o Sh,ri R~Hn~shvyar, AgEfd~g) years, _/Riq> :Viii. !& 
. Post-Kharda Randhir Via~B~nar,Jodhpl.ir, R,$jaS.thar. · · ·! ! .· i · j . 

~--,__; . . . . . _, '·:· 'f '' 1:<;'· /.~::· .. ' ; . i ! . i i 

/;f;:f~~~ 22.Raj Kumar Singh S.ankllala s~9: S1hii Goyin;f.~ipgn,, Sa,nk~al~.-~ge;d-
//~.~:~·.;/_<~_ .. 2:.:;:·:->~~~'·;. .---~~\ 27 ye __ a~s.. R/o. : .Nathu . .Bhawa_,_P·; .. ~alon.:~g~ ... !;3_,_·'a.:a_ s.( Ur:ntn_:_e9·Gh;9V'{•·.k, . 

f/./f'~,··,r:..:•~·'\TO'Y'h·::.--,,\\ '\ ·Jodhpur, Rajasthan. . · . · •· ! t · · ~·:·1·. ·t i , i 1 
;;' .. ; ··I~~· f . ..,,~_:i:f,/,,''):, .,_ \·f -:P::} . . . ' . . i j ; ; I l! i 

(( .. ff':l , _·_,_ ·~--~~-"~~1 1~1 ,.,~~- Pratap_ Singh S/o Shri. ~:qon ~i:~g~, 1Ag~?-2;3.:~e.~r~, H/o:~u~rte}r~o. 
\·: '' ·-.\ ·.,.t.f.!;:··,_::p•'<?, /rp::·d 302, MES Colony, Jodhpur, RaJasthan. : . T: · ·; ·. 1 I ! · 1 
'\\ -.':,\. t~~.:~~:~::~--~ .. ~~:~::-:-~~--·.:>~;~~:.,·:c~~i··. · . ·. . · : ··: 1 ; . · ._ r -; · ~ f· L:. ~ 
\~~~,:;~\·.~;::~~~~~~£~;.·~·~~/24. Sa hi Ram Bish1ioi, S/o. shri · c:;do~h:a l}ap} .?i~-6-~~L ;Agy9-2~ Y~ars. 
. ';::~.:;:.~~;;'::2'-1_;!;;";:;;~:;,· R/o Village-L~mba, Tehsii-BiiE~ra.·~i1trict-JqdN$Fr; ~ajas~hrnr · j. ·'! 

~ . \. ' ' • .·-"·'• l ' -·: '··-~:::, .. :.~-~- 'I.[ . ;l' ~ 

25. Harend_ra ~houcjhary S/o Shr_i :c;;9d'f1_ram C.h?H.dti~[Y; p,;~:~.~·t5--y~ars; 
R/~ Organ . Kallan, Nenockl,.qhflf!l, S~!~_9:r~21rht • ·orsrnpt1J9dnppr. 
RaJasthan. ._· .. _ ;_:,· 

1
1 ' .... · ~:.:. ; · i I ; : ' 

tk:·_~~-: i. ~- . I f t; f 
26. Prakash Saran . S/o Shri Bhiya RE)r:n. Ag~~~~-~ . xears, ~/d Vill~~e~ 

Naharo-ki-Dhani, Teh. & District-Jodhpur; RajstMan. i i • .[: ' 
. . . . ~-· : ! :. j 3ft ::-,: i' .• ; . t i ' ! i ! 
27:_. Had man Ram S/o. Shri _Arjun Ra~ P?W,·:~g~;q:,~:r'ye_ars,'f/p YiJ(a$e-

Heeradesar,Tehsii-Bh(')palg<;~rh; qrs,tnct~..l9pJ:i~ML) .. , · i i. ' 1( \ 

. . _; f. I 1 : :_~--~-I{-t~:r·<~--~ :· : 1 ' ~- q i 
28.Ram Kishor_ S/o Shri Mang!CJ ·f$ni. Aged:·~·J~;6':Y,ciars,: ~~~ Vil!a$e-

Osran, Tehsii-Bhop(:llg;;~rh, Dl;;tncHpdhpur~. ·f. • · f ' 1 . p i · 
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29. La! 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/9 Ward No. ;11,Near 
-·-Daud Hazi-Ki Kothi, Indira Colony, Bhadra, District-HanUJ;nangarh, 

Rajasthan.· · 

31.Hasan Khan. Slo 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 Yee~rs, R/o Vill1-Tllwasni, 
. Tehsii=Bilara, Disti"ict-.Jodhpur, Raja9than. · · ' 

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

........... , .Applicants 
J • . 

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

Ver~us. 

1. Union of India through . Secretarf, · Ministry_ of. Defence; Raks.ha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. The Director (;eneral (Pers)/E1 C: (1 ), Military Engineeri $ervice, 
Engineer-in Chie.f's Branch, Integrated HQ of MoD (Army} Kashmir · 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi- 11;0011. · • 1 · · 

~/~ . . 

~-«,.~1-;,i~~fl~:~~~ 3. Military Engineer Services, Headquarters Chief Engineer, l Sputhern 
//~ ..-_:..-:-;,,.\n•i,'Z"·,:.~y r~ ·~\; ··Gommand Pune-41-1 001, 

f /f.t ,1 ~ 0~· .,. t1 ;- '·~ .... •• '::., 

b17h;f~C ~~~i\·,~~\\ ..,.::~ Military Engineer Service Headqua~ers, Commqnder Works· Engineer 
1; . q . .,,i i'' r'~) (CWE),.Army, Jodh_pu_r- 34202.7. \1 <'c '• "'-{ "'·· ~, . t\. ~ .. \ \~p.. ...~~ ~}' ' .. l ~ \; ( · , ··,,: J 1: '; -""· .,,~ J I f.~·· ,I 

\~~~:~;;~~'~F~ffi~~;~~:;:7! -· · . ·. · . · 
~~~:< >.-~<> ·;:-1\<'i:-~~~Ffhrough Adv. Mr. V1n1t Mathur and Ms K.: Parveen) 

''"-"::..:-::_.-~ : 

. ,I 

i 
··-··-···--····-· .. , •...... ,.,_ .. -- , ... ·····:::·-··-·~···. -····---.. ~~----~·-··---.,............""''--""~~-~-.. ~~---······"·"'~"·-·-····-~- . ,_ .• ,. .. t 

: ~- Jugai·Kishor S/o Shri Mi~hri Lal, Aged 29 years, R/o!Drwra Ki H~v~li N~ar 
··Rajmahal Middle Schooi .. Ajay~Ghowk;:Joclhpur. -•; . · i \ · 

\. 

1-
, 

........... :.Applicants 
' . ; ; '· :-

· · (ThroughAdv: .. Mr: S:P:·Sharma) · . . 

Ver:3w;;. 

1. Union of India through Secretany, ·Ministry" f()f Defenc~, iRak9ha 
Bhayvan; New D~lhi. . 1 
. .t'. . 

2. The Directot' General (Pers)/E1 c (1 ), Mjljtajy Engine·er perv!ce, 
.. EnglneeHn Chiefs .Branch, lnjegnated HQ: of tMoD {Army) Kashmir 
· House; -Rajaji Marg; NewOelhi;fT 110011. · : :: I · • i 

._,. 

. l 
r . 

·.· 
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........... Respondents 

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

OA No. 220/20"13 
Naresh S/o Shri Kishari Ji, Aged aboL!t 23 years, R/o 5;8,, lndra 
Colony, Panch Batti Circle, Air Force Road, Jodhpur, Raja~tt)an. I. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

.8'. 

Sanjay Kumar S/o Late Shri Shy am Lal Ji,: R/o Sansi ~Colony, 
Baggi Khana Road, Ratanada, Jo!)hpur, Rajasthan .. 

Tulsi Ram S/o Shri Ram Lal Ji, Rlo Plot No. 276, Nehru\Cplony, 

Ratanada Road, Jodhpur, Rajasthan. · 

Pratap \(umar S/o Shri P.oona Ram, R/o 73,. Prithvipura; Rasa\a 

Road, Paota, Jodhpur, Rajasthan. · 

Raju S/o Shri Manohar La\ Ji, R/o H.No: 122, Gali No.3, KC!ilawat 
Pan Palace, Prithvipura, Rasala Road, Jodhpwr. Rajasthai). · 

Pintu Ram S/o Shri Koya Ram, :S/o BSO Ar,my Center,; 0/o G;E 

Army Central, Jodhpur, Rajasthar;J. · 

Mod a Ram ParmarS/o Shri Shanti Lal Ji, R/o [Bhi\o Ka Bas, 'Tehsil 

Sayla, District Jalore, Rajasthan. · · · · 

Ritu Panwar W/o Shri Niranjan, R/o Vid)lya Nagar; Paota, 

Jodhpur, Rajasthan. 

Sawai Singh S/o. Shri Ugam Singh, Rio V~P Bardana, ·Tehsil 

Pokaran, District Jaisa\mer; Raja~than. · · · · 
- . ,· 

Sanjay Chouhan S/o Shri Chandra Pra\<as8, R/o Q.No. 503/:3, 

Lancer Line, Army Area, Jodhpur; Rajasthan:·. 

13. 

Rajesh Bheel S/o Shri Parsa Ram, R/o Bhilo Ka Bas. Tehsil 

Sayla, District Jalore, Rajasthan. •· . · 

Kanaram Ranci S/o Shri Saka Ram Ji, Rio Near Police Statio.n, 
Tehsil Say\a, District Jalore, RajOsthan. · · ' .. · ' · 

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

14. Kishan Singh S/o Shri. Prem Singh, R/o. V\1\age Jaswan\Pp.ura, 
Post Jemla, Tehsil Pokaran, District Jais.alrne~. Rajasthan. 

15. Ashok S/o Shri Bhiya Ram Ji; R/o Village KHo\<haria, Post :Banar, 

Jodhpur, Rajasthan. · · · · · 

16. Oaulat Ram Chaudhary Slo $hri Harman Ram, R/o Village 

Nandri, Post Banar, Jodhpur, Rajasthan. ; 1 
: i 
. t 

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

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

: .. ........ Re~pondents · 

(Through Adv. Mr. Vi_nit Mathur, Ms K. l?arveen & Mr. Girish Jo~hi) 
~ .. -~···-->~-- -~-·-· -~·-··· -- --~----~-- '·""'- ··-··· "--~··-·•'-'---.-.;..~~:,.......... .... ~---~----,-----~~-----<~.------- ·-~~ ---·----- ---. ..... -

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

OA No. 168/2013 with MA No.83/2013 .. • ,. 

~ . ,-.,:;::::.~:.:..~:.';;'-~·~ 
,., .. ..,_, ... r.... ""Uot...__ ""-

1. 

' ' 

Dinesh Kumar s/o Shri Suraj, Prakash, ·aged 27 years .r/o 
H.No.265, Navdurga Nagar, f Khasra-4, : Jhalaman? ·; Circ;;le, 
Jodhpur, Rajasthan.. _ ~"' . . .. L.~: . _ ·~ . 

2. Ramdev Nayak s/o Shri· Madan Lal_ Naya~, aged 28 ~~ars, ;rio 
H.No.30, Air· Force, Indira Colori:y, Ratnaoa·, ~odhp_ur, Raja~thar;J. · 

-~ . ~ ; 
3. Man ish Nayak s/o Shri Ram'dev Nayak, i aged 27 !y~ars r/o 

H.No.68.:B; Pabupra; Civil Air-Port Road; ,Joqhpur,-Rajasthkn.,- - .. 
. 1 ~ ~ ~ . ! . 

4. Vis hal s/o Poosa Ram, aged 28 years/ r/~ Bombay ;rvjo~ors Co. 
b~hind Pancholiya Nadi, Harijarl Basti, JodhP,ur, Rajasth~ti . . . . ; ~-

5. Durjan Singh s/o Shri Roop Sin~ h. ~ged:-~28 Vears, r/o riot No.169 
Hanwant '8' BJS [\11arg No.17, Jbdhpur, R.ajasthan. · \ : · 

6. Gaurav Jangid s/o Shri Shank~r Lal Jangi~, aged 25 ~y~·ars, r/o 
H.No. 29-30, Ram Mahalia, 1 Outside! N~gori- Gate,! Jodhpur, 
Rajasthan. · ' · ' · · · · 

' . 
. . . . . . . . . . : ... Applican~s· i 

"'" ~-'>' ·~.:.,., --~·:c~··;;~·,.:>.i .. ~ -//~ough Adv Mr S P Sharma) ,\, ;..~~, 1. '~·---:...:.:..:..;.--"' _,.:'-; -;7', ~;r~r . . . . 
·~'\b' 1-" "'---:--'-.----:::.1-u ~~ ll 

~"\ •1?;-r.:~ ;.--- ..._. "!~--t<.;."J.. r;/ 
,'tfta .·J-:'..1!"7;~ - .. ::,--:!;~~ 
"'"~"·,'''".'(j ... ~ 
'~;:,~ Versu~ . 

: l 
i 

. I 
: 

: j 

1. Union of India through Secreta(y, MinistrY !of Defen?_·.~! I R_ak~·-· ha, 
Bhawan, New Delhi. · · ' 

r 
: . : r - ~ ~ 

2. The Director General (Pers)4E1 q: (.1 ), M,ilit~;ry EnginE?e!r !SerY,ice, 
Engineer-in Chiefs Branch, lnleg~ated HCtof!Mob (Arm~) jKasf\mir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi-1rt0011.. '·· ~ ·. ' ! . 

~ ; 

3. Military Engi~eer Servlces, Headquarters Ch,f~f: Engineer! Southem-
.CommandPune-411001. • · ;i: :if · 

4. Milita-ry Engineer Service Headquarters, Comrn~21Mer Workb ~ngineer 
Army, Jodhpur. : · · · · f 1 ) • 

4 • ~· • f _; - ; ;· 
5. Commander Works Engineer (CW~) (P) (Army.J.,·.Banar, Jb~hpur. . 

--. ' ' .• { ·. . i : 

\ 
1 

I 

j 
\ 

j 
I 
i 
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17. 

18. 

8 

Ganpat Ram S/o Shri Laxman Ji, R/o Village Aanganwa, Post 
Aanganwa, Surpura, Jodhpur, Rajastnan.· 

Anil Kumar S/o Shri Kesu Ram Ji, R/o gth Chopasa:ni Road, 
Behim;l Ranvir. 8hawan, Jodhpur; Rajas_than. 

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

20. Narendra. Kumar. S/o. S.hri .CheJ.fi.R<Jm)L .8.19 JanG~r l,.Ln~,__M_f;$ ______ _ 
Quarter, Army.Area,.Jo.dbpur.,.Raja::;th<m. _____ .......... · ... ___ _ 

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

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

Versus; 

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

2. The Director General (Pers)/11:1 C: (1 ), Military Engineer 9ervice, 
Engineer-in Chiefs· Branch; lntegr$ted HQ .of ·MoD ·(Army) ~ashmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, 'New Delhi- 11!0011. · · · · 

.-~:.=-~ 
,.r- ~n ..... ,"~" . , 1 • 

-·.._....r-J~!:::;':;, •'1;:'/.,.~'-'..~~.._ 3. · Military Engineer Services, Headq~arters Chief Engineer,: Southern 
•· ·.· ··'~ ...... .._.. .. ,_ .,,;., .. "" Command Pune 411001. · · ' 

Military Engineer Service_ Headquarters-, Commander WorkS, E:ngineer 
(CWE), Multan Line Army, Jodhpur- 342010; · · 

: .......... Resp~mdents 

(Through Adv. Mr. Vinit'Mathur and M$ K. Parveen) 

OA No.284/2013 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Mohd. Arbaz s/o Mohd. Ayub<, aged 1_9 fears r/6 S)l~ntipura, 
Mehavaton Ki Masjid Road, Jod)lpur. · · 

; J ; 

Bhagwan Prasad Prajapat s/o ~hri· Ramesh'{Var Prajap.at, ~gedL31 
years r/o 254; Mata Ka Tham; Dairy Wall· Gali No.8, i Sutl!lla, 

I j . ' 

Jodhpur. : _ . , ·_i ·---: 

' f i 

Parmeshwar Prajapat s/o Shri Rameshw~r Prajapat,i ~ged: 29 
years, .rio 254 Mata Ka Thah, Dairy hiV~.If Gali no.~,\ Sut81a, 
Jodhpur. 

1 
' i ' : 

Sharvan Ram Saran s/o Shri; Achal Ralll, . aged 22 i y!pars rio 
Village-B-Road, Saran Nagar, 1-\jfl}er Road', 4odhpur. . • · 

' '· 

[ .. · 
; : 



;: 

I 
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... Applicants 

(By Advocate:- Shri S.P.Sharma) 

Versus 

1. Union of India through Secretary, Ministry of_ Defence,. Raks)la 
. Bhawan, New Delhi. 

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

3. Military ·Engineer Service • Headquarters Chief Engineer, •Southern 
· Command Puile- 411001. 

4. Military Engineer Service?, Hea.d Quarters Commander Work 
Engineer (CWE), Army, Jodhpur- 3fl-2010. 

5. ,CommanderWorks Engineer (CW~) (P) (Army), Banar, Jodhpur.' 

......... ::Re~pondehts 
·. . .. I 

(Through Adv. Mr Viriit Mathur) 

OA No. 285/2013 

.. T TiloK..Ctioi.tdhary ·s/0: Sh.ri Anda Ram, Aged about 19 Yf3ars, R/o . 
Village Gujrawas; Post Banar, Distt Jodhpur: · 

2. Sanwar Ram S/o Shri Bhanwal La I, Aged abouti20 years, R/o. Village 
'Khokharia, Post Banar, Distt. Jodh~ur. · · · 

''/' 

3. Ganpat L~l .S/o Shri Laxm~n Ram, Aged ~bout 22 years, H/,o N·C?~~~, ·' .. 
Gaanv, Post Chopara, Tehsil Sojat· City, Distt. Pali. · .'· · . < ... ,·, 

4. Rohit Chouhan S/o Shri. Satya N?rayan Singf;J Cliouh~n,; a.g~d-!'24f. 
· years, R/o Sarlo Ka Chowk, lnsipe Osiyon Ki Ha:ve,li,_ Jodhpljr.' -. • · 

.. -- ~-----~ ----····· --- -~---~-- .. ·-· -·· ·--·-----"••····--~~-.. -- .... :~--4~~~~------·-·-···"0~~ .. --~:-·----":"~ ,_ .. -~ ........... -·.--;- -~- --:---··-.----~- ... ~~-- ~-l··· ---- . -·· __ , i . ! • 

IR/ci 
' 

Hidayafullah Khan S/o Shri Liyi;(kat:Ullah Khan; ~ged abouti29 yeCJrs, 
R/o ~-8~/?.95 .. R?m.je:m Ji. K~.: H§thC1, B9n9f. ! ~9Cid. Aktta \ Na,gar, 
Jodhpur. · · ~ . · · · · 

: ·r·~ 

• .......... :~.Applica,nts 

I 

... ~ .. 

' ·, 



·--1 () 

(Through Adv. Mr. B. Khan) 

Versus 

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

2 .. The Director General .(Pers) El · C ( 1) Milit~ry Engine?r, Service 
Engineer-in _Chiefs Bench lnt~gre)ted HQ of iMoD (Army) ;Kashmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi- 110011. 

3. Mili~ary Engineer Service Headquarters Chi~f Engineer, Southern 
Command Pune 411001. ' · · · ' 

4. Military Engineer Service Head quarters Commander War~ Engineer -Q.­
(C\(VE) Multan Line Army, Jodhpur- 342010. 

. .......... RE:fspondents 
(Through Adv. Mr Vinit Mathur) 

OA No.347/2013 

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

-~ . .. Applicant 
. __ .(B.y.Advocate; Shr.i. S.P . .Sbarma) · 

Versus 

~:li- Union of !ndia through: Secret~ry, Mini~try; of Defence,. Raksha 
'· Bhawan, ·New Delhi.. 

2. The Director General (Pers) El C (1) 'Mil(tary Engi(l~er Se,rvice 
Engineer-in Chiefs Bench lntegtated HQ o( MoD (Army): Ka~hmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi -J 10011.. · · i · 

. . _ .. : ... 3 ... !;ngineer, :Southern ' 

. . 
·- L.LMilitary_EngirJ.E~~r.Sg_ryj_<;:e .He_C~d Qucuters _QorrJinander Wqrk: Engineer 

(CWE) Multan Line Army, Jmlhpur- 34201'0: j ·· j . : : 

........... Re~pon~ents 
; 

(Through Adv. Mr. Vinit Mathur and ry1s. K.Parve~n) 

OA No. 371/2013 
· . .. :. 

1. Sadique Khan S/o Shri R_aseE¥d ~han, a~ed a~out 26 years,: R/o ;Post 
... ------~-------------·-· ___ :Earas.o.wJ\a .Sc:~ng!i'!,_Mg!J .Chc;J.W~! )O.c:lhPYL. : i . _ _ .· .. -~ . ; 

I~ 

) 
! 

I 
I 
! 



ll 

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

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

(Through Adv. Mr. B. Khan) 

Versus 

1. U'nion of India through Secretary, Ministry of Defence,: Raksha 
Bhawan, New Deltii. 

2. The Director Gener.al (Pers) El C (1) Military E;ngineer: Serviqe 
Engineer-in Chiefs ·sench lntegrat~d HQ of MoD (Army) lKashrriir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi .-110011. · . 

3. Military Engineer Service Headqucvters Chief Engineer, $outhern 
·Command Pune .411001. ' · · · · 

4. Military Engineer Service Head Qua~ers Comma,nder Work En,gineer 
(CWE) Multan Line Army, JodhpLir -·34201 0, : . · 

· 5.. Commander Work Engineer (CW~) (P) (Army), Banar, )Qdhput 
342027 .. 

. .......... Resr;>ondents 

(Through Adv. Mr. Vi hit Mathur, Ms K. Pprveen & !Vlr !Girish Josh\) 

OA No. 394/2013. 

1. Bhanwar Singh Ra.thore S/o $hri Om Singh ~athore, aged ab.out 24 
· . 'vee1rs, R/o flat No. !)8, AZ$A,·s:J,s. !Colony, jod6pur. ~ 

. . . t - . -~ 

- -- ·- 2:· {)eepak Chaudhary S/o Shri Pokhar;Ham, aged [about 19 y~at;~, R(o 
Neno Ki Dhani, Sikargarh Road, Pqst Nan~(aKa·la, Tehsil l&1Distt.-

. Jodhpur. · · · · · ; ' 
-~ 

........ : ... :Applicant-:'·~. 
. ! ~ ... \~ 

Versus 

1. Union of l,ndia tnrough Secretary) Ministr{of Defence,·~ Raksba 
Bhawan; New Delhi. ·.; 

2. The Director General (Pers)· lSI C (1) MUh~.~ Engine~r; ~ervice 
Engineer-in Ch.iefs Bench lntegrat~d. HQ ;otM;oo (Army) iK$lshmir 
House, Hajaji Marg, New Delhi -·110.011. ··· ::· f • . ··! < 

