
\ 

IN THE C:i:::tJrR..\L fi..DMH1IS lR:'.l'IV:E TRIB;Jl'JAL, JAIPUR BElJ:H, JAJPl..F; .. .....---. 

O .A. Ho .134/94 Dt. ·::>f order: 18 .. 3 .1994 V 
Phool Ch•nd & Ors. : Applicants 

---..:.:.._ 

Vs. 

Union of ·Ind i• & Ore • 

Hr .D. P .Garg : Coun2e1 for a ppl ica nts 

CORAM: 

PER HOl~' BLE MR .C.OPAL l:P ISHt·!A, MEMEER (JTJDL.) • 

•nd Rio.j~sh I:umur, in this ~pplication um:L=.r Se·:.19 .:1f the .l\dmini-

strative ·rribu.nti.ls .!..ct, 19::?. :., hove pr~y-=·:1 f.:;ir • dire·-:tion to the 

of the int2rv ie.we fixed for ~ 3. ~ .1904. 

~ . ... . I 

'V~e heh.re he•rd the l12arned coun2.=:l for the applicants. 

Ir, short the ·:i:.pplio:ints' case is that thisy belon9 to SC/ST 

list of SC/S·r curdid•tes; for intervi1:0.M in -=·:·nIL•?::tion with the 

no intervieH was held 0n thC.tt d•:r &n:l th-2.~~ were inf,'.)rmed that the 

interview has br::en postpon~d anrj a fr2sh d~b:,:; was to be iritirri&ted 

to them. The respondr::nts tr..: •• ~ then fix1~d 1.'.l~.1993 as the date 
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the interview illon·~twith •:>theri=. The applicants w.~re again inf·::>r-

med thta.t the intE:rvi~"'.:J has b:en postponed and "'-noth12r d::...te: w.:.uld 

that 23.3.J.9?4 has b.~en fixed for inte:rvi.~w by the respondent :n:::i.~ 

rri3in argument r:)f the l~arned c.:--unsel for the applicants is '.thiilt 

f1Jndamenta 1 riqht.s for l:e in•;i 0:o:is idere:d for 'employm.=;:nt ·;p.lare.nteed 

und.§~r Articles 1-i ~nd 16 of the Coni::ti1:uti 0:.n. It i:: evi1ent t."'l~ 

from the •verments of the iilpplicant~ th<tt n:1v1 23.3.1394 h2s been 

fixed for intervi-::wing thc.se c•n:lidiitea for th1:? :zaid posts whose 

•ct.k>n of the resp:mdents is neither arbi tr:i.ry n-:>r 1 • .mrea.e,:inable. 

Ihe mere f•ct th::a.t the natn:2:s of the •pplicants were ~ponsored by 

•ny right for bein•J int.::rvic?W•?d f·:ir the: posts of Miiz·:kior (Hel~r), 

nJ.; (O.P.~-~l , ) 
Member(A). 

Cr~ 
(Gopii.l Krishn.&) 

Member{J). 


