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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH : JAIPUR 

O.A. No. 1.'33/2000. 

Y.P. 3harma R.P.s. Sele.:::ti.:m Scale (Retired) si:.n c.f Shri tlarain 
Bhagw3n, aged 6S1 years resident ·:it Nai.-ain T·:iwi:rs, C-1~3 Mangal Mar.3, 
Bapu Nagar, .Jair,0ur, Rajasthan. 

• •• APPLICANT. 

v e r s u s 

1. Unfon .:.f India thr.:_.ugh the se.:::retary t.:. the G.::Nernment I Ministry 
c.f H.:.rne Affairs, New Delhi. 

2. Tho: State .::.f Rajasthan thr.:.ugh the Chief se.:::retary, G:·vernment .:if 
Rajasthan, .Jaipur. 

3. The Unk.n .:.f Public SE>rvice C·:.mmissi:on, DIK·lr,·ur H:.uee, New J:Blhi 
th:t:oU•;Jh its se.::-retary. 

Mi.-• R. c~. Jc,shi, .:::.:0unse:l f.:.r the applicant. 
Mr. L. lJ. B.:.ss, .:,i(.1Jneel f.:.r r.-:-s1:·:inclent rJo. l. 
Mi.-. v. D. 2.harma, .:::.:•unseJ. fi:·r re.~pc.ndent n-: .• ,.., -· 

CORAM 

Hun' t.l.: Ivir. s. I~. Ag.3rwal, tJ1Jdi,~jal Memt.er. 
Hon't.le Mr. A. P. 1.lagrath, Administrative Member. 

: 0 R D E R : 

(per H:m 't.le Mr. A. P. Nagrath) 

• • • RESK1NDENTS. 

Thie 0:::ase has had a J.:ng ardlK0ue ji::urney but the apr:·li.:::ant has 

been per suing his ca::e with deterniinati.:.n even 17 yeare after his 

retirement. The case st.3rted when the ar:·plkant filed .3 writ 

21.CU: .• E;.":".J whi·.::h was transferr~a t.:. Central Admini:=trativ.: Tribunal, 

-------~--~ 
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Services Appellate Tribunal and now again back t.:, Central 

Administrative Tribunal. Initially, when the writ petition was 

filed in the High Court, the applicant had sought for two 

reliefs. The first relief was to the effect that the 

petitioner should have been eelected and app:iinted to the 

selectic·n scale .:.f Rajaethan Pc.lice 2end.:::e (Rf,S) c,n 3.8. 78 

and should have been c:::infirmed jn sele.:.:tfon scale ct RPS from 

22.1. 79 i.e. the date on which his junfors were selected and 

appointed. The sec.:0nd relief claimed by the petitic.ner wa.s to 

~ treat him as selec:ted and app:0intec1 by prcm.:ti.:·n t:.. the Indian 

Police Service (IP.S, for sh.:.rt). The firet relief was granted 

to the applicant consequent t 0: the •Jrders passed by RCSAT on 

21.4.1997 by which the Tribunal allowed his appeal. The 

applicant was prc0m:,ted in selectic·n s.::al€! of RPS against 

vai:::ani:::y of the year 1977 •'.:'n merit 0:1u.:.ta by :,rder dated 

14.10.E197 and he was 0x 0nffrmed in the selection scale of RP3 

w.e.f. 27.1.79. By the same ·=·rder, he was placed at,.:ive 3hri 

S.K. Chaudhary and Shri Bakshu Khan in the seniority list of 

The .xder als.:, stated that the 

applicant Shri Y. P. 8harma was entitled to all .-:.:.nsequential 

benefits. With this o:,rder, the first relief claimed by the 

applii:::ant etood fully granted to him. It ap~€ars that by the 

time the applicant retired frcm service, he had not been 

sele:::ted and pr.:m:.te:d t.:. IF2.. The prayer vf the appli·.::ant in 

this OA is tc. dire·:::t the reepcondent:: t.:0 r:·r·:m:ite the applicant 

to IPS c:adz:e w.e.f. '.26.l~.1983, the d3te his junior 3hri s. K. 

Chaudhary was so pri:moted, with all .:::.::in.sequential benefits of 

pay, pension etc. 



-- ----~-- __:____. _ _____:__~____;_::..~---'ol..-~--------_.,__ ----- ----- ---- - - - -- - - ----- -

J 

- 3 -

2. The applicant submits that after the judgment passed by 

RCSAT by its order dated 14.10.1997, by which he was considered 

fit for promotion against the merit quota and assigned 

seniority above Shri S.K. Chaudhary, he ~e •Jbvi0usly entitled 

for proI110tion to the IP2. frc·m ~1: .. 1.='..E1.S3 i.e. the date on which 

Shri s. K. Chaudhary was s.:, pr0:m0: 0ted. The main ground taken by 

the applicant is that with the judgement of RCS~T, his 

seniority and merit vis a vis Shri S. K. Chaudhary st•xd 

adjudkated finally and that J;•'.:lsition hae alsc• been ac.::epted by 

the State Government. Under the circumstances, nothing 

remaine., e:-:cept issuing the notificatic0n by the Central 

Government to pt-.:•m:ite him to IPS w.e.f. ~tS.l~.1983 and to grant 

him all consequential benefits. 

3. We have heard the learned c0unsel for the parties. The 

written submissi.:.ns have als·:· teen filed on behalf of the 

applicant and resr:x:.ndent Ne .• 2, the 3tate of Rajasthan. 

4. Learned counsel for the applicant stated that after the 

applicant was assigned his due pla•':e in the selection scale of 

RPS, the state Gc0vernment wrote to the Central Government on 

14.6.99, giving full bad:ground ;:.f the case and requested the 

Central Government tc• c.:msider the .:ase of the applicant for 

pre.motion to IFS by calling Review selectk·n committee meeting. 

Learned counsel raised the {:•:tint that the applicant's case was 

never i:::onsidered fur treated him as senior to Shri 8 K 

Chaudhary by original sele::tic·n ·:::cmmittee .:.r t.y the Review 

~~~-·- -- --~--- --- -~~~. ---~~ 
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sele0.::ti :.n •X·mmittee. Thus, the .9r,ipli·.::ant has been denied his 

legal right:: and due benef i te. In supi.:•:.rt .:if his ·X•ntent i:Jn, 

the le.3rned c.:.unsel refer.red t•:i the judt;iment :.f the High Court 

of Rajasthan in the 0.::ase of .'?umer Chand Bhandari V~. 2tate c.f 

Rajasthan and (•rs. RLR E1~:7(.:::) Page ::1..J and the .:.rders in the 

by the High c.:•urt t:•f Rajasthan .:.n f .• 1.:::.E190. 

5. Learned 0::c0unsel f-:.r the resi;·:·ndents submitted that after 

the State Gc.vernment referred the rrat ter t·=' the •.::entral 

Gc.vernment fc.r reviewing the case ·:•f the ar:.plicant fc.r 

sel e 0:::t i c·n t·=· IPS, the •:::ase was pla.::ed bef.xe the Review 

Selecti•:·n C.:·mmitt~. This Review 3election Ccrnmittee met 0.:.n 

14.12.19~19 and cc.neidered the •::ae.e c,f the apr:.li.:::ant t.y tal:ing 

inti:· ac.x.unt all the deveJ.:.r:rnents .:·f the case and in 

ci:·mplian.::e with the interim .:.rder dated 31.l:::'.193-1 ·:·f H:.n'ble 

the Raj.3sthan High cc.urt read with c·rder dat~d ::21 • .J. 97 °:if 

H.:.n' t.le the Rajasthan Civil Servi.::es Apr:.:llate Tribunal. The 

review .::omni t tee h.:.wever did n.:·t re0::: 0:immend any ·:::hange in the 

i:.ff icers to:. IFS Cadre c·f Rajasthan. Learned .::.:.unsel fer 

reer:·:·ndent No:.. l pla0:::ed bef·".:lre us a ·X·~"Y r:·f the r:•r·=··.::eedings ·=·f 

the review sele,:::tio:·n .:::.:mmittee which met ·=·n 14.l:::'.1999 t.::i 

review the ·::ase i:.f the ai:·pl kant. 

(:,. Learned .:::,:.unsel f.:•r the State G:ivernment, while 

referring tr:• the judidal verdict .:.f the RCSAT stated that the 

---- ------ ----------------
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s~le.::t i.:0n scale .:.f RPS ao;iainet the vacan.::ies .:,f 1977 and that 

did n1: 0t mean that after this judicial verdi.::t, the applicant 

has a.::quired an aut 0:m:itic right to be pr0:.m:.ted t.:· IPS. While 

dwelling 0:-n the pr.::icedure f.:-.11.:.w-=d J:.y the sel e.::t i •Jn °:x•mmit tee, 

learni:d c1xmsel sutrnitted that the functfon .:if qualifying the 

state servi.:::e c0ffi.:::ers el igit0le f.:it· .:;r:.nsiderati.:'.n f.::.r prc.m:.tion 

to IPS ha:: been entrusted t.:· the e:e:le.:::tfon .:::.::·.rrrnittee .::.:.mprieing 

of very seni.:.r .:.ffi.::ers and the prc.,:::eclm:e f.:.lk·wecl is g.:.verned 

by Statutc1ry P1-.:.visi.:0ne t:•f Prom::.tfon Regulations, which have 

been made r:.ersuant t·:· Rule ·?.( :. ) ·:·f the IPS (Re·:::ruitment) Rules, 

1954. These have been m:ide t.y the ·~entral .:;:.vernrnent in 

(> 
' ' e:·:erd se of the i;:·:•wers c.:.nferred t.y se,::t fon 3 (1 ) i:1f A. I • S Act , 

1951. He further ment i 0)ned that th.: Sd-1eme f1:or i:·r·:m·:·t i-~n to 

the IP~ has 0-::cme up fc.r •X0nsiclerati.:0n bef.:.re the Ai;:-ex Cc.urt in 

a number .:·f cases. 

sumrnsrised by H:.n 'bl~ the sur:·reme Ct:•urt in Sayeed Kh31 id Rijvi 

Vs. UOI D Ors. rer:·:·rt ed in Ei93 ( 1 ) SLR ::.9. It has been taken 

nc.te .:f J:.y the Supreme 12i:.urt that the 2.e:le 0::ti 0:·n Ccrnmittee 

c.:.nsiders the eligibility and suitability of the members .:.f the 

State P·:ilice Service ein the basis •:•f merit, ability, 

sui t.:ibility and the •:'IVerall assessment is based o:·n their APARs 

and Service recc.rd. Regarding the judi.::ial view taJ:en of the 

procedure for maJ:ing an ·~·verall asse2sment t.y the sele1::tion 

i::crnmittei:, the learned .::.:.un::el f·la.::ed relian::e :·n the f.:0llowing 

cases :-

(a) R.E'. D3S vs. Union .:_,f Indfa -1si.s.:. (.J) SLR 75. 

~--~~~----~----- ---------
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(b) U.P.S.C. Vs. 2.hri Hiranya Lal Dev-19.s.s (~) SLR 14.'3. 

( 1:::) )Eaidyanath Sinha R·:.y Vs. TJni.:.n c.f India & Ors-(1995) 
29 ATC 728. 

(d) Dr. H.L. Praja~ti vs. Unkn .:.f India 5: Os~ -1901 (2) 
SLJ (CAT) 

(e) G. s. Harayana 2.wamy & C·rs. vs. Uni.:,n .:.f India .~ Ors. 
-1995 (3) SLJ (CAT) 472. 

7. It has further been emphasieed by the resr::·:indents that 

the sc0: 0r::-e (·f judi 0::ial re,;iew of such pt-•x:eedings ·:•f the 

eelecti.:m ·::·:rnmitt-:.: is very limited and that the .::.:iurts and 

tribunals cannc.t sit in .:ir::rceal .:·ver the assessment made by the 

selecti 0:in •xrnmittee. f.:,r this, the reer·:·ndents have dted the 

following cases :-

( i) Badri l:Jath vs. 13'.:Nt. 0:•f Tamilnadu-2001 SCC( L~~:S) 13-
(Pages 38-41). 

(ii) Smt. lJutan Arvind Vs. Unfon r.:.f India.~ Ore-199f.(1) .~.LR 
774 (SC). 

(iii) S.L. Swamy vