
CORAM 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JODHPUR BENCH, JODHPUR 

Jodhpur this the 241
h day of October, 2013. 

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,, CastEi-Jat, aged 25 years, r/o c/o Krishna 
Ram Godara, Godara K·a ·Bas; · Oigari Kalla, Ajmer Road, Jodhpur 
(Candidate for app·ointment as Mate (SSK;) in.MES, Army, Jodhpur) 

. .. Applicant 

· · · · · · ·· (rh'rou9ll"XdvbEa-te:·tv1r.s·~r· .·s11Eirmal··-··~·-··· .. - -~---·'"·~-~,~--·---· ······-······"·-····=" ~-. ··· · ... ··· .. --· · · ··· 

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, New Delhi. 

Military Engineer Services, ·t1eadquarters Chief Engineer, 
Southern Command Pune, · 

Works 

.. Respondents 
(Through advocate: Mr. Vinit Mathur and Ms: KParveen) 

_. . ........... J _ =====-~~-:.=~Q~_Efa~T~_si~~QJ=~:· :=:~·:~:=~:=: .-~"-=~-~=-~·.:·_·:·: .. . 
· 1. Pola Ram Chaudhary S/o Rupa Ram Chaudhary R/o Gaurav 

· ·- ·· ..... ~RoUse:-Near·sau-Mata·Tempre:;··pancn·saw';-·Ratana, Jodhpur 
·(Raj). · · · 

2. Ramswaro()p ·S7o St..iji:mimi, Rio Village'Rarnasani Tehsil Bilara, 
Distt~ Jodhpur (Raj). · 

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

I 

I 
I 

. I 

I 
I 
I 



I. 

I 

I 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

.8. 

9. 

.L ·. 

Mahipaf S(o Bhomaram R/o. Village Ramasani Tehsil Bilara, Distt- · 
Jodhpur (!1-aj). 

Rampraka:sh Moga S/o Om a ram Moga, R/o C-1 0, Rajiv Nagar, 
Maha·manpir, Jodhpur (Raj). 

Ramniwa~ S/o Purar.am R/o C/o Ramsingh Choudhar, _1 $ Ajwja 
Colony, A(rport Road, Rata.na, Distt- Jodhpur (Raj). 

Mohan ~~1- S/o Buddha Ram, Rlo:Villcag.e Dantiwara., .~ia~Ban~r. : · 
Distt- Jo,dlppur (Raj). · ·' 

Mahendr~ Ram S/o Chunni Lal R/o Village Aaktaji, Po~tlBpwraJa, 
Via- Ba.n~r,.:Oistt-~lodhpur-(Raj)L· : · :. ; ; .· _, 1 

· l 1. · 

Rakesh Jo KaiUram Rio VillagE. Pitasarii, T8hsil & Di~ti~)odh~ur , 
(Raj.). · ! · · · · ' ' 

f ~ ........... ·• ~Ap~licants 
! . ! rr . 
} i. 

(Through Adv. Mr. Kailash Jangid) 

Versus: 

1. Union of India· through Secretary, Ministry of Defencet , ~aksha . -> 
Bhc;lwanl N.ew_~· :Delhi·.. ' ' . , " ! ,·:. ·' ··· · · .. · 

;· :·; ,-/ ,.;'.·'1 '. '· •. _. 

/.~~::~~~:~-,~ . : . . : ' -> f. . ,-_~- ~ .1 ·. --~ . >. . -~ ' 
,4,~;:·f~)~;;~~~:~S.:~~!:~~;~~4Jle. Dire~tot ':3eneral (Pers)/E 1 c1 (1 ), ¥nitary, Engineeq- ·.$ervi~~· :>: .. 

~"~/~~f'o:s,>,····'""'''1'·:"·~~~~~:{;E'q~meer-l~ ,Ph1ef's Branch, l~tegr?ted HQ ;qf ~oD (Army}, ~ash!illlr · .. ' 
ll . (/{ · · '\.\'·~Ho~se, RaJaJ,I Marg, New Delhi- 11;0011 .. · · • 1 1 < ·· 
I 1 :r c .· . . , .. '·1 , l ~ . : · · · · · · . · · · · ' : · 

