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Ill THE ~~EllTRAL ArMHUSTPATIVE TRIPJJR~L, JAIPUF' BEU~H, JAIF·UR. 

* * * 
Date ·=·f Decisi.:m: 5.8.97 

OA 487/96 

Rajesh I'umar, r/·=· l-\ .. mbedJ:ar r:.:.lc•ny, Eandil:ui, Diett.reusa. 

• •• Applicant 

Versus 

1. Uni•:.n ·:Of India thr.:·tt9h Se·::reta:t-y, Minietry ,:.f Defen::e, NeH Delhi. 

2. c.:mnander W<)r}:e Entjineer (Army) I Mul tan Line' ,J,:dhpur. 

3. c.:.mmander Wo:.d:s Engineer (Air F.:.r.::e) I Multan Line, J.:.:lhr:.ur. 

CORAM 

Ho:U'I?LE MR.•3a:•PAL f'RISHllA, VI('E •:HAIPM .. li,H 

HON'BLE MR.O.P.SHARM_~, ADMINISTRATIVE MEMP.ER 

F.:·r the AJ.:·pl h:ant 

F.:.r the Resp.:.n::lents 

0-R-D-E-R 

Mr. I~. N. Sharma 

PER- FI(•N' BLE- MR • •;DPAI. -l''RI8Hl·1A 1 - VICE- •?fi.ll.IRMAN 

Respondents 

Ar:pli.::ant, Pajesh rumar, has filed this ar:pli·::atic·n under se.::ti.:on E1 ·Jf 

the A&ninistrative Tribunals A.:::t, 1985, seeJ:ing quashing .:.f the ·=·rder dated 

lf: .• 4.9f:. and a directi•:•n to:• thi? rest= .. :mdents t.:. •X•nsider his •:::andidature f.x· 

the r::·=·st ·=·f Carr:oenter. 

2. We have heard the learned •::O:·uneel f·:·r the apr:•li•::ant and _h:rve ojO:•ne 

thr·:•UoJh the re•X·rds c.f the .::ase .::arefully. 

3. Applicant's case is that pnreuant to:. an advertisement •.•published in the 

empl·:,.yment newsr:aper o:m 1(: .• 4. 93'' he applied f.:.r the 1=-=·st .:.f r:aq.enter in the 

pree·::riJ:.ed f.:.rrn t.:. reer:~:.ndent u.: .• 3 i.e. Co:omnv:m:ler W•:>t"l:s Eno~ineo;r (Air F.:.r.:::e), 

Multan Line, J·:.dhpur. T~e 3ppli.::ant \·lae not .::alled f.:.r intervie\·1 f.:.e the 

said t}.:OSt. It is etated in the .::.:,rnrnuni.::ati.:-•n, at l-\.nn.III, dated '::.7 .4.~l3, 

that the appli.::ati·:·n al.:·ng\·lith its r::.:.nne.::ted .j.:.,::urnents in r.:sr~·::::t .:.f the 

apr:·li·::3.nt 's re.:jueet f,:•r the ·P=·~t o:;f Caqenter \·laS en.·.:.ne·:·usly re•::.:ived in the 

c,ffice .:.f the c.:.rnrran.jee w.:.rl:s En.Jinee:t· ( J:l .. rrny) , Mul tan Line, J.:·.::lhr:oUr, anj the 

same \·me, theref.:.re, fr:.rwarded t·:· the c.:omrnander wc.:t"J:s Engineer (_.n.ir Fc·r·::e) , 

r1ultan Line, LT.:ohpur." The applicati.:,n rn.:.ved by the ar:pli·::ant fo:·r the r::·:.st .:.f 

C3.rpenter \·las received in the .:,ffke ·=·f the ,c.:mman...ier w.:orl:e Engineer (Air 

Fc.r.::e) .:on ::::9 • ..;t. 93. H·:·\·leve:t·, the pr.: .. ::ess ·=·f e.ele.::t i.:.n \-laS finalised in the 

c.ffi,_::e O:•f the •:!·:•rnrnandec W·:•rl:e Engineer ( Ai:t· F'•:.rce) O::•n ::::8 ... J. 93. It is 

n.:.te\.;.:.rthy that the applkant has in.x··rre·::tly menti.:.ned in his Ori9inal 

l-\ .. pr,:•li·::ati·:·n that his applio::ati.:.n fc.r the tX•St .:,f Caq:..snter \·laS re.::ebed in 

(fk!~€...tf the •:·ffke C•f the C:.rrmander w.:.r}:s Engineer (Air F.:.r•:::e) •:•n -::.7 • ..:1-.03, whereas 
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the fact is that it \.JaS re.::eived in that offi.::e ·=·n ::::s-•.-!.·~·2. The entire 

There is n:·thing t:m the re.::.:.rd to:• sh:·\v that the aprc•li•::ant had addreesecl his 

appli.::ati.:.n •X·n·e.::tly b:· the •::·:·n•::erned autho:·rity. Prudence required that the 

applicant eh.:.uld have eent hie .:rpf.:.'lli•::ati•:.n f.:.r the ~_:.:ost O:•f ·~arpenter either 

under re.;.tistered .::,:.ver C•l." under a .::ertifio::ate c•f r:··JSting. 3ince the 

sele·::ti.:.n I_:·l"·: .. ::ess f.:,r the r.:·st ·:>f ·~arpenter \·ms over o:.n .::.:: .-1.·~·3 and this 

Original Appli.::ati.:.n has been filed ·=·n .:: .• ~~-~~~:., after a r;.eri.:·:l ·:of .::.:nsiderabl·: 

delay 1 n<:o judicial interventi,:on iS O::o3llej fo:•t" in thiS o::ase. Thie ai_:.plio::ati.::.n 

is, therefc.re, dismissed at the sta9e ··:of admissi.:;n. 

CrK.M~~ . 
(G:•PAL I1U3HNA) 

VICE CHAIRMAN 
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