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It is furth12r alleged that the reeponjent!' have interpreted the 

deci~ion contained in the cc•mm11nir:at1on ::tate:d 11.4 .. 91 at Annx.A~ 

in such a. m3nner that the bE:nef it of exercising optic)n C•J'lld be 

ext~nd.ed to ~mt. Vandona Ku.m.::iri .Jen,t, an IAS Officer of 1979 t.atch. 

The h:.i~band of Srnt. Van:l.ana Ku.mari Jt::n.:1 is a memb=Jr of the Indian 

Audit .s.: lil.'::COiJ.nts Service. Smt. V=::i.rdana I~i_unarl ,Jena belonging to 

the Manipur-Tripura c-=dre, was given a chance to e'.X'.e re ise her 

option for the change of c3.d.re despite being a married offii:::er 

on the groun:'.1 that her husban1 belonged to the CEntral Service~. 

-..._j Smt. van1ana Kum·':l.ri Jen& exe.rc ised her option and her cadre was 
~· 

changed from the joint cadre of Ma.nip11r-Trip1.1ra tc• tt:.at of Orrisa 

State. It is pleaded th:i.t the dee is ion tc• re~trict t!-:e benefit 

\ J of changing cadre to single women l-\ll In:Ha Service Offic~rs 

' 
allocated to the North-Eastern cadres an:t .Jamm1J & Ka.Ehmir is 

arbitrary an1 unrea=onable an:1l iE viola.tive of Art ii:les 14, 16 

and 11 of the Constitution. Since a s itllatii::::m of ins urgency 

st ill e:>:ists in these St.:ite.s snd these are d ist11tbed • rea~, the 

alre·B.dy tough working conditions h3.ve bi=com" more ac.::entuated 

for women officers. The fact that an officer is married or 

unm~.rried does not make any difference in so far as the working 

condition!l are concerne1. The clas.sific&tion made by the re~pon­

__.,: dent~ between married an:l unmarried women All In1ia S~r~ice 

Officers is assailed as being 11nreas:c.nab1e; arbitrary arrl as 

having ni:> ni:.~:xus with the:: object s.:.11ght to be achieYe1 by the 

beneficial dee is i1)n in favoLJ.r of W1')men officer~. Suc'.'1 a class i-

fication is artificial and is not based on the principles of 

intelligible differentia. It is also alleged th:it th-3 benefit 

of exercising option to chan,}e cadre comm-:!ncing from 1990 batch 

has no rationale behin:l it. Since the women officers of All 

India Services by themsel ve~ are a class, it is a1s.:i a11eged. 

th3.t the application of the deci~ ion h3s result<:.d in discrimi-

nation ag&in~.t the applicant in as much a~ the single women 
belonging 

off icere of All In.:lia S~rvices/~l:sin~ to l!arlier h:1tchE-S having 

considerable experi•:nce of wor}:ing in these states Jia\re been 

given cr~ance to e;·:ercise their option f·:)r the change of c-:tdre. 

((p.:,f;_~ Ii.)Wever, the b::nef it of the dee fs i()n h:i~ beE:n deni·~d to the 
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applic3nt for the reason thct she is m::i.rrie..1 .• 

3. The reepondents Nos.1 t..-. '.2 did not file any reply. The 

responde:nt n.:i.3 challenr]ed the maintainability of this applic:l-

tion on the g-roun:J. that the: Central Go~1ernment. is the: best judge 

and the final a1.ithority in the m:itter of allocation of c.a/ire and 

transfer of ca .. ~. re officers from om~.· cadre to another. An IPS 

officer m'ly be poste·:l. anywheri;- in In:ua .:lnj allocated to any 

Sta tt:c cadre as p-::r the! prov is ions ·:if the Indian Pol i·::e Service 

(Cadre) Rulez, 1954 (for short the Cadre Rules). The matter of ...._,, 

-_..._ allotment of cadre or transfer of ca . .:i.re off ic~r fr.::im one cadre 

tc another ie not j u~tic iable. It is pleaded th:i.t no order has 

\ 
been mentione:d by which the applicant may be said teo ~ aggrieved 

l an..:t that thi.~ Tribun:il has no j11risdiction to aajudicat~ upon the 

rri8tt..:::r of a11ocati.:1n of c:idre or tranefer of an offi·:e:r from one 

cadre. This m:!t tter i~ s1:1lely urrlE:r the j urisd k:ti.:m of the Centr.:il 

and St·'=-te Gov.:rrnr,E:nts .. It is further stated th:it the h~1~banj of 

the a~·plic.:lnt Shri Pohit K1JJT1:tr Singh, an Il.;.S Off ice:c, is alE"<:J on 

short term deputation with the Go~.rernment of R.3j asth::n ·3.t his 

reqL1e:st ::..nd it is q1_lite pose ible that this ::ippli.:>~t i::·n msy be a 

~ prelude t.) another appl icS.tion l ike.ly b:. be filed br the hus'ban:J. 