. . .. . ·' l > • 
• I 1 

/ . 

3 . .Military. Engineer Service Headquf\rters Cb:!et }t,ngineer, .· ~o,uthern 
Cori1mandPune411001. . ·.; · '1 · : · 

4. Military Engineer Sendee Head Qwarters Comma1noer Work ~n;gine13r 
--------·· ... (CVVE).Multari.Une.Army,, . .Jodhpur.., ~4201 o;: J .: . ... . ·• l ' ... , 

! . . 
j 

·r·- --·--------. 

..... 



I 
I. 
I 
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5. Commander Work Engineer (CWE) (P) (Armu), Banar, JQdhpur 
342027. 

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

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

OA No. 395/2013 

1. 

2. 

Himmata Ram S/o Shri Mula Ram, Aged-24 ·Y~ejrs, R/o 
Cholaniyan Ki 'Dhani, Village & !Post- Cha111u, via Tiriw~ri, Tehsii-
Shergarh, District-Jodhpur, Rajt:lsthan. · 

Virendra Chaudhary S/o Jalu · F1E!m . Chaudhary, Aged-2~ years, 
Rio Saran Nagar 'B' Road, i Ajmer Road, Distri~t-Uodhpur, 
Rajasthan. 

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

... " ........ iApplicants 

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

Versus 

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

2. The- Director General (Pers)/E1C(1), MWt~ry Engineer Seryice, 
Eiigineer-in Ghie'f's Branch, Integrated. HO of MoD (Army). Kas]lmir 
House, R~jaji Marg, New Delhi- 1_1 0011. 1 

· 

3. · Military Engineer Services: Head,quarters Chief Engineer, pouthern 
. ··~·-·-·· ·Gommand,~Purie-A11001. · :. .. 1 · 

\ . /1:~:':;··~:\:! I ' :·· . .. 

. f~~ ;' /,~,.;;;~· ... -. 4. Military Engineer Services, H~adquarters,i Comman?er Works 
..,·\\ Engineer (CWE), (Army), Jodhpur:- 342027. ! . . ~ . . 

C.;; : 
---' 

........... R~spondents 
. ·.; i . - . . ·r --~ ... 

(Through Adv. Mr. Vinit Mathur, Ms f\. Parveen a~d Mr. Girish Joshi) 

OA No. 415/2013 

. f 

. 1 
.·:; 

1. Niraj Sharma S/o Suresh .Chand, aged E,lbo~t - years, •Rio Village 
Malikpur, Post Jhudavai,-Dist,.... Mathura (U.PJ .· 

•l • ·.-·! 
- i 

... ·:-~ l 

I 

I 

u. 



. 1:3 .. 

. ' 

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-Alwar (Raj) 

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

(Through Adv. Mr. Kailash Jangid) 

Versus 

1. Union of India th,rough Secretary,. Ministry of Defency, : Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. The Director General (Pers)/E1C. (1), Milit~ry ·Engine~r :Service, 
Engineer-in Chief's Branch, Integrated HO of, MoD (Army) jKash(Tlir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi~ 1'1 001'1. ' 

· . 3 .. Military Engineer Services, -Headquarters Chief Engineec, Southern 
Gor11mand Pune 411001. · , · 

4. Military Engineer Service Headquarters, Commander Wor~s !=ngineer 
(CWE) Multan Line Army, Jodhpur- 342010. · 

;;·· 
. : ......... RC?spondents 

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

OA No. 421/2013 

1. Sharwan Si~gh S/o Shri Sher Singh, 23 yea_rs', R/o Otr: No. 3?212, 
· · ·.. L'ahcer Line; jodhpur 34201 o (R-aj).- · · -· · :: ... 

----------------

2. Kuldeep Singh Rathore S/o Shri ;Gopal Singh Rathore R/o: Q N,o. 2, 
Lancer Line, MES Colony, Dist. JQdhpur-3420~ 0 (Raj). ' · · 

Versus 

' Union of India through Secretar-y, Ministrf . of Defen.ce, Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 1 

· 

. . . t· ; , 

2. The Director General (Per9)/E1 C (1 ), . MiJi~ary Engineer Service, 
Engineer-in Chief's Branch, Jnt~gr.ated .HQ :9r: MoD (Arrh'f!) Ka~hmir 

· .. -House,-:Rajaji~Marg;--New Delhi =i t1·ooJ 1. . : ;J ·. · .· · 
[ 

._i 

--- ---------

I 

I 

I 
I 
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3. Military EnginE)er Services, Headquarters Chief Engineer, Southern 
Command Pune 411001. 

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

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

OA No.432/2013 

1. Bapu Ram s/o Shri Sana Ram, aged about 31 years, r/o village 
·. Pokharia, Post Banar, Distt. Jodhpur. · 

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

.. Applicants 
(Through Advocate: Mr. B.Khan) 

Versus 

1. Union of lnd.ia through Secretar~, Ministry. of Defenc~. Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. The Director General (Pers)/E1 C(1 ), Military Engineer Servi.ce, 
Engineer-in Chief's Branch, Integrated HQ of MoD. (Army) l<ashmir 

. 'l;j;I~· '0J{(
7
j;-;· 3'\:~~~:: ::::~~e:~e:i:e:el:~:;~~:~~rs Ghi~f Engineer, qouthern · 

('" · , ., :G.~mmand, Pune-411001. · 

,. , -:'Ai .Militai:y _ Engin.eer . Services,. Headquarte_rs, . Comma[lder Works 
\\-,, -.- · _ . - · E'ngineer (CWE), (Army), Jodhpur~ 342027. · ' 

,1,·' :· 

· .. _ '5·. Commander Works Engineer (CWE) (P) (Army), Banar,: ~odhpur-
. . 342027. 

i· .......... Re~pondents 
(Thr~ugh Ad~.: Mr. Vinit Mathur) 

OA No. 461/2013 

1. · Gordhan Jani S/o · Shri MehrE_lm ;Ram,- Aged! qbout 23 ye(:lrs, ;R/o 
Village Post Nandhada Kalan, Vaya-Banar, ;Pistt. Jodhpur. :_ ·· 

. i ' . 

2. Dinesh. S/o Shri Tulsi Ram, Aged: abo~rt .20 ;.y~ars; R/o Vjllqge ·lfost 
Kharda Randhir, )ato Ki Dhani,,Vi~ Banar, J:odhpur. . . . . i . 

. ; 

3. Bad a Ram S/o Shri Tulsi Ram, Aged abol!t 2H'ec:lrs, R/o V;ill?ge P.ost 
KhardaRandhir, Jato Ki Dhani) Vi~ Banar1 Jqcl~pur. · 

··- ...... -- ···--~- :···-·-··· -·-··--·····---·----·- ·•··-· . -·--L--
_-:.{ 

; 

'' 

I 



' 

J5. 

4. Sohan Lal S/o Shri Urnmed· Ram, Aged about 28 years, R/o 165, 
Godaron Ki Dhani', Digar( Kala, ~jmer Road, Jodhpur. 

5. Mahipal Singh S/o Shri Jagdish Singh, Aged about 24 years, R/o 
·. - .. Gayatri Nagar, BhC~dwa,siya, Jodhpur. 

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

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

8. Amar Singh S/o Shri Dhool· Singh, Aged 31 y;Bars,· R/o Lal· 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) MilitE!ry Engineer iService 
Engineer~in Chiefs · Ber)ch lntEtgra~e~ HQ of fv1oD (Army} Kashmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi·.,-- 110011. · 

3. Military Engineer Service Headqt;~arters Chief Engineer,; Southern 
Command Pune 411001. · · · · 

4. ·Military.Engfrieer Service Read 'Quarters Conimander Work t:.ngineer 
(CWE) Multan Line Army, Jodhpur~ i42010,: · · 

5. Comma,nder Work -Engineer. (CWE) (P) ;(Arr1y), Banan, ;Jodhpur 
342027. i ' 

(Through Adv: Mr. Vinit Mathur) 

ORDE~ (Qral) 

----~~--- ................ , ... ----- ...... -. ........................... " .......... . 

Per Justice ~~!la~~-~~an~~-~ ~~shi, .M-ember (4) 
··- ·r . 

' 
· ---~~: . ___ By this common judgment, we are proposit;~g to decide . 17 PAs 

. , ~: ;}';;;~,9ring Nos. 117/2013, 135/2013, · 136/2013, '1143/2013, i 1~1/2013. 
~--~~:..., ~\ );t'~ ... :::-. ' . ·.. l : ' . . 
. ( ,.16~81f013, 220/2013, 284/2013, · 285k2013,I:3471291Sj1 '37_1/2013,: 3~412013, 

.. , ~:~-l~- j L , -~::-- .. r; , .. ; : -

395/2013, 415/2013, 421/2013; 432/2013 and 46112D~3. lri all these OAs, . :.· /'.~~/! . . . ; .. _; r · .. : ·r-::·.~· t;·:. :· l .• ' 

\ -'?:,, .,-;.,;;,, :}~ei~elief claimed by the applican~s are )dentical•:1 ~imilar b8V'g reiUpf to 

·>::--:;-; - ·.·.' J 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 20.10.2012 to 31.f0.2012. 

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

·as sought by the applic<:mts are common/identical in all the OAs·. 

3. The facts necessary to adjudicate a!l the OAs may be surpmariz~d 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 December, 2011 _ (weekly). Thereafter a 

corrig_endum was issued regarding the change of eligibility cr[teria, which 

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

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

. up the vacancies_ on all India basis at notifiec:J plat;:es in different parts ot 

India. A written examination was held at Jodhpur on 211
d September, ~012, 

- . . ; 

and the result of the written examination was declared by thy competent 

· i:JUthority.' AIHhe-applicants \~/ere is sneer call letters to appear in the int~rview 
•··- -·· ---"' ,. '.w,. " .... •... . -~-·-- ... "'"". -· .. . --- .. . . " . ' - '. - -~· . . .· : . : : . . ' 

~,·(;:~{~~~:-::·:- -~:··:schedufed to be h~-~~ !r~m __ ~_0_._1_0~2~1 __ 2!o 31.10.20;12-at Co~1T1~nd Works 

[~~~",< : -- - :E~:n~:[r;:~eer (Army), Jodhpur In which all the applicant~ appeared.;lt;is a~erred 
/(,'J~/>. ,- ... t~~t_,·,:~~sults of other centers were declared but i.t was not declared for 
\ e ,' ::: -~ -~ ~ .. } :! . . t . , ~ 

Y:::.·;, \.·, . ,J/~-~~-~'ur Centre. Thereafter, tne respor,Jdents issue9 another ~fvt;riisyment 

'-\ .... ,;_, -.: ·- =-_:. < ~f~t~·d 14.2.2013 for re-conduction of examination of Jodhpur Centre 

\ __ -

·,-.._~:~~]"r-:/}2):-(~:\ :-~~;··J . . _·. ·_ ·_. . . . f . . . 

'-~:;;~:~~-;/ scheduled to be held· on 14.4.2012. Being <:lggriev~:;d with the action of 
'. l : .. 

; 

respondent· Nos. 3 and 4 for non-deClaration ,of ·reswlt ·of the ~arlier ' . l 
' 
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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 

, ;~vised advertisement dated 14.2.2013 and further pr:ocess of examination 

conducted by respondents. 

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

fol\ows:-

4.1 The issuance of fresh ad-vertisement Ann.A/1 and A/2 is bejd in· the· 

eyes of law, because the respondents Cj3!lh0t be a\lovyed to proce:ed with re~ 

. examination in respect of one centre only, as the vac9-ncies were;a9vert!sed 

on All India basis. 

4.2 · VVithout there ~eing any specifi.C order of cancellation: of earlier 

examination, fresh exaJT;lination cannot b~ held. 

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

entire advertisement ought to have been:cancelled or the respon~~rts ought 

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

4.4 Cancellation cif examination witho~t recording any reason f3nd wi\hout 

. /:~~~?.:.-- · holding any inquiry or application of min9 to the allegations made in alleged 
//-:J.fl\\~1'1'",-.,':._ > , .. , ;~if!:;~-:~:::, ::?::~>·~Omplaints is improper and againsttbe settled princip)es olla,.;, , 

Ji . ·-.2\, ·"'' 4.5 The final result has been withheld and fresh; examination has been 
~~ . ·~-~- ( . !:1 . . ' . ' . . . 

V1 . • . · -:~---.)~,: ; ,_"' ci/rderec:IJQ ·accomrT)odElte some blue-eye candidates who did not find piace 

-'\;~::;,1}~4:~~"~;~:~:~:~;;,;e;rli~r-~~~~~~~~ Pro~~ _: ~ """ " ' " ' . 

' .... ~;:f:::-: ·. ··· 4.6 ,.jn.some .. of.the . .OAs additionc;~l:gr_QUn.clsh<;~vt;)':!~ei1.?YeJfed;V>{ith reg_ard . 

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

i 

to the second written examination held on 14.4!2013,. like: l~akage of 
J . . 

examination paper,_ belated starting of writte~ exa~\nation and that ?Ome 
. - - . ~ . . . . ' . 

} 

·persons were allowed to sit in the examination whb. did not pppear in the 
. • • .·•;. f_.:;_.. ; ; I 

earlier examination held on 2.9.2012: It has arsb been av~rred i1:1 the . . ... !.; . ; ' ' 

additional grounds that some persons vyere issued :~i3ll letters fqr \he \1\{ritten 
. ~ I . 

' . >.\ 

: ~ 

~, . ··~· .. ' . 

} 
t 
i: 

·t . 

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

· held on 2.92012; -and some 7-who- wer:e ea-rlier allowed to appear in the 

examination and called for interview, w~re not ·even issued a_drnit card for 

the 14th April, 2013 examination. A ground also_ been takef1· that the 

r~sporidents have not followed the provisio!Js regarding reservation and in 

some oft~~ OAs, the c_~pplicants have armexed the news items pi-Jblished in 

the newspapers regarding· the irregularities committed during t)le second 

examination held on 14.4;20-13. 

·I 

4.7 In some cases, it has been avef;red as a ground to ch~llynge the - -"'-

illegality of Arin.A/1 aild A/2 that bare ~erusal of the result of ith~· 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 of5-1 0 roll. n umbersreflecting lack :ofJairness. 

-It has also been said that how is it possible that not one perso~ out of the 

1'00 odd applicants in_ these OAs fou~d place in :the li~t of 1 successful 

candidates of the April, 2013 e.)(aminati9n, though all of them had passed 

- ·- the earlier written examination and app~ared for th~1 interview in :the year 
. . . . . . . . . . -· : . . .. . . : . , .. ' ... ' - . - .•. ~ ·. ~ 

.. '2012. 

some ·OAs; replies have'· been filed; ffhe counqel, for. the 

. ·---~., .. ;~e~po'nderits ___ sl:irLVjniLMath.ur ... -SbrL.iGjcish._ .. J.oshL __ and ___ Ms.. -f1.Pi3rveen 

. ~ < ·: _. -· i . . . '! ~ • ' . • . • 

-- the-applicants have.also submitted thC:ltit~e counter.~~J;:~im by ther -~pplicants_ 
• • • • • ·• { • ! i 

in some of the OAs may be adopted as ,counter clai~1 in other q'A~ in .which 
j 

replies have not. been· filed. -Further, _ Shri V.K.M¥tthur, ·coun
1
sel for: the 

. t . ' 

respondents hasJiled additional affidavit and both th~ pc:nties agref3 thC\t 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 deciding these OAs. 

6. In some of the OAs, the applicants have prayed to pursue :the matter 

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

relief and the Misc. Applications filed for joining the applicants to~ether 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 e.xamination 

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

submitted by a Board comprising ol 5 O:fficers and 9fter due application of 

. mind and appreciation of each and every fact, the cqmpetent 2\U~hority took 

a decision to · re-conduct the examination and this· ~autious d~cision was 

taken after due application of mind with the relevant facts. It has been 
. ' { ; 

. ' 

further aver-red in the reply that.an intern~! investigation ~as orden~d by CE 

· · . JZ, Jodhpur to check whether the policy guid~lines were fol!oyved in the 
. - ' ,· . -; . 

earlier examination and the said investigation brough·t out variou~ deviations 

in the procedure adopted by the CWE, ~odhpur and ~he process. was f0und 

. /;::;:~~~~~~~::~:~~:~\to be vitiated and .on the basis of the above int~rnal invest\gation, the 

·J)~\-' _ ,.':r.:-:.~ .. ~~~::~:: .. ;~,,.:, .... :~::tS:com. p.· etent.aut.ho. rity.order.,e.d ... to .. r.e7_cooducL .. the _writ.teo. exam. in.at.ion without · !l .if: r' /(§''' ··<··> '\ .'·' '~, . . . . : . . ' ' 
-;{.o / /i:-;~1·:·~~:.::~;-·~\--~ 5~~~~~i~g -~~Y· f~~~h- ·;~~~~~~ti~~ a~d sincl .. tl~e .. ;~sul~s were . ~6t finalized, 
fl I I l;:.·! _(·_:·:·. ·:\ '5}) -~ ~~ • ' _; . i • 

\\~:~; \~ \ <;: :_·: -.· ::l/'. }/~~~;~refore, the process was re-started beginning :f~b~ !scrutiny of bpplications 
\\~-.-~~, \ ~ <::.:·-5f_ ~--~ :-~: _ .. ·~.>·; . z~~./;/ . . . . ' · .. r-':{~- . ; i . 

-~ .. \·;~~· · . _.~ · .. ::.>.;::~+eceived ·in· the earlier process. It ha~ been~Al1~her averr~d: that the 

"<~:~~:~;~;::\;~:~~::>·· advertisement issued in December, 2911 clearly_ ptipulates · tpa~ call for 
. .. i ~ 

written test and interview conveys no assuranc~ :whatsoever- that the 
~ . . ; ·. . - .· ! ; 

candidates will be· selected/appointed.- Hence, the cbmpetent authority was 
; ·. : . . . . 

well ~i.th-in its right to annul ttw recn.Jitm~nt at any tiJ1~ if the same is found 
. . ; . - . l ~ . 
--· -···-·· . -·· - ' [ ··•. 
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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. TherE?fore, there Is nothing 

'illeg:;!l, irregular and unlawful in re-conducting the examination, rather it is ;3 

process to hold the examination ri1ore fairly, which was well within the ambit 

of the authorities. 

7.1 It has been further averred in the counter tha_t the vacancies were 

advertised zone-wise and each recruitment zone was indepen,dent and_, 
. - • ' • l ' 

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

recruitment process and the same can bEl conducted separately al~o. 

7.2 ·· So far as the grounds taken regarding re-examinatior) held on 

14.4.2012, it has been averred that some applicant' have initially created 

chaos at the venue oHhe examination and one of. them -might ha,ve carried 

papers with him surreptitiously although: the same vyas not allowed to be 

taken out and ·the applicants have produced that p~tp·er and a;verred the 

ground of leakage of ·paper. It has ·been further st~ted that printing of the 
- - ' 

paper-was done ve_ry confide-ntiaily directly ur-ider the ~upervision 9f Board of 

Officers ensuring complete secrecy. · It has b13en' specifically st~te:d in tlle 
~;,.,-..;:.'-'!~ ... ~ ... ~ • l 

:-·~,-~'-'":::·,: ~G~:-~)>,, __ reply tha-t $hri Om Praka~h. applioCJnt in OA No.1~ 7/2013 vv<'l:s :creating 
/~~·,.. . .--·· --..... ~-, . ' (,'. ~<\.., ' ' 

;,<;: ·· .- ,->·:· ::-:-.:·,~~-~i):~:: ,:o.-·;;~isa~ce -i~ the prern.ises and he was hampering the free and fair conduction 
/1 ·: ';· '. ·:-:,, -::)/~ . \\ ' 
U ~ · \: :? -=' -) S\ ''1 ©fl~he examination. Hence the civil police, interrupted and the candidate vyas 
.{ <...I • • V ':.l I , ~ , ! 

'\:~:.<.:.' ,'ir.{\/tt>-'fj . . . 
\ ,. \ . , <,').,~ 1 . , t:§§k d t 1·. " th . Th . . d t . th . . t" t 
~i'~--. <-: :·.-~-:-: T~:~·.:>~:~~~;t~=~:~~-~~·:~-~-- =€?-~~~~~:--~ __ e_,~~~ en -~11-~ e: ~X~n}_l~a,_on cen r? was, very 

· '-,::~":,~,~;·\ .. __ '-~.;;:~~~:.i>~.;,/well planned move by some miscreants c,~s they have)initially creq~ted ch_aos · 

~-~~~~;;:;~~--~. . .. . . -- . . ' . ~ . ~ . 
atthe venue. · ; r 

__ the s_um .~nd sub_sta11ce oLal! thEiJEiPli~s .isJh~t rEi-E:Xami~apon was 

conducted in a very fair and transparent. manner .and the !competent 
' .. ! ·~ ' 

i 

authority WaS Within the COmpetence to re-conduCt t~.e exanlina\iOf1 on the 

basis of the findings -of the Bo_ard of5. officers a~d:, therefor~, there is 
- j ' 

~ \ . 
nothing illegal and irregular in re-_conductirg the exam(np.tion. 

. . . - ·i .. 
f... . _,. . . • ? . -~ . . { . 

' 
'' 
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8. The rejoinder submitted by some of the applicants contC~ins more or 

less same facts and reiteration of allegations of favoritism and nepotism 

except in OA No.117 /2013 filed by applicant Om Pr~kash wherein in the 

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

has never made complaint against the first process of examination _held on 

2.9.2012 and no such. person namely Moo! Singh ever remained the 

President of the MES Workers Association. 

9. Heard the counsel for the parties. The main contenti<;m of the 

applicants regarding cancellation of earlier examination and issuance of the 

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

cancel the entire process of . earlier selection process and to direct the 

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

earlier examination is that the question papers while conducting re-
. . . . . ' 

examination were leaked and this leaka~e of questiQn papers is sufficient 

ground to declare the s~cond proce$s illegal and therefore, the applicants 

claim to direct the respOndents to declare the- :result of the earlier 

examination. Counsel for the applicant. further contended that .the .first 

examination process was re-conducted without prop;er application of mind 

. -----.. and ih.arbltrary_manner, and on a single reference toiadministrative reason, 
' '>"• ~ ... --.c·-•' - ', -·- •-,·••---•· ••• -- '·-; • • -· • ' ' ••• •• • •• : • ; 

it wa·s decided to re-:conduct the examination. R.e-cpnduct of 'examination 

without cancellation after proper application of mind.Jnd without transparent 
. . •. . : f '·' ' 

. ; . 

reasons and genuine grounds . is unsustainable: ir:d the eyes bf .law. In 
'.l . 

support of his contention, he has relied upon the jupgment of t,he Hon'ble 

Apex Court in the case of Chairman,· All, India. Rail~ay. Re~ruitment board 
.. ' . f. . ! ' 

and Another vs. K.Shyam Kumar and Others, reporte,d, in (201 0) :6 $CC 614 



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

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

10. On the contrary, the counsel for the respo.ndents. contended that one 

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

examination--centre ·and· after interruption I:>Y the civil police, . ~hri 6m 

Prakash was debarred from appearing in· the examination a·nd dufing that 

nuisa~t;:e period or chaos, Shri Om Prakash managed to bring out th:e ;paper 
. . i ' 

. i .. 
with him and that paper has been produq;ed, which qoes ·not ar-Dount to · ·~. 

leak·age of paper because e1fter that incident he was not ~!lowed to apRear in . . l . 

the ·examination. The counsel for the appli~ants further: contended ith
1
at the 

i . . . : ' . ~ 
.leakage mQst be· prior to the examinati~n arid if· dyring the c9urse of 

'. -: . ; . 

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

}' 

not amount to leakage of question paper. 

. . ! 
- - .,_. • • .; • h - • • ...... • " •• ~ ••• , ·i 

examination. 'lt is ·settled position of law that on fji(nsy groun~sj suc)l 
. '!. : . 

. examination cannotbe.cancelled,. but-where the compet$~nt authoriJY, verified 
. . . . . ' .· ' _:.1. :. ~ I .. 

the facts from record or an inquiry howsoevf:Jr summary Jhe same m;ax be, it 
. . ~-- t ! . i·¥_/":.- . 

( 

is possible for the competent authority: to 'take a deqi~ion, that ther;e are 
. . . . . ·, . . ! . 

good reasons tor making the order wh]ch ithe authority eventuallY: makes. 
. . " . . . .. ; f.· . ~ . 

i· 
: j 

.. L·· 

. ~ 

.··i 
<j 

.'··, 
:t 

' 
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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 judgm.ent of the 

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

vs. State of Punjab and Others." reported in (2006) 11 sec 356, but looking 

to the enquiry report which was perused by the Court whiie con::;)d~ring· the 

.~~;;;~~~:~~Z~:::~nterim relief, the facts of this case are entirely different from 1hat of the 

/:.(,):::S::::::';i;_l;>:~.;::::.:::·<~~sent case 

{d\/ - ,,_k\ . 
f.~ ,_ _} :'. , I".· 'i-. 7 •• • r 

\. ,_,. . . . .: /~\~£Ji Counsel ·-for the applicant fur:t?er · contended that :applicants' 

\~:~?i' ..... ,. ... , .-·:_:·~·~--~;<~~p ~cipation in the second. examination car.mot be· said to be acquif-3scense. 

'•>;;~1~S~>"-"The counsel for the respondents does not controvert·this contention in view 

of the judgment of the Hon'ble Supreme Court 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 averred ir the OAs a~e con·cerne~, there are 

sp_ecific; gll(:)gation::;_ regard_ing r11al-practic;;e, arbitrarin_~ss and other mala-fide 

action on the part of the respondents a,n·d it has be;en admitted during the 

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

· --- -- · · - ---ea-rlie(exafiiination .. liave·heen called·to-appear in ·t\1e -s'econd f?Xprilination 
~---- --·-···•--'>~-- ---------~~------:··---····"·-·~---~--------. .. ------·"···-···-"-''. -- - ~-' ~- --- - ~- - . - ' . 

except Shri Gaurav Jangid, b~t in the ,C;unter filed! by the respondents, it 
• • ! L' 

has been specifically averred that re-co1;1dllcting 9f eb,aminatiofl 6tarted right 
. . . -·-,I . ; ; 

from the stage of scrutinizing of applications foltr)'~. $~d. if the i candidate's 
. . . . . ' . ' ; 

form was not found in terms of the advertisehl!;mt,; that applicaf)t has not 

been issued call letter for the written E;xamination .. frherefore; the grounds 
, . r , . • ., 

. . I . . 
taken by the applicants in this context 'do not carry; t;iny force. 'Counsel for 

. . . ·t. ' 

the applicants although pleaded that .one applica~Jt ·who had Cfarlier not 
. . . l . . 

'·. ····<-·f ,. 

I 
. I 

I 
. ' 
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appeared in. the examination, was allowed to appear in the second 

ex~mination at Jodhpur centre, but the co1.msel for the applicant during the 

.::-cQ~r~e of arguments could not verify the details of s1,.1Ch person, therefore, 
.-.. , .-

. '" 
the averment mad.e in the application i=!ppear to be vague. Si\flilarly the 

averments regarding arbltrariness,malafideness and mal-practice,ayerred in 
. . . .'.. . . ' : . : . . . 

the applications are als9vague and incorr:ect. 

. 15. · · ·Couns~J forth~ applic;;mts Qontend,ed vio)atiori of the provis}or~ ofthe 

reservation policy, but on the contrary, cpunsel for the responde,nt~ denied ·~~ 

this fact. We have perused the advertisement i;3sued by the r:e~pondent . . . . . 

department and in the ad\fertisement itself. it hfls been mentioned that no 
. . . . . . . - ' . 

· .~. minimum.marks are required in the·vvritteh':test to. call fo.r intervi.ew and as far 
. • - • • . ; ! • •. -' . : 

as possible 5 times of the vacancies, the persons; will· be caJie,d in. tile 

. intervif?W and if . in so!Tle categories IE:lss persons; have been peel a red 
• • .• • . . : t 

. . ---....... successfuL.inwritten examination;. it can['lot be ·sf!id ~hat respon¢lerts have 

. . &~~~~.:~doflowed the reser-Vation policy beca~se ultimately' the reserv,atlon point 
" ,··~·~. r,,. ...,, -':0:.\\ . f [i?' · .. \~~~t to be COn)rlied,witb after completib": of recruitm'\nt process .· 

.. · co\~(~C ;j1:iJ;~~ So3~r-:s~h~c~nt~nfiOO'regaidi~-9 r~'Cflrid~"/ing Of. examination at 

. ~ne Headquarter i; concerned, we hav~ ,perused,t~e adveriis'1"1ent The 

. ::~:saicr·:r:ecrOittiiEHiFWas c;Jdvertlsed otf:·all H'ndia basis., ;but ,each 0 zone h<?S a 
- ~.< ·--~ --- .. ., .. ~ -··· --~ ·- _:~.~-_::· -~--==-·::·. :.~~:~::_:~_:_:~:-_::.::~::~-~~;=:;·~-~:--;~~-:~;:;=~~~~;0;-;-~;;:-.. ;; .. ~.:::=~~~~~--=~::-::~r~:_:;:=-~~~: -~~-;.:~:~~--:::-~.:~"'~ ---~-_. .. .:_t: -~- .. .--.- -·- -- . :t -. ~- . -

--~·· --·-.··-· - .. , ..... :_,_ .:~·:.:::;::.:=:::.:~.=:=s:~:parate-=statc!sjfi-~:conCfu·et)ng;tiie=:examTri~~tlbn.=T.in:i~·. ·vacanc.i~~ Vo{ere also 

· ~:::- Cfef~iinine:cFaf the.;:zonall~ve!: there.for~. :thi.s iir9umeilt ·of thEi ·po!Jnse,l for . -. . . . . . ; ~ . :· ., . . . . { -· _-: : . 

the. Cjpp)ican~s that now.Jh!3 re-E)>;amimi,tion C<3JJ.riot. ll?e :c;onductf3d for ;one 
- .. •· ~-- • -. ' .... ._ .. ,-..... .• . ·' --. i- - ,_ ___ . .,. ·~·· .• -- -- . ~.. • . 

~ ~ 

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

. · 17. . · Counsel for the applicant f.urtl;ler- cqntended tfupt there is nq specific - .. . . . . ... .- . . '- .... . . -l .. _ . -~ . . ' 

order ot cancellajipf) of the earlier examination, but fwe are not: inclined to . .' . . -f ! ' . 

... 
.. , .. ,.. .... ··---;- .. ·----· 

'---~~-- - -----
---- - -- I 



accept this argument ·because re-conduction of examination automatically 

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

I 

specifically cancel the eE!rlier examination. Thus, tl1is argument does not 

carry any force. 

18. We have consisJered rival contention of both the parties. Although the 

applicants have averred in their OAs the fact of favoritism, nepotism and 

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

-*- specific allegation has been made again'st any offic,er. Moreov~r.;there are 

vague averments in these applicatiqns that some of the i. candidates 

·appeared .at' Jaisalmer in the earlier. examination and they. hf:lve been 

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

evidence· has been produced by tre ·applicants. In addition to! it, so far 

issuance of call letter in the second e~amination tq Shri Gaur~v Jangid is 

concerned, it has been replied in the_ counter that ay the entire pr9_cess has 

been re-started from the stage of scrutiny of applif;ation forms, ·therefore, 

9~-:~":!:::::.:;;..,, some persons have not been isswed call letters as trlei.r applicatipn form was 

/Z~-;~~l~ ·J;~~t fou-nd .. 'Jnc.omplote' Therefore an" alle,.,.,t-Jo·rl: of m6iafid.onocc or 
.; ... .,• .:":::\."'"'_.....~~ .. -..~._., _,~I,~L , I V , 11..... I . J .t,.,.41 ~1,.4 ., ~!l,..oo;ll ... -11'--t-.JV , I 

;)/75:~{~;,·~c·''';,,:~~-'~~~~---. --- - .... --· ... -- _ - ~- : - . - __ , . ; .: · : ... · . 
f!. p,J \\rrbf(anness cannot be sustamed. _ . . 

~ p:if· (; ~- ';J --b -;~-~~i 
i~ {~ '...:~~~ .. -~,_~.~ /1 . 'J . ' ~: . 
~ I /\ '1'1._ - '::;~• • 7~ ~ "'- ~ ,.,r \ , ~ 

. __ ~~~({~;~~!::;=_26,~#§_~~----We .. hav_e als.Q .. R~ru_se(:l_Jh~.J?n_g!.l[IY_j_@.Rrt. flJJ.~j .th_e origi~al.'c~mplaifJt 
~: i"';).;;-...::::-~--.f ~ .. .r/ ~ . ; " . 

·--- "- ~~~~j;~;-~~-ed -~~g~-~~~g-f~-~~rit·i~~--i~~th~-f~~~t:~x~min~ti~n; It is settle~ principle of· 
·-~ ' ' 

law that. where, the- co-mpetent authority verified the ~a_cts trornr~dord of any. 

inquiry howsoever summary the. same. may be.,\ .it .is poss:ible for ·the - . . . . ~ j . 

. · competent authority to take a deCision that ther~ are good ireasons for 
. . .' ' . . ·l. .• . . 

·l 
. l ' ; 

making the order which the authority eventually rrt-;~kes. Aocprdingly, the 
. . . ·._ : 1 . ~ 

reasons mentioned in t_he enquiry repGrt by the; cornpetent authc;Jrity to re-
• : ! ·• . t ~ . • ' : ,. 

conduct the examination cannot be !?aid to. be iMpr~J.er.or illegal, 
----·--- __ ,. ----- ---- .... --- - -- ------ -_ : . -- .. ---LJ.2 ___ -~,~_;_.: ... _· __ :·- ~--·-- ..... }. _ _;_, 

r-·;· . 
. ·j ' -.:H 

._, ____ ._,,.." '·"· .; ..... ,_ :r;~{i 
. ;·::·•,.._:··~·:;-::i .. ::·,~--. 

---------- -------- --·---------------------------



... 20. . So -far as contention. regarding -reservation- point is concerned, it is 

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

reservation policy shall' be complied with, therefore, at this sta,ge, merely 

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

reservation policy has [lOt been complied With. 

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

. . I . .._r: 
of other candidates as evidence of unfE)irness is concerned, in tlile;absence wt 

:ohmy specific allegation or specifi~ m$1ice on the :part of any:officerthe 

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

the ·applicants tan not sustaitfin-the--eyes ·anaw. · -- •- · 

22., In totality of the above discussio}ls, in our· considered v(ew, all the 

· OAs lack me·rit and~the ·same are ?c·co-rdijigly dismis$~d. 

~~:::::::~=----:;---_,-__ (;~Mi;;.i~oi•l~-- ·•.-,_ -~- -~~v~~~i\Jr - -,·~ -
'• .. 4.ij~i:il;f;~ti;~.~·JUb~' ·.; Jl;i~!Mf~·t~: :· i i•jj;.' 

. " . . . -- . . . f ; __ .. { . ,· . f. · ·- ~-- -"~ "-~ ~+~tc-~·-" .. ~- :·· ... · -
- ---,~---- --- -~ -~ -~~ ~-~-·-,--_::~~:~~_.~-~-~ __ .,. ____ ;_'J_J ___ .-:::-:~-----~ 
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