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C .A. :.J.j. 58 5/90 Dt .. of ordex..·: :"7.10.1994 

Jagd ish Singh & 6 vthers : Applicants 

Vs. 

Union of Ind 1•:: r .. Ors. : Pespon1ol!':nts 

1 Co,1ns~1_ for applic«nt 

CORAM: 

PER HOU' BLE ~iR,.GOPA.L KRlEHNA, t,1EHBEE(JUDL.). 

have- in this applicf,ti.on t.i.nder Sec .19 of tbe l\d"minis trati\re 

Tr it•,_mills Act 1 1.985, prilyed for a declaration that th~2 impugned 

ivel~t ,pitssed by the rt::-spond.l::.nt tl-).2 .:>:P1erJng canc~llation of 

the \·:ri tten t'.:•st held on 1.) .a .86 for the post of C.h ief ClE,rk 

iln: illt-gul as also D)I' a direction t~ the resr.>Ond"ents to hold 

(( and to appoint the citnd id«tes finally selectej to the r10st of 
J 

'.:hief Clerk \~ith a11 consequent.ial ~nefits. 

have ca~refully gone thrc.u.;:rh the records of the case. 

3.. Pur~uant to a not if ic·-::ition dated 3. 6.8€ in regard to s~l~-

ct ion for the post of Chi~~f Cl.::rJ.: notif~ring 10 vac•nc ies, the 

applicants aiongw i th oth~r eligible pers1)ns a!.)pe.r. red in the 

test on 9.8 .86. The result of the written test was n·.::>tified 

vid~ Anrt>~.A5 d~t~d. 10.3.87. Orders were- .is~:,.1eJ on 15.4.87 for 

1.5.19e.7. The c«ncellaticm of the writt'!!n t~et has been chall-

enged by the applicants as being \'iolative of tl".te l:)r:tncipl~s of 

natur-e! justice as \-1ell as on the grc.,.tn1 that it W·Ds don~ d.ue 
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' 4·. On the contrary the r~spon1ents have stc.ted that a 

number of comploi.ints w~re receiv~d by the A'iministration 

a9ain.!.;t the "-'ritten test held on 'J .8 .86 an1. one of the groun:ls 

for cancellation of the test w,;-1s thut ·the q:~stion pap~r wiis 

not set in 3.:;cordance "'' ith the syllabus Annx •. ~4 ~ . in as much 

20 que~tions. only 7 •::rJ~stions in •11 were put in the qllesti•Jn 

p«lper. Even in thee.~ 7 queEtions, the s·,.lbjecte. pertaining to 

a fe~1 sections w~re not there, •~ a result of which the empl­
have been 

oyees \o7o:rki.ng in those secti•:JnElLadver~ely affected. In these 

·the written test declared on. 19.3.87. A n(:>te\>1ort.hy feature 

Sec .19 of the Mministrativ~ Trtbunals Act, challenging the 

impugnl!:d •)rder dated 1.5.87 cancelling the written test: for 

selection for promotion to the !)0St of Chief Cl~rk held on 

9.8.86 and 29.9.86. Pursuant to the directj,ons of the J,,dhpur 

Bench of the Tribun«l in thiit o.A~ N.:..186/87 decided on 

22.1.901 the respon<:1ents isnue-1 Sh0't11 C~i.lSe notiCt'!S to the 

ar,:.plicants and otherE \-Jho hS.d qualified the "·'ritten ~xaminiittion 

end tifforded th.~tn • n opportunity of being h~a.rd. In vi~"'' of 

\-:ay viol•tive of the pro'i."i~ ions contained in Article 14 of the 

Constitution. 'l'he rezpondent~; were "~~~11 Within their ~J!IX 

rights to canc~L. the written test W.hen it wcs fo•ln1 that it 

had not b~en con::lucted as per r•.tle!l arrl instructions. 

5. We fin:! no merit~ in this ai=Plic«tion an1 it is, ther"=!- , 

fore 1 dismissed ivith no or.:Jer as to costs. 
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