
IlT THE CEHTF'.AL A[1MI1TISTP2\TIVE TPIBUlU~L, JAIPUF EEl.Jo'~I-J, 

JAIPUR 

Date cf oraer: ~"3. .lJ..~·001 

OA No.77/1996 

post of Cle&n~r in Geological Survey of India, 15-16, 

Jhalana Do0ngari, Jaipur. 

• .Applicant 

·Versue 

1. Uni on ·:of India thr .::ugh Se.:re-tary, Ministry cf 

Steel and Mini;·s, M~hn1 Pala.:-€·, Me-w D~lhi. 

., 
"-· . The Deputy Direct0r G&neral (P), G~ological 

Survey 0f India, ~' Ch0wr~ngee Lane, ~alcutta. 

~ -· . ThE· neputy Dire.::-tc·r General, G<:·:·l·~·gic21l Survl?y 

of India, Weetern Region, Jeipur 

Respcndente 

.Mr.Shiv Furoar, counsel for th~ appli~ant 

Mr. N.C.Goy~l, couneel for the resp0ndEnt8 

CORAM: 

Hon'ble Mr. 3.f.Agarwal, Judicial ME-mber 

Hon'tle Mr. A.P.Hagreth, Admini~trative Member 

ORDER 

Adrrinietretive M~rrber 

employee, ie that h~ hsd appeerea in the ~election fer the 

Lindt ea 

the written tc;et _c.nd wae pl.s·::-~a et 110.~ in 1::ird.;.r i:·f rre-r:it, 

as per his cwn etat0went. It has b~en etated that .:nly one 
j 
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and he has not been considered. Ac~arding to hiw 7 

vacanciPs of LDCs 0ccurea in the month of September-

hav :i ng, been du1 y so.1 e 0:-t ed. The ri;ep·:•n1:1ent s cc.nclu·:-t eel yet 

anr::·t her e:·:aminc.t i.:.n fc.r the sa ia 1:.-..:.st c.f LD•:: vide letter 

dated Afte·r pr·:·t est i ng again8t the said 

examination the applicant himeelf appeared tut f6iled. He 

subwitted a r~presentation en 10.5.1995 seeking his 

but his rpqueet wee t»rned down vide Jetter. dated 

27.6.109~ (Ann.Al). Ftitther, hie repreeentation ta the 

Deputy Director General, Geological Survey 0f India, 

Wi=.-stern al se; vidf?. ·=·rcler clat eel 

20.11.1995 (Ann.A::::). Th~ 2ppl:i~ant has filed thi~ OA 

challenging these orders at Ann.Al and Ann.A~ as &lso 

Ann •. n.:". clatec1 l.l'.:::.199..:! t.y which ne·:·:t e~:amination f·:·r the 

p0et 0f LD~ was conducted. Hie prayer :is that these orders 

the past of LDC with all consequential benefits. 

2. We have hPard the learned counsel for the 

parties ~na als0 perused the reply of the respondents. As 

~tated by the learned ·:-cuneel fi:·r the respc.naents, the 

LDCE in whi~h the appli~ant had pess~d, wae conducted 0nly 

further wae requj rEd t.: be· ckne·. 

after th~t event has necesserily to te fill Pd up by. 

conducting a fresh sel~cti0n and the samE hae been done in 

this case. 

":> 
..J • It ie net aieput~a that the selectj0n ~cnducted 

l 
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en· 15/16 .January, 1994 was c.nly for cne vacancy and this 

is also admitted by the applicant that the rerson at 

si.·~10.l has J:..;en rxn::tE·d ag.::iinet that va.::·ancy. Wed·:· nc·t 

find any reason for the applicant to feel aggrieved ty the 

action of the reep0ndents. When cnly cne vacancy was 

advertieea, only that vacancy could have been. fiJle6 up by 

C•:•ndU•:'t ed. There is nc rule which permits per e.:.ns having 

qualified in thS> eor 1 i e·r ee-l t; •:'t i ·:·n t.:, te .:ia j1.ist ea against 

v~·:-ancies wh :i ch hod nc0t te·en taken intc· '3 ·=- .:-.:::u n t f·:ir the 

There ie n·: c.sse· in fav.::ur of the appli.::ant eind this 

epplicetion is totally devoid of any merit. 

4. The OA is diswissed as having no merits with no 

order as to costs. 

. t~~ 
(A.P.NAGPATH) 

Adm. Member Judl.Merrber 