· \•.>': \~. . , .}ft.tl~~~ry Engineer Services, Headq~arters Chief Engineer,· S~uther[l 
\:1. :;}:~··: · ·~. · ... /~C;ftnmand Pune 411001. : · · · · ! ! · ! 

~~~f~~ilary Engi~eer se,;,ice HeadguaAers, Col~m9nder VVorkJ t:bgineer 
~ (CWE), Army, Multan Lme Army, Jodhpur- 342010. ' ' · 

r ~ : . • ~ 

.... '·.. .- { 1,: ; 
· 

0 
,: • ........ Re~p9ndents 

· (Through Adv .. Mr. Vinit Mathur and Ms K. Pan;e~ril ~. . . , I , 
- -:··--' 

-! l 
. l. 

OA No. 136/2013 • I 
i 
; 

·1. Mohit Singh Chol.lhan S/o Jagdis~ Singh. G,:ljh~uhan, Plot !N~.- 30 B 
Hakim Bagh Opp. Sard21r School, D)stt-Jodhl?ur.;(Raj). . I i 

- .· . f, . . ~ 

2. Rahul Sharma S/o Shri Jai DeV SharmCi, :~lo 27, Ar~a I Nadar, · 
Mahamandir:, Jodhpur, (Raj) 34200?. · 1 . · .· L f. · 

r " .. " ". "" ~pplicants r -. - ~ l- - - ~ 
(Through Adv.: Mr. Kailash Jangid) . f r 

·' 



t' ••·• 

1. Union of lnt;lia through Secretary, Ministry of Defence, Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. The Director General (Pers)/E1 C (1 ), Military Engineer Service, 
E.iiglrieer~iri Chiefs Branch, Integrated HQ of MoD (Army) Kashmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi- 110011. · 

3. Military Engineer Services, Headquarters Chief ~ngineer, Southern 
Command Pune411 001. 

4. Military Engineer Service Headquarters, Comm9nder 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, Aged"- 20 years, R/o Bajrang Medical 
Store~Opp. Govt. Hospital Sindhary,' District--:- Barmer, Rajasthan. 

2. Anil. Kumar S/o late Shri Kasu Rarfi, Aged-31 years, Rio H.No~ 91 
Sargara Colony, 9th Chopasani Road; Jodhp~r. 

__,...~ 
. ,:::;:~:;;:~'~ 3. Pawan Kumar S/q .Surja Ram, Ag:ed-21 years, Rio Village-Jajiwal 
//;d>-0;:_:;;-:::::::::.-:::;.:;.?s~>·::::., Khi~hi, Post-Jajiwal Kal[a, District-Jodhpur, Rajasthan . 

. de~~~~. ~~~~ . . ·· k 'j?/;;· _.· ·• · · ... '~,h- ~~\\4.--Vikr~m-Gho~dh<;~ry--S/o~~Shri-Kana --Ram, Aged-24 years, R/o Village 

. H :::( ; 1 ' n .Pr!~ Jajiwal Kala; District-Jodhpur, Raj9~~han' 
l\ •, i . '. ··~ ~ {\ . · r• -~]. l£ 
\"\ · ··~ o · · · ·' / 1 L-·· ••5 Sang ram Singh .S/o Shri Vikram Singh, .Aged-24 ·years, R/o Plot Nci. · . ~\"t~t~§~~';fl , '171, New Colony, BJS, near Krishna Mandir, Jodhpur, Rajasthan. . 

-~~~i~<n,; .. ~~\\'=;;:;~;;.:,"'· ·· .. EL-·kisilan· ·--sing'fi ... S/o· .. Prem · Sir\"gh · Bh<iti ·· · Ag·ed-25 yea,rs, R/o --~~!rr,.. ..... ?:.,"J..,.',~t.'·';ji/' . ·· · ·U • . . , 1 . 

--,.~ . .- Jaswantpura, Tehsii~Pokbaran, District-Jaisalmer. 

7. Ramswaroop S/o Shri Sujra -Ram, Aged 25 years, R/o Village­
.. ·: Heeradesar, District-Jodhpur,. Rajasthan. 

· - .. ·-·······-~:-:.~1~:~~--=:::=:--~=~~-=:;;.=;~:~-~;~~~~=;~~~~~~~~-~~~~:=~;~~-h-,:::~~~~~;~~y~~rs;··H/o. V. -&PO-

B~rdhana, Tehsii-Pokharan, District- Jaisalmer. · -

- ------·- . ....:...._ __ _ 

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

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

11.Yakub Khan S/o Shri Mumtaj Khan, Aged-25 years, Rio B-26 Avtar 
Colony, near [Vlandore Garden, Jodhpur (Raj) 
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12. Jayant Sharma S/o $hri· fVlahendra Kumar Sharma, Aged-25 years, 
R/o Plot No. 64 Dadich Nagar, Teesari Pole, Maharnandir, Jodhpur, 
Rajasthan. · · · 

13. Shravan Kumar Chaudhary S/o Shri Gordahn fRam,. Aged-~2 yea:rs, 
R/o Villag~ Salwa Kallan, Tehsil & District-Jod~pur, Rajasth9n.< 

14. Pramod Sharma S/o Ram Ratan S~1thar, Aged:49 Yi?ars, R/p lj3ajrf!ng 
Medical Store Opp. Govt. Hospital . Sind;hary, Dist~·~fPafmeq, 
Rajastha·n. · · !. ' · 

15. Moda Ram Parm~r S/o Shri Shanti La!, Aged-2Q Years, R/d B,l.lee,ll)lrl-
ka-Bass, Tehsil-S.ayala, District'-Jalore, Raj"a$th~n. ~ ! ! . : • i 

. .. . . .' ; " ' ... , . ; . . i . • . : ·; i; .l 
16. Pintoo Ram S/o: Shri Kuya RCjm.;·~·gea· ~1 Y'fars1 R/o s;s?· ArflliY 

Central, C/o GE Army Central Jodhpur, RaJasth!j!n. · f i . :: i 
; : '' 

17.Kana Ram Rana S/o Shri Sa~a iR•am Ran~ .. Ageq-22 );eJrs, ;R/o . . . ' '. . . . . •.• .. . i. I •. , I • 

Police Thane-ke-Paas, Tellsii~Sayl$, Pistri¢t~.Jalbre, ;Rajastl'\ar) ... :; l 
. ~- ' \ ! f i 

18. Ravi KL!mar S/o Kailash Kumar J Aged-f3. y,ears, R/o B~. lridirla 
Colony, Air Force Road, Jodhpur, Ffajasthan.'· : · i i ; ; ! .· 

• ; : • j l ~ ~ j 
.19. Dharma Ram S/o Shri HeinE! iR~~~ .. ~~e~~?? y~ars, Rf:o /Villf'\9r-

Salwan-Kallan, Mandore, Jodhp,ur,!RC!Jast,na~·-::J • i i · ; . ; 
• . .· : 1 ; · :: : -· : : 1 · : . i 

20. Rajesh Bheel Slo: Shri Pars a Ram, Age_dd ~- Y~e1~s:, R/o Bhe:elorhka-
Bass, $ayl21 District-Jalore, Raj~?t0an. ; · • , 'T' · ! f ; . ! 

· · · · • ; ; • • •• , • : 1 : r 

' 21' Sampat Dagala. S/o Shri Rarn~s~0a.r, A9.~d~~J years, R/6 viii. I& 
· Post-Kharda Randhir Via~B~nar',,J9dhpur., H~jasjJl_an. I 1 · 1 

i 
..--:::::-~- . . . . . ; . ! . : . . .; ·, \";. } ; : l .. ; ! 

· ~~;,:;~~~-Raj Kt,Jmar Sing~ Sankhala S~o\S1hri Go~in_t§~g~ Sank~al~,'f1ge:d­
/.;;.r+~':f;_;_~~~~~~0'-l_ 7 ye?rs, _Rio.: .Nathu. Bhaw?\n,: ~aloq~_~9~~a;as; ·UI)lm;ed-Ch,Q~_._k, . 

/,/.,~?",..,·.--, .. ,·, ......... c.~· ...• ·:;;. ~odhpur RaJasthan . · • 1 • ·: ·o· .· • I !· : 
fi:~f~.o;>;:< .. c;:t\11::0.'~~.:\> \> . '. . ' .· • : : .. ~ .·· ; : ! ! l 
r/ !:~ifi-""" ~t:,.--.~ "<-~~~~~tap Singh S/0 Shri Loon S)ng~, Age9-.23·i~~r~, Hlo.qu~rte~;~o. 
~., !:; ~-~~\ ~~:<-- . ',}:\ l(sl)f· MES Colony, Jodhpur, Rgj~sth!n. . . . . ·. r·~-- : .· .. !" I !' I 
\;\A\<>/~;::: __ < ·~~,,¢'a hi ~am Bishnoi, -8/o · ~hr_i ~~Of~:a _Ra,r'li .~i}r'~di, ::L\9~9-2.~ Y~a~s. 
'\~,<'"~ ~;.>;.."',;.; __ :.:: · .. ·:,'· >~/R/o Vi\lage-Lamba, Tehsii-Bilara, iprstnct-:Jqq_Mpur; RaJas~hpn/. r; · 1 

..., .. "' v1"0'rfta ·'<···· .,,..,. · '· · · · · · .!.- · • · ' ' " 1 
~~·~-=~~~ ': ' '' . ~ l ~ . ~ : :}: .... ~ ; l· l 1: ! 

·- ::~ 25. Harendra Chol.19hary S/o 9hri :Gd"c:laram ~.Qp;4~ra,ry, A~ie~-?5· y~ars. 
· R/~ Digari Kallan, Neno-ki~Dh~hi, Shik?rg~rli[: 'Distri;ttiJodhp~r .. 

Rajasthan. ' ' · L . · ··. i I ; if L · 
·.· 1~~·:·;: J 1:· : ~: i 

26. Prakash Saran · S/o Shri Bl1iya ~am, Ag_e(:\~~--~ years, ~/cj Vill,age-: 
Nahar_o-ki-Dhan(, Teh. & Di_stric,t-Jpdhpur, F}?1l3~~ar} .! ! · · L l 
· · - · -i { I jJ_ .. t .:~:=~. · : · . . ~ · f l · L i ; 

2(_. Had man Ram S/o Shri Arjun Raljn ,sow, A~~.c!"P ;yec:1rs; -~19 Vi!(C3.ge-
Heeradesar,·Tehsil~Bhopalg'iJrh~ 9"is~rict~JQO~J:?;i;lr ..... ; ·. .• •. i I : /! 1 

. . . · , ; , . :_:, 'T~'·' ; : . i.! .· :: ; 
28. Ram Kishor S/o Shri ManglE) R~m, Ag\3d'~ !2,6 years,. ~/<p ViJiage-

Osran, Tehsii-ShopalgE,1rh, DistricHodllpu(. I· • i · ; 1 !' l 
f • - j ; • 

! .t . ;: I 

j, 
r ~ 

.t: 
f 
r~-r· .-~ -~ 
i' 
I; 

1 
L 
f 
r· 

. I 



\ 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

,_ .. 

' ... 

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

.... ~3..9. 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~Hi:isan khan S/o Sirajudeen Khan Aged, 27 years, Rip V.P.O. 
Anupshahar, Telisit-Bhadra, Oistrict-!Hanumangarh. · 

32. Manohar Singh S/o Shri Mala Ram,;Aged-27 Yeprs, R/o Viii~Tilwasni, 
· · Tehsii~Bilara, Disfrict~Jodhpur, Rajasthan. · · · · 

33. Ram Lal S/o Shri Surja R<?m, Aged-26 years, R/o. Village_,Jajiwal 
Khichiyasar, Via Basni, District-Jodhpur, Rajasth<~tn. · · 

' , ........... , ,Applicants 
I , . . 

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

Versus, 

1. UniQ(l of India tt:Jrough Secretary, · fv1Inistry_ of. Defence) ~aksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. ' 

2. The Director Qeneral (Pers)/E1 C: (1 ), Military Engineer: $ervice, 
Engineer-in Chief's Branch .. Integrated· HQ :of Moo (Army} H:ashmir 
House,-RajajiMarg, NewDelhi-11j0011. · · ·' · 