_)..(, of the appli..:.:i.nt on the gr.J1.1n·::'I of the c'h:trige c·f c.:idrs of his 

wife, in case this applk~.ation succeeds. It is f·,1rther stated 

th~t the Government 1)f India i~ the Ci'idre Control! ing Authority 

and it is not only the b;:;st judge but the fin":ll aut1K•rity so f3.r 

fer of an officer from one cadre: to another is c.:•ncerned. The 

neither unrea.s.~n::tble n<:•r arbitr-::ir1~ bt1t the s.:i.me is b~sei on ~011nd 

e:tigencies .::>f s.2r-Jice. 

. • 6. 
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ibrth-Ecstern St.::itee an.:1 .J &: 1:. In crise too opt kin is exe:rc ised 

within a pe:riod ·~f four mcinth.:: fr-.:.m th.:: date «)f this order, the 

same sh:tll be l!'ntertaine:.1 and decisi-:1n th~rer:1n f:h&ll be ta}:en 

as per rules, 3lso keE:ping in vi-=w the f:t~t~. 3nd c ircumS'tances 

ststed in ht:,r repre~.ent·:Stion l»nnx .A-5, which is- still said to 

be pen:ling. 

13. The ·~pplic·::Ltion is dispos~d i:1f ac.::ordin.;rly. H<: order 

as to costs. 

C#N.e..~ 
(Gop:tl Kfi~·hna) 

Member(J). 
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f ,. ___, IN THE CBNlRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRilBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 
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~~<K 
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DATE OF DECISION 6~S--t9CfJr-. 

Smt. Nin~a~R~a~n_i_· ________ Petitioner 

LN.Mathur Advocate for the fetitiooer (s) 

Versus 

Union of India ,<'L_QifL ·----Respondent 

Mr-.- u __ D_.Sha~,__ ________ Advocatc for the Rt:spondent ( s) 
Mr .K. P .Mishra 

CORAM t 
_/, 

· Th~·H1~tblo Mr. Gopal 1-:rishna, Member(J) 

The Hon'blc Mr. O. P .S..harma, Member (A) • 

1. 'Whether Reporters of local papers may b~ allowad to ste the Judgement ? "t~ 

2. To be referred to tho Reporter or not ? 7~ . 
3. Whether th~ir Lordships wish to i;ec the fair copy of the Judgement ? No . 

4. Whothor it ntieds to be circulated t\l other Becche.; of thCj Tribunal ? No . 

~·~Ml 
(Gopal '"Krishna} 

M{~). 



IN THE CEtITEAL MMINISTF·.ATIVE l':F'.IBIJNAL, JAIPUR BElCH,. JAIP'.P. 

0 •. ~.No .3 60/93 Date of ·:Jrd.er: 6-.5"-'14-. 

Smt. Nina P.ani . Applicant . 
Vs. 

Union of In1i3 & Ors. . Respon1ents . 
. Co,1nsel for applicant • Hr.R.H.Mathur 

. Counsel for respr::>ndents • 

. Counsel for respc,ndents . Mr .K. P .Mishra 

CORAM: 

Hon' ble Mr .G.:)p3.l Krishna, Memb~r(Judl) 

Hr:·n' ble Mr. O. P .Sharma, M'=::m~r (.?\dm.) 

PEP. HOU' BLE MP .G(1pAL KP.ISHNl~, MEMBER (,JUDL). 

nc .• 1 

tl(,. 3 

Applicant Smt.Nina F:·3ni belon9ing to Ir/iian Police 

r. .... 

Service (II=G) in this ai_::•plicati•:>n un1er t:;.~c.19 .:if th1.= A:=tmini-

c:>f 192.9 of the IFS C•ff ice-rs. 

,., -. 

to 1')89 b:tti:h of the IfS. She has been s.::nt on a sh:1rt. ten:i 

"I 
~ 
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She joined her duties on °:l.~p11t3.t..i.:·n in P&j:isth.·~n on 9.( .. 9~. 

The o. ppl ic.~nt h:::is married 2hri F:ohit Kt.1I11•3.r S in;ih, 3.n IAS C1ff icer 

in the joint cadre ·:if .Manipur-Trip•.ira on ::e.6.·~o. e.hri Rohit 

undergoing tr.:linir:rJ in Manipur at the time of marriage. In the 

was, therefore poc.ted in the St7tte: c·f M3.nip11r wherf: sh~ j •Jined 

on 1.10.90 as an I.PS prc.}).3.tioner. Slnce the l:iw =in1 order situ-

ation in the North Eastern States of Injf.::i. (Assam, Megha.l.:1y.:t, 

M:Lnipur-Tripura, H:igalan.'.l) ·:tnd in .J.:tmm11 f• K:tshmir has been 

deterior::i.ting for the l:i.st f-=w year:: and con)iti•:inS are akin 

tc) insur9ency, and P3-r·:t-mil itary f·:>rces h3ve ~en deployed in 

these: p:irts of thi::~ co1.mtry, the Ci''li.l Servico:s Bo=-rd in .:'..to 

meeting •:in '.:'·L9.9~ r12alisin9 the prevail.trig circumet.:i.nces in 

to women All InJia Service Officers in the North Easb:~rn cadres 

I~ashmir. The Board rec•)mrnen:led th:tt wom?.n officers other -t.han 

the insiders wh.) expre,Ese.:1 their will ingriess. Ehould not t.:! 