~~~ . 3. Military Engineer Services, Headqparters Chief En.gineer,) Sputhern 
·· · ... /(i:~f:. .. ~-........ _:._~~-~-- .. -GommandPune41l00-1, ....... . 

/;/;~'$' r.:~:;.;:.:,:;::;;::··~::'\ ;>-)'\'\ . ,r :.~~.:;:~:j..Y·'·' · ,./~:>~; .. 4\ Mili,tary Engi[leer S~rvice Headquafiters, CommC~nder Worksi E,ngineer 
/! ,, d'.: ·· ·)) ....t..1l(CWE),.Army, Jodhpur- 342027. · · · · ' · 
d ,, . ' ;.>;;. • 

. ,\ '·:. . ) l . 

. ~\ ·,~~~~, ~:: ..... ~ ... ~.-: -~ ~~Vf !/ _, . , . \" .... _ .... Rerp?nde,nts 

1> i2~~~~.;::~-~~~·:: .'~t~fo'ugh Adv. Mr. Vinit Mathur and Ms K ... · Parveen) ·' 
f-,.,.:., -· 'I' ' 

~q'tc, ··k·,;\'i~.;? 
~;:~ 

. ' 

OA No .. t8.1/2013 
~-·-··-•-.----"~•·w•·~-~-··-~-··----'""':-·••••~"' > '"•·-•~-••~ •• ,.-.-.--.-~"''"'~"''' ··~-""'··~•·- , -----•·• •• , • .-••" ._,,,. ,A,•~•·- .• ,_ ..•• •·•·. 

•·:··.,.S,_,.,_,,, ~-•·•·•·~~··• '"'"~~--..,•-·-·~-,.,..._,..,,..,.,_,.,,_.,,, ___ ,_~·~···--·•••··-.·•-•"-·•••·•o•Vc··••.--•"•· • ~ : l 

Jugai·Kishor S/Q Shri Mishri Lal, Aged 29 years, Rio[brwra Ki B~v~li Nf3ar" .. 
: RajmahaiMicldle School -Ajay~Ghowk;:Jodrpur. .... i . - i : 

............. AP:Piicants 
! ! 

·(Through Adv.-Mr: -s·: P:-Sharma) 

· Ver~us 

1. Union ·of India through Secreta~y, · Minjs~ryd<:>f, Defenc~; iRakrha 
Bhayvan; New Delhi. · · · · . ; · · · 

2. The Directar·Be.ner~l (Pers)fE1<t {1), Mj!jt$ry: En9ine;er pervice, 
Engineer~i.n .·chief's Branch, ln}~gf:ated HQ!of jMoD (Arrny) j<as~[llir 

.. -House;Rajaji Marg, NewDelhi;i-f1/0D11.- · ·1 •· ·' i · · 
----~ :1-. ·; ._

1 
· ; 

.; . !' 
·• i 



I. 

' ! . 

I. 

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

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

. .... : ..... Re~pqJndents 

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

OA No.168/2013 with MA N6.83/2013 .. ' 

1. Dinesh Kumar s/o Shri Sura), Prakash, ·aged 27 ye,ars .r/o 
H.No.265, Navdurga Nagar,; Khasra-4, · Jhalamahcj ·; Cirde, 
Jodhpur, .Rajasthan. 

2. Ramdev Nayak s/o Shri· Madan Lal Naya~, aged 28 ~~ars, r/o 
H.No.30, Air Force, Indira Colo~y, Ratnada, Uodhpur; Rcija~than. 

3. 

4. 

"{ 

Man ish Nayak s/o Shri · Ramdev · Nayak, l aged 27: iyears r/o 
H.No.68-B, Pabupra, CivilhAif Port Road; .. Jmjhpur, Rajasthan._. ___ .. 

. . ~ t ; . 

i 
Vishal s/o Poosa Ram, aged 28 year~,: r/6; Bombay :Moto.rs Co. 
behind Pancholiya Nadi, Harijari Basti, Jodhpur, Rajasth~n· · 

. '.. .. \ : 

i 
Versu~ · . ! 

1. Union of India through Secretaf1, Ministry lof Defenb~. Rakbha; 
Bhawan, New Delhi. · • '~ ! : ! · 

2. The Director General (Pers}/E1 C (1 ), Milit~~ry Engin~Jr iserl/;ice, 
Engineer-in Chiefs Branch, lnteg(ated HQ[6ffMob (Arrn~) iKasl)mir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delh(- 1h 0011.. ! - \ 1 · 

. t :- ~ 

3. Military Engi~eer Servfces, Headl!juarters <:;:ti,rkt Engineer! ~o-L:l'them-
Command Pune- 411001. · · : i · . • : ! • 

l- ' ' 

t 
4. Military Engineer Service Headqua;rters, Comt11~hder Work~ Engineer 

Army, Jodhpur. • · · · fo · . ! : · 
. I ... 

5. Commander Works Engineer (CW~) (P) (Ar111yi·sanar, Jb~h~ur. • 
. ; .' ' -~ ~- ~ : . t ' 

. i. 

:I . 
! ,. 

I 
I 
i 

. I 
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........... Respondents 

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

OA No. 220/2013 

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

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

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

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

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

Raju S/o Shri Manohar La! Ji, R/o H.No. 122, Gali No.3, Kailawat 
Pan Palace, Prithvipura, Rasala Road, Jodhpur, Rajasthai1. 

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 Vid,hya Nagar, Paota, 
Jodhpur, Rajasthan. 

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

Sanjay Chouhan S/o Shri Chandra Pra~ash, R/o O.No. 503/3, 
Lancer Line, Army Area, Jodhpur, Rajasthan: 

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

12. 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 604, New Colony, BJS 
Colony, Jodhpur, Rajasthan. 

14. Kishan Singh S/o Shri Prem Singh, R/o Village Jaswantppura, 
Post Jemla, Tehsil Pokaran, District Jaisalnw~. Rajasthan. · 

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

16. Daulai Ram Chaudhary S/o Shri Harm.an 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, Rajasttian .. 

18. Anil Kumar S/o Shri Kesu Ram Ji, Rio gth Chopasani Road, 
Behinq RanvirJ3hawan, Jodhppr; R?j~E;th~[l. · 

19. · Kishria: Ram S/o Shri Mangi Lal Ji, R/o Nandra Kalan, Pqst Banar, 
. Jodhpur, Rajasthan. · · · · : 

20. Narendra.Kumar S/o .. S.brL.CbeJg·_Hamj_LRLQ.J9D.Q§J.J~JD.§,___M_l;.$ ___ ~ ........................................... .. 
Quarter, Army .. Area .. Jodhp.ur,.Raj_qsthan ..... ---~----·-· ; .:., .................. _ ..... _____ ..... . 

... · ... : ...... Applicants 

(Through Adv: Mr R,S. Shekhawat) 

.: .. > 

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

... -···-·- •·· 

2. The Director General (Pers)/E1 d (1 ), Military Engineer; Service, 
Engineer~in Chief's Branch; ·lntegr?ted· HQ··:of MoD· (Arniy) *ashtnir 
House, RajajiMarg, New Delhi- H0011. · ' ' · · 

3: · Military Engineer Services, Headquarters Chief Engineer,\ Sbuthern · 
Command Pune 411001. · 

4: Military-Engineer Service Headquarters., Com1mander Works E!ngineer 
(CWEi. Multan· lin'S Army, Jodhpur'- 342010: i ' ' 

1. Mohd. _Arbaz s/o Molid. Ayubi, aged i9 tears r/6 S~~ntipl!ra, 
Mehavatori Ki Masjid Road, Uod}lpur. . ~ 

. ! ' : 

2. Bhagwan Prasad Prajapat s/o ~hrF Ram~sh~ar Prajap;ai, ~ged; 31 
years r/o 254; Mata Ka Tha~. Dairy ;Wa'li' Gali No.3,! Suthla, 
Jodhpur. · 'f • ; :_ 

. f .; ! --· 

3. Parmeshwar. Prajapat s/o Shr! Rames,r'f.{~r Prajapet.d ~ged ;29 
years; ·.r/o. 254 Mata Ka Tha~. DEiiry :~VV~IH Gali n·o.p. i Sut~la, 
Jodh~ur. 1 

. . I . 

4~ Sharvan Ram. Saran s/o Shrii.Ach-al Rani, aged 22ly~ars 'r/o 
Village-B-Road, Saran Nag~r. Ajmer Rbc!d·,'Jddhpur. · ' . . • r .. 

t:-. . 

.f 
:/.! 

i . . 
.r. .· 

I 
I 
I 
I 
! 

) 

·. ' 
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... Applicants 

(By Advocate: Shri S. P .Sharma) 

Versus 

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

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

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

4. Military Engineer Services, Hea.d Quarters Commander Work 
'Engineer (CWE), Army, Jodhpur- 3_42010. 

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

. . . . . . . . . . . Re!lp<;mdents 
(Through Adv. Mr Vinit Mathur) 

OA No. 285/2013 

1'. Tilok ·choudfiary S/o Shri Anda Ram, Aged about 19. y~ars, R/o 
Village Gujrawas; Post Banar, Distt., Jodhpur: 

2. Sanwar Ram Sfo Sl1ri Bhc=mwal La!, Aged about(20 years, R/o Village 
· Khokharia; Post Banar, Distt. Jodhpur. · · · 1 

• 

3. Ganpat Lal S/o Shri Laxman Ram; Aged about 22 years; !Rio Naya 
Gaanv, Post Chopara, Tehsil Sojat City, Distt. P~lli. , ; · · 

4. Rohit Chouhan S/o Shri. Satya N9rayan Singl;l Chouhan,: a,ged !24 
· -years, R/o Barlo Ka Chowk, Inside Osiyon Ki Ha:v~.li, Jodhp4r.. 

"·~ '"•-•·-• • • ---o- ·~····~ ·- • '• ·--·~--·--~·----··~:··----~----~· ··--~--,~~ ""'"''---::'_,_._..__, _____ -·~ -·'-••·•><·••·'•-:--··•-•-•--,,.--,~ •» -•--•" ·-··~- T •· • '"• '' •''' •' 

· ·· · J ··--······· ·· ····- ·-5·.--Rahur··sllai:ma··sTa ... shirTaiTfsilarm·a:-A9e<:l hbout 21 :y·eejrs, ~Ia 
· Bajran Colony, Nee1r Golnadi, Umm~d Chowk,)~dhpur.' · i. ' 

•---~"~·c~~···- ·~·-·• .-~-••••""••••·-·--···-.•• •••"• c••• •-r • " "' ">""-•'•• •• ; •• ,- '" f 0 
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(Through Adv. Mr. B. Khan) 

Versus 

1. Union· of India through Secretary, Ministry of Defence, Ral~sha 
Bhawan, NewDelhi. 

2. -The Director General (Per.s) El, C (1) Milit?ry Engine~:r; Service 
Engineer-in Chiefs Bench lntegre>ted HQ of MoD (Army) Kashmir 
House, Rajaji Mar~:L New Delhi- 110011. 

3. Military Engineer Service Headquarte~s ·Chief Engineer, Southern 
Command Pune 411001. · · ' ~ · 

' 
4. Military Engineer Service Head Quarters Commander Work Engineer 

(CWE) Multan Line Army, Jodhpur- 342010. 

00 .. 00 00 ... RE?spondents 
(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. 

.. Appl,icant 
.(By Advocate: Shrj_S.P.$h_arm.a) · 

Versus 

1. Union of India through ·Secret~ry,. Mini?try; of Defence: Raksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. The Director General (Pers) E) C (1) MiliJary Engin~er Se,rvice 
Engineer-in Chiefs. Bench Integrated HQ o{ MoD (Army): Ka~hmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi.:...~ 10011. 

J;ngineer, : Sou}hern · 

.Military .EogineeJ . .$erv.L9e Heed. Qu0rters ~onimander Work Eng.ineer 
(CWE) Multan Line Army, Jodhp~r- 342CHO. l · ·_· .. i . ' ·: · . 

........... Respon9ents 
i 

(Through f\dv. Mr. Vinit Mathur and Ms, KPar:vee;n) 
. ' . l . 

OA No. 371'/2013 

1. Sadiqu!3 Khan S/o Shri Raseed !\han, aged:a~out 26 years,i R/o Post 
........ ___ ------ --------· ....... £aras.ow KC! . .B.angla, _MPti C!JQW~l ~Qd(lpy_[. .: J · . · 

·,. 

I 

1 

I 
I 

\ 
) 
! 

I 
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I 

I 

! 

l 
' 
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I 

' ' ,_ 

2. Chand Khan S/o Shri Abdul Raseed, aged about 28 years, R/o Post 
Farasow Ka 13angla, Moti Chowk, Jodhpur. · · 

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

(Through Adv. Mr. B. Khan) 

Versus. 

1. Union of India through Secretary, Ministry of Defence, -• ~aksha 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

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

3. Military Engineer Servi~e Headqua,rters Chief Engineer, $outhe\n 
-Command Pune 411001. · · 

4. Military Engineer Service Head Quar;ters Comma;nder Work ~ngineer. 
(CWE) Multan Line Army, Jodhpur --~4201 0. · 

5. Commander Work Engineer (CWtF) (P) (Army), Banar, 1JQdhpur 
342027. 

- ........... ResP,ondents 

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

OA No. 394/2013 

1. Bhanwar Singh Rathore S/o Shri Om·Singh Rathore, aged c;Jbout 24 
_-year$, Rio H:it No. 58, AZ$A,-I:U.s.lColo.ny, Jodtlpur. 

' . ! ,. : i· 
. . ! 

-- 2.---Deepak Ghoudhary S/o Shri Pokhar; Ram; 9-ged \about 19 years, R/o 
Neno Ki Dhani, Sikargarh Hoadi Pqst Nand(a Kala, Tehsll !& l Distt.-

. Jodhpur. · ' · · · 

............ _.fo.:pplica nt 

. ___________ .(ThroUgh.Adv. Mr.-B ... Khan} .. --- .. ---- .. 
l ' ... .-J'-....... ,, ______ '------------------- -------------------------------------------------- "'" 

Vers~•s 

Secretary;. Ministry- of -Defence;\ ~aks~a 
:! 

.. ·( ···; 

HeC\dquC~rters · ChJ~f{ t$ngineer, Sopthern 
.: ····.i ; •' 

. ! 

1 --- ··---- ...• : 
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5. Commander Work Engineer · (CWE) (P) (Armu), Banar, Jodhpur 
342027. 

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

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

OA No. 395/2013 

1. Himmata Ram S/o Shri Mula Ram, Aged-24 years, R/o 

2. 

. CholaniyanKi'Dhani, Village &iPost- Charnu, via Tinw,ari, Tehsii-
Shergarh, District-Jodhpur, Rajasthan. · · ; 

Virendra Chaudhary S/o Jalu • f1.am Choucjhary, Aged-2f4 years, 
R/o Saran Nagar 'B' Road, i Ajmer Road, Distri¢t-iJodhpur, 
Rajasthan. 

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

. . . . . . . . . . . . ;Ap.plicants 

·(Through Adv. Mr. S.P. Sharma) 

Versus 

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

2. The··· Director General (Pers)/E1C(1), M,ilitary Engineer . Service, 
Engineer-in Ghie'f's Branch, Integrated Hci o~ MoD (Arm:y) Kashmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi-~ 10011. · · 

3. · Mi(itary Engineer SerVices, Headquarters Chief Engineer, Southern 
Command~ Purie-41. 1001. · · · · · 

4.. Military Engineer Services, Headquarters,: Comman<;:ier Works 
Engineer (CWE), (Army), Jodhpur:- 342027. ' 

.. 5 .. -.Commandec.Works EngiQel:2r.(Q_'v'I/.E) .(P) (!:Jmy),. Banar, Jodhpur­
.. 342027 .... 

''~> >-~\'- . .. ......... Respondents 
--~\-. J -·~- ' •. -- • • . . .-~~-~ -· ·. ; ----~.. ·' 

. : ': 1.1Jrrough Adv. Mr. Vinit Mathur, Ms K. Parveen a~d Mr. Girish Joshi) 
.• .• ., .1: . '··; . : ; 

:r..,y/. 

· ·. o~/~o. 415/2013 
:: 
. j ., 

1. Niraj Sharma S/o Suresh .Chand, aged· C)b.o~t - years, :Rio Village 
Malikpur, Post Jhudavai, Dist,... M,athura (U.Pl 

.. 
:J 

. ,·,: "l 

·, :1 
' 

I 



I 

I-
I 

- L3 -

2. Vipin Sharma S/o Gopal Sharma, Rio 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-Aiwar (Raj) 

......... _ .... Applicants 

(Through Adv. Mr. Kailash Jangid) 

Versus 

1. Union of India th_rough Secretary, Ministry of DefencE?, -Raksha 
Bhawan, NewDelhi. 

2. 'The Director General (Pers)/E 1 C_ (1 ), .Military Engineer Service, 
Engineer-in Chief's Branch, Integrated HQ o( MoD (Army) ;Kashmir 
House, Rajaji Marg, New Delhi~ 110011.- · 

· _ 3. Military Engineer Services, Headquarter~ Chief Engineer:, Southern 
_ Command Pune 411001. -

4. fy1ilitary Engineer Service Headquarters, Commander Wor~s !=ngineer 
(CWE) Multan Line Army, Jodhpur- 342010. -

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

(Through Adv.: Mr. Vinit Mathur and [\ilr. Girish Joshi) 

OA No. 421/2013 

1. Sharwan Singh S/o Shri Sher Singh, 23 ye~rs, R/o Qtr: No. 3\)2/2, 
lahce·r Line; Jodhpur 342010 (R.aj).- · -

2. Kuldeep Singh Rathore S/o Shri Gopal Singh Rathore R/o: Q No. 2, 
Lancer Line, MES Colony, Dist. Jodhpur-3420? 0 (Raj). - · -

Versus 
: 

Secretary, Ministr~ .of Defence, Raksha 
- I - -

2. The Director General (Per9)/E1 C (1 ), · MiJi~c:)ry Engineer Service, 
Engineer~in Chief's Branch, ;lnte,grated H'Q '~(MoD (Arljlly) Kashmir 

-- -Hol:lse,-Rajaji-Marg,New.Delhi=i1 tOOJ 1. _____ -- i _ __ , _ 
-, 

r 
.\ 



! 
'1 0 ' 

:J, -· 
,1\ \.' 

~ .. --· . ~: 

:.:,·_ . 
.. L: .. -- ·.· 
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3 .. Military E_ngioeer Services, Headquarters Chief Engineer, Southern 
Command Pune 411001. 

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

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

OA No.432/2013 

1. Bapu Ram s/o Shfi Sona Ram, aged about 31 year·s. r/o village 
Pokharla, Post Bana.r, Olstt. Jodhpur. · 

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

(Through Advocate: Mr. B. Khan) 

Versus 

1. Union of lndja through Secretary, Ministry of Defenc;:e_, Raksha 
Bhawan, New DeihL 

2. The Director General (Pers)/E1 C(1 ), Military Engineer Service, 
Engineer-in Chiefs Branch, Integrated HQ. of MoD (Amiy) l<ashmir 

·-House; Rajajl"Marg, New Delhi- 110011. · 

3. Military Engineer Services, Headquarters Chi~f Engineer,: Southern 
·Command, Pune- 411001 .. · 

4. ·Military Engineer Services, Headqu.arters, Comma!ld\3r. Works 
'· Engineer (CWE), (Army), Jodhpur~ 342027. 

5. · Commander Works Engineer (CWE)"(P) (Army), Banar, Jodhpur- . 
342027. 

·· .......... ; .:HespondE(nts 
; 

.. Jfhrough Adv.: Mr: Vinit Mathur) 

OA No. 461/2013 

1. · Gordhan Jani S/o · Shri · Mehram :Ram, Aged i about 23 yeprs, H/o 
Village Post Nandhada Kalan, Vay<?-Banar, :bisit. Jodhpur. '. · 

' I ' 

2. Dinesh S/o Sh~i Tulsi Ra~. Aged,. abowt 20cYear~; Rio VliiC:Jge post 
Kharda Randhir, Jato Ki Dhani,;.Vi~ Banar, J.odMp,ur. ' · 

i 
j 

3. Bada Ram S/o Shri Tulsi Ram, Aged aboL!t 2JyeC1rs, R/o \f:ill?ge Post 
KhardaRandhir, Jato Ki Dhani,; Vi~ Banar1 Joc:!~pur. · · 

..... -- ~ ·- .... --· . ···-~·-···----~--- ····--·- __ _, __ ··!--··· . ~-~.L-.,. 

,. ,. 
I -

-. 

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

5. Mal1ipal Singh S/o Shri Jagdish Singh, Aged _about 24 years, R/o 
·--... Gayatri Nagar, Bhadwasiya, Jodhpur. 

6. Pratap Singh S/o Late shri Ohan Singh, Aged about 28 years, R/o 
Sagar Beri, Kila Road, Jodhpur. 

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

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

· ...... : ...... ~pplicants 

(Through AdiJ. Mr. B. Khan) 

Versus 

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

2. The Director General (Pers) El C (1) Milit;qry Engin~er :Service 
Engineer-in Chiefs Bench Integrated HQ of MoD (Army) Kashmir 
House, Rajaji Marg,_ New Delhi·.,.... 110011. 

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

4. Military" E"ngineer Service Head_Ouarters Conimand~:;r Work Engineer 
(CWE) Multan Line Army, Jodhpur~ ~4201 0. · · 

5. Com111ander Work Engineer. (CVfJE) (P) ·.(Aqny), Bana1;, ;Jodhpur 
342027. 

; 

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

ORDE~ {9ral) 

l. 
r" ,,;,, 

. I . 

Per Justice Kpilash Chandra Joshi, .Member (J) 

· .. /"' -~ ·-, -.. "<·"<~.. By this common jUdgment, we are proposi~g to decide 17 OAs 
'<_--:~· . -..... ;, ·.··. ·; t ·-

' ·'bearing Nos. 117/2013, 135/201-3, · 136/2013,· h43/2013, ! 181/2013. 
. . . , .· ·. r . 

.• ,16"8/2013, 220/2013, 284/2013, 2851:20t3,l347/20t~l. :37,1/2013.l3;94/2013, 

·. '>···· :. l .· :: 
< · - ·. ·. >--~. 395/201,3, 415/2013, 421/2013, 432/g01~ ~nd 4~1/?P1~. In all th~se QAs, 

[ 

--;,_:_ ~-· · ·- · the relief claimed by the applicants are iidenticq~l Cin4 ~imilar bei,ng reli~f to 
. ' .-: i 

... ,._ ·--:-::r-t. 
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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 inte1:views held 

from 20.10.2012 to 31.10.2012. 

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

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

3. · ·. The facts necessary to adjudicate a~l the OAs may be SUI")llllarized in 

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

2.9.2012 in pursuance to the advertisement publisned in the ~mployment 

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 applicants applied for the p_ost of Mate 

;,j-"'~'>- . _· 

.· /_,.:;~~~·r~t 11 if! ;{;:~( SSK) in pursuance to the above advertjsement. The examination -was to fill 
~/~-_:\ : ;"r~,~~-;.~.--.--- -~-/ ~~~;~~ . ;, ' • : 

/ · "<;~ '' ·. · : ;; ,, L:ip<the .vacancies on all _India basis at notified places in different parts of . ·\ i /' \\ . . . . .. . . ' '. : 
: ~ !h<!li<;~:i A written examination was held at"Jodhpur on 2nd September, 2012, 

" .- .' ~ ;-/ ; ; 

:·:/ ~~hdirthe result of. the written examination was declared by the competent . •' / i.,::-i/ . . . . . . . : . i . . .· ' 

.. :·:_,_;: .. ·:::?§~h<J~i~y. All_the applicants were·1ssuea;callletter$ to appear in the int~riJiew 
•. l ·, , ', :·~ ..... :~:.::---· ·~ '• •'' ·•··t·:, I 

scheduled to be held from 20.10.2012 to 31.10.20'12 at Command Works . ·- .. ·--~--- . -- ... -· -- - .... -- . - ~ : L . . 
' 

Engineer (Army), Jodhpur in which all th~ applicants appeared.:lt.is a\{erred 

that results of other centers were de(i:lared but it was not ;declared for 
. \ . ' 

I 

Jodhpur Centre. Thereafter, the respondents issued another advertisement 
. _i .. l · .• -- 1 

dated 14.2.2013 for re-conduction . of examinati
1
on of Jod)lpur Centre 

scheduled to be held·on 14.4.2012. ;~eing aggt:ieved vvith' ttle action of 
. ! 

! 

. respondent Nos. 3 and 4 for non-d:eclaration :of result of the earlier 
. t 

I o--- -~ j 
; 

. I 
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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 

revised advertisement dated 14.2.2013 and further process of examination 

conducted by respondents. 

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

follows:-

4.1 The issuance of fresh ad.~ertisement Arm.A/1. and A/2 is :bad in. the 

eyes of law, because the respondents cannot be allowed to proce,e~ with re-
- i . 

examination in respect of one centre only, as the vacsmcies were;ar?vert\sed 
' l ; . 

' ' 
'· 

on All India basis. 

4.2 Without there being any specific:; order of i:;ancellation: of earlier 

examination, fresh exarl')ination cannot be held. 

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

entire advertisement ought to have been cancelled or:the respondehts ought 

to have completed the earlier selection process. 

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

holding any inquiry or application of ITJin~ to the anedations mad~ i,h alleged 
, . • ~ . r \ 

. . 

complaints is improper and against the settled principJes of law. ; 
. . ' f ~· .. 

4.5 The final result has been withheld and fresh; examination has been . . . ' . , ~ : 

additional grounds that some persons vyere issue;d :qall !.etters fqr ~he written 
;. -. \ 

l 

,. 

' 
' '. - .:.-!..;o,.__ ___ - --- ___ •:- ----<=-"-- --
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examination, even though they were not allowed to sit in the examination 

held on 2.9.2012, and some 1who were earlier allowed to appear in the 

examination cmd called for interview, were not even issued admit card for 

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

respondents have n'ot followed the provisions regarding reservation and in 

some oft~~ OAs, the applicants have annexed the news items pf.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 averred as a ground to ch<jlllf?nge the 'lliili-

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

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

declared successful !laving roll numbers in a group without. th~re being 

difference between the group of 5-10 roll numbers reflecting lac,k bf[fairness. 

5. In some OAs, replies have been filed. The coun~eli for the 

respondents Shri Vinit Mathur, Shri ·Girish Joshi and Ms. : K.Parveen .~ 

submitted that the replies filed in some QAs be adop~ed as coun_ter in those 

cases also in which replies have not been filed sepa[ately. The :cqunsel for 

the applicants have also submitted that :the counter ~)iclim by th~ applicants 
I , , 

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

replies have not. been filed. Further,. ~hri V.K.M?tthur, counsel for the 
I : 

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

f I 

·.· 
'• AJ,; 0 

. __ -; 
·"l 

~. ,' 

! 

-, ...... -l 

.I 

..! 
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same may be r_ead 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 b\3cause the applicants l'!re pursuing the same 
. - . 

relief and the Misc. Applications ffled f0r joining the applicants to~ ether in 

some OAs stand disposed of accordingly. 

7. In the counter, the respondenis while de11ying the ch?rges. of 

arbitrariness, illegality and irregularities .committe'd in the first examination 

averred that first examination w~s car celled on -the basis . bf. ,a report 

submitted by a Board comprising of 5 o:fficers and qfter due application of 
. . . . I . 

_mind and appreciation of each and everyfact, the co;,petent C\U~hority took 
' • t ~ 

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

taken aftei"_ due application of mind with the relevant facts. It' has been 
. , . , I ~ : 

further averred in the reply that an internal investigation was ordered by CE 
: .· . . ! . : ; 

JZ, Jodhpur to check whether the poli9y guidelines were folloyved in the 
' . ,·. ,, . . :. . . . ; .... ; ·'. ! . . ' ' 

earlier examination and the sc;~id investigation brought out various deviations 
. . . . .. _; . ' ; 

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

in the procedure adopted by the CWE, ~odhpur and ~he process' vyas found 
' • 0 L 

r ' , 

to be vitiated and on the pasis of th~ aboVe intt;?rnal investigation, the . 
.. ~ .. -- . ; .... - . ~ . 

. - . ;:)·-~-- ·.,. ... ;: ............... competent.author.ity ordered .. .to. re=conduct the .wcitt~Q examin.a1ion without 

·1~~-(-~, t.,A . . - - .. -,--.·-:--~~iii-~-~----~~; -fr~~h ·;ppll~;ti~~ -~~d -~in~e .. the ~~~ul~s were· ~at finalized, ll . j 

o:/ :':I '· · · · i , 

' -;_, therefore, the process was re~started beginningtfrbtn[;;crutinyof~pplications 
\\ 1 ~,.:-.' • .' , • • ' .••. ·<·'-:?:~·· · f : 

'\ .. '., . · ---- .' <-r~'beived ·in the earlier prqcess. It ha~ bee:n~'.fym11er. averr~d: that the 
~.".>_=-'.~~·; ,:~ '--· ·- .· ~--... ,' . . ~f' 

-:::-{ -J-· '.;'J't~~~L;:>·'. advertisement issued in December 2011 cleaity stipulates tha:t. call for 
·~-:~-:~..:.:;:-·:__.....-· I l ·;.. 1 . : ~-

' 
written test and interview conveys no·· assurancci ·:whatsoever: that the 

f • • :: 'i . . ~ -. .· l t . 

candidates will be- selected/appointe~.· Hence, th:e cpmpetent a~tthority was 

well within its right to" annul the recr0itmF!nt at C!!lcl,' tiQ)~ if the satnff is found - . :··;-·· . -- ...... ·-·- ---: -: r _, ~ : 



.. 20. 

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 

., illegal, irregular and unlawful in re-conducting the examination, rather it is a 

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

of the authorities. 

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

advertised zone-wise and each recruitment zone was indepen:d~nt and .. . . ' ' . ) . 

therefore, it is not necessary to conduct this rec~uitment with all India 

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

7.2 So far as the grounds taken regarding re-:examinatiof! held on 

14.4.2012, it has been averred that some applicant have initiaiJy: created 

chaos at .the venue ofthe examination and one of. thf:!m might h"\v~ carried 

papers with him surreptitiously although; the same was not 'alloY.,ed to be 

taken out and the applicants have produced that ppper and :averred the 

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

paper was done very confidentially directly under. the ~upervision of Board of. 

: ;-~-~-:-. Officers ensuring complete secrecy. ·It has been: specifically stEJted in the 
I : ~'·~ . ,~::~~:\, . . . . • . 1 ! . 

'.; ·:·,rerly that ~shri Om. Prakash,· applic;r:Jnt in OA No.1 F/2013 w.as ,crer:Jting 

nuisance in the premises and he was hampering the free and fair ¢ohduction 
• . . . ! : 

' . 
of the examination. Hence the civil police: interrupted c:md the can~lidate vyas 

• • • e ! ! 

. . 
~- .. -·-- ·w-ell-p-ian.ned-m'ove-liY-·som.e mfScrearits ... <i!S they h~vejinitially cre~ted chaos 

at the venue.· ' ! . l 

· .. The sum aod st,JQ~tanceof all th~ replies ,i$ thf]t re-~xar:nioa~ion was · 
. 1 ' . : 

conducted in a very fair and transparent mal')ne~ and the. icqmpetent 

authority was within the competence to re-conduct t~e e)d:uilina\io[l on the 
. . . . ' t ' . . ~ . . 

basis of the· findings .of the Board of 9 officers. arid,; therefore, ·there is 
. . . I 

nothing illegal and ·irregular in re-cond,uctirg the exam~nption. 

.l._: . 



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 No.117 /2013 filed by applicant Om Prc;1kash wherein in the 

counter affidavit it has been stated that the person na)ned Shri M,a61 Singh 

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

2.9.2012 and no such person namely Mool Sin£!h ever remained the 

President of the.MES Workers Association. 

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

applicants regarding cancellation of earlier examination and issuance of the 

advertisement dated 14.2.2012 for re-conducting the examination 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 obtainEfd in the 

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

. . . 
· . examination were leaked and this leakage of questiQn papers is sufficient· . . ' ' 

grourid to declare_ the second proce$S il!egal and .therefore, the:applicants 

claim to direct the respondents to declare the': result of the earlier 
; 

examination. Counsel for the applicant ,further cqntended that the first 

d~f~F~~~-:...~. examination process was re-conducted .without prop,er applicati?n of mind 
0 <· ........ " 

/'.:: .-{ ;n .· -- .. •': • '·.-. ' 

;?~:~::·'r_:;;-;/iJ,-:~~- ~-;~~~~in arbitrary manner, andJJO _a_slng)e.:r.~f~~~nc;e to __ ad!Tlinistrat[ve reason, 
'lr'' I" A_· '· '~ ~ \\ · 

~ :~/If; :':~ :' hl ~(1!~ decid~d \o re-cond~~~ the e~a~inallon. Re-crmduct of exemin atio n 

-,1i~,. '\t~: . ·. . ' o:-3::) ~/f"t cance II a lion a~er proper app llcatjon of mind ~nd withou) jransparent 

·. "' .~,"r.~asons and genuine grounds .is unsustainable: in\ the_ eyes c;>f _law. In 
~-·:<:~:<:·/;-::·- --·· '\':;:::;/ . . . ' . : . : .. 

··'.:::_..._:-:::::-::::::.:::::::::::::.·: support of his contention, he has relied upon the jupgment of t_hEf Hon'ble 

·Apex Court in the case of Chairman, All'' India RaiiVvay Recruitl7l1ent board 
.•. ' -· .-. (-. i • 

and Another vs. KShyam Kumar and Others, reporte:d,in (2010) ;6 ~CC 614 
. . ; ' ; . 
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.\,__ .... , - --·- ·-'" 

and in the case of East Coast Railway and Another vs. 11/lahadev Appa Rao 

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

10. On the contrary, the counsel for the respondents contended th~t one 

Shri Om Prakash along with other persons created chaos initialiy at the 

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

Prakash was debarred from appearing in the examination and du\in.g that 

. l 
nuisanqe period or chaos, Shri Om Prakash managed to bring out the paper 

with him a~d that paper has been produ~ed, ~hich qoes not arnount to. 

leakage of paper because <:lfter that incident he was not allov.;ed to a:ppear in 

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

leakage must be prior to the examinatio:n and if' during the c9urse of 

' ' 
examination; some mischief has been com(liitted by_ any candidate, it does 

not amount to leakage of question paper. 

11. · We have perused the judgments cited by the counsel 'fqr the 

applicants. 

·. ··- · _ ~ompetent authority after application of mind ordereq to re-conqiuct the 
. ,- . [ 

examination. It is settled position of laW that Ori fli[nsy groun?si SUCh 

examination cannot be cancelled, but where the compet~:nt authori_ty verified 
. . ' ' ' •. 1 •. .· : ' . 

the facts from record or an inquiry howsoev~r summary ~he same n\ay be, it 
. ~ 1 I 1 · .. ·;· 

is possible for the competent authority to: take a decikion.' that thete are 
.' . ·. l . { ' 

. ' l 
good reC:lsons for making the order which ;the authority eventually: makes. 

. . . . ~ . : 

l 

.. I" 
i 
; 
; 
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Accordingly. the facts of present c~se are different from the cases cited by 

the applicants. 

12. Coum;el for the applicants further relied upon the judgm,ent 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, out 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 

/;~;·:x>~~·.·~·.:· ::: :~-?~;--:~ present case .. 

/ ''.;:\•,,.:·· ~ .. ,. ·'\ 
// .:- ~ ... 

. /if'~_:(~·> : .-.~ . . \\ 
1! '· · · ..-. A.- , ;; ·}r\\ 
t~ ::~ . ';:,·::·~.;:-··)':(.;,:.,·: :\;'" .IJ3. Counsel · for the applicant further contended that applicants' 

\\ ~:..~-->. ··• ··. · . _:··.!i~ II . . . . . . . . · . · . -
\~~~~~- ·. <·•::>- .. ·. ~::~'--'£>{/ partrcrpatron rn the second exam matron cannot be sa_rd to be a<;;gurf3scense . 

.. :,~~~:~~i6f'~.--·~.,;d~~;/ . The counsel for the respondents does not controvert this contention in view 
... ~::.rJ-

-~·-"·---·· 

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 C1S other grounds averred i!l the OAs ar~e concerne?, ~here are 

. specific ailegations regarding rnal-practiye, arbitrariness and other mala-fide 
. f ' 

action on the part of the respondents and it has be:en i3dmitteq during the 
. l 

course of arguments that almost all the applicant~ who appeared in the 
1 • 

· e-arlier examination have .beep.,called tq appearcin .t~1e .second examination 
___ ,. -.--· ·'· 

except Shri Gaurav Jangid, but in the c~unter filed! by the respondents, it 

has been specifically averred that re'-condutting Of e)camination ttarted right 
. l : . 

from the stage of scrutinizing of applications forms. arid. if the ;-candidate's 
. ! • . . . 

' 
form was not found in terms of the advertisement) that applicant has not 

-: . ' - ' 

[ 

been issued call letter for the written E;Xamination;.!Therefore, the grounds 
. . . ~ ' 

taken by the· applicants in this .context tdo not carl){ any force. :counsel for 

the applicants although pleaded that ,one applicar1t who had earlier not 
. - ~ 

-- r -
i 
' 



appeared in the examination, was allowed t,o appear in the second 

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

'coUr$e of arguments COUld not verify the details of Sl;.ICh person, therefore, 

the averment made in the application appear to be.vague. Similarly the 

averments regarding arbitrariness, rhalafideness and ~1al-practice~ayerred in 

the applications are alsovague and incorr;ect. 

15. · · Counsel for the applicants contended violation· of the provis:ions .of:the 

reservation_policy, but on the contrary, cbunsel for th1e responde)lt~ denied 

this fact. We have perused the adverti~ement issu~d by. the f:eqpon8ent 

department and in the advertisement itself. it has been mention~d that no 

minimum ·marks-are required in the-written test -to calf for-interview and as far 
. ' ! . . 

as possible_ 5 times of the vacancies, :the persons: will . be ca)letJ in the 

· interview and if in some categories less pers<;ms, have bee~ peclc;~~ed 

suc:;cessful in -written examination,. it can rot be s~id that respon~erts have 

not followed tlie reselllafio"n policy becaL;~se ultimately. the reserv;atjon point 

·jff ,:;.~~~~~.... have to be complied,with after completion ~f recruitm~nt process. 
,;[;1 r~ ~·:r- ~~, · · 

.&)' -...... ,-r.tf\'1'1: 0l':!1 ·., '" 
JPj./ .,,'!t.t\.. tf~~~~~ . . . ·I ,r· .. ,;,"-~ ....... -......_'{.if'),·-;;'·-' ....... ,., ..... ; .. ·;-->_' · ........ _.·: .. 

,~{~t.~f;?~~~.~~:· ·:\. ·_: - -- . -- ' -· . ·. ' 
f J,,dl \.\:. A \'~6-: So far as ·the contention regarding ·re-conducting of examination at 
1 /r :.J 1 : ~~ \ , ~ : :- -~ ·. 

:, .\ ~-;\ _, . -~ J?.{~- j ne Headquarter is concerned, we have perused true advertisem,ent. The 
t\ :\;'~ (?-..:.:: .... :::>, :: /~,/~ . ; . ' 
\:~~~~;:. ~~~~,::;.-- . s_§\J~=:r~s!.O_if.CJ:l61]:U:~§!~-~~~~r:!i~~i'! <.c?Jl __ :a.u:J~qi? _b_?si_s_,_L~u_t_ each :z!one h'i;ls a 

• < ,~,~~ ~~:-:; - "'"-""" •• --·- ---~--- • -. --~----- -- ..... - - " • ----- - " --~ •• " • - :: ' ; • : 

~ · ,_ s_eparate status in conducting the exam(nation. Thuq, vacanci~~ vyere also 
. .. l ' 

• I 

· .. ---~-- defe.rmlned::aftfie ionaTieveT Therefor~, :thi;; arg0flieiif of the ¢0!Jrise,l for 
. . . . .. ·. { . . . 

the q_pp)icants that now tbe re-exc:lmina;ti9n 9CWQQt be -c;onduct~d for ;one 
. - . ~ . . . 

headquarter only is not sustainable in the, eyes of Jaw.! 

f. 

! 
'i 

. . . i 
17. - -CounseUor the applicant further. contended- t~fit :there is :nq spE:jcific 

f . . 

order of cancellation of the earlier exa.rmination, buttwe are not; illclined to 

( .·· 
i 

... , ... .,. .....• " "1"" .... -·· ··:-··t···. 

. r :. 

I· 
j. 

' -~ 
! 

. ;. <· 
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accept this argument ·because re-conduction of examination automatically 

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

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

carry any force. 

18. We have consi9ered rival contention of. both the parties. Although the 

applicants hav·e averred in their OAs the fact of fqvoritism, nepotism and · 

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

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

vague averments · in these applicatiqns that some of the; candidates 

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

allowed in the second. examination at :Jodhpur, but no such doc;:umentary 
. . . ! 

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

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

. . . 

law that. where the competent authority verified the ~acts from r~c:ord of any 

inquiry howsoever summary the, ,same may be) it is poss,ible for_· the . , . . .· r , . 

competent authority to take a deqision that ther~ 1:lre good ; reasons for 
.· ' . ·.'( . •' . 

n~aking. the order which the authority. \3Ventuctlly niakes. Accbrdingly, the - r . ! , 
. ' . . . \ . 

reasons mentioned in t_he enquiry repqrt by tlie' co[npetent auth?rity to re-
. . . i . : ~ 

. .: ... ~ . 

conduct the examination cannot be ~aid to. be iJl1pfQ~EJr.or i\legaC 
------- - .... ·. . . · . r .. -~- . -J:It~~ ~· ·.: 

"\ .. --~-

. t~l!l 
,,., i·,!" 
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20. So -far as contention regarding reservation point is concerned, it is 

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

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

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

reservation poli_cy has f]Ot 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 tl1e .part of any: officer the 

same cannot be accepted as proof and, therefore, the contentiof1 raised by 

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

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