,;_, alli.:ic·Z<ted to thE:~e cadres fQr the next three ye·3.rE. This dee i­
\ 

1990 bstch. It ·w~s f,.irther decided th=1t aft1=~r thre:e ~lears the 

po= it ion shall be reviewed fr.:~·m 1993 bati:h art.:'l onwards, if nece-

ss.:1 r~r. J:his dee is ion at Annx .;..-1 also provide~ that in reg-3rd 

to the women off ice rs to Wh:im cadre has a1rea11y been a1 lt:·tted 

i.e. those belon9 in9 to b3tch~s prior to 1090, the s ugge~ti.:>ns 

m&de by the Civil Services Board (for Short, the CSB) Will re 

examined sepcrately. It is avern:.d th:it the working con:t it ions 

in the thrth-Easterr:> cadre~ are in general to11gh but 13.r~ being 

faced by women off ice rs in an accentuated form. Considering 

a11 tr.e circumstances, the GovE:rn .. m•:nt of In:"\i.5 t·:>·::ili: a f'i)licy 
of 

dee is ion that the cadre of women off ice rs .'All InJ. ia Services -
working in these st.:ites m~~· t>e chang.::-:1 an:l for. this purpose 

Cr~C-~.42 su.ch women off i•::ers should be 9iv~n chance to exercise .)ptir.:~n 

•• 3.,~ 
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t•:• indicate cadres .:,f their pr~ference oth~~r than their home 

Etate t:·::tdre. However, the D<::partment of Pers.:inr1~l in ~he Govt. 

of India, d~cid~d b:> give chance tc· change c;:1dre to those wcmgn 

off ice rs who .a r~ unmarried • Pu rs ia nt the ret.:· the single women 

All In:l ia ~enrii:e Off ice rs a11ottc-.::1 to 0:l ifferent cadre.E of the 

\ 

opt.j_on for the change of cadr~. Do~ument at Ann:<.A-2 reveals 

th:-tt single W•:•men officere 'belongi~g to 1975, 1980, 1·~£"7 ar1j 

1°89 h:ttches were given the benefit un:Ie:r the policy b:· change 

th~ir cadre. Since the applic·:'int g?t m~rried on :!e.6 .. 90, !!h!! 

was deprived of this benefit. Howe";rer on 22. 7 .91, the resi:on-

dent No.1 sent a letter to the Govt. of Manip1..ir, wherein it 

!.. was statE.~d that since the women officers Wi:>rY.ing in the State 

are facing trem~n'lous difficulties, it wBs decided that prei't.a-

\ *"' 

period of 5 years C•)mmenc ing from Civil Se.rv ice Examination, 

1989 (1990 b3.tch). It was al~o decided th3t single women offi-

cers a11.oc::ited to these regions would a1so be allowed t.:> change 

their cadre ti".:• any •:>tht::'r S.t.:it~ othi:;r than their home Stat!! but 

in resper:t of W·::>men officers of All India ServiceE, m:irried to 

officers of All In:"!ia C' .,. c: .;;ie rv J. _e .... , change of cadre permanently has 

been denied and instead a short term deputation to an)' other 

St.::ite except the home State ha~ been prmr 11ed. v i.:le .;nnx.A-3. 

The a·'.:lplicant is the only woman IF'S Officer not only in the 

joint cadre of Manip•.ir-Tripura but in the entire north-Eastern 

Cadres ae Miss vandana Malik, an IP3 Off i•-::er allocate!'! tc the 

joint ca.jre of M'lnipur-Tripura was l':ille:d by the insur9ents. 

Since the home State of the applicant is Bihar anj the home 

ex~r·~ise option f.:·r a short term der:ut-:i.tion tc· th-e State of 

Raj aeth:in. The mother of the applicant represented to the 

respondents Nos.1 ,Sc" f.:ir permanent cho.n9e of the applicant's 

cadre TJide Annx.A-4 but it yielded no results. Thereafter, the 

appliC3nt herself made a reprecentati.-,n on 23.4.93 ~1ide Annx.A5. 

Her ca:::e for the change of cadre and retenti.on in F.aj:~.sthan 

~l.t' hci~ been recommen:le:l by the Directi:·r G~rj.::,ral of P.:.lice, P.ajasthan • 

• • 4. 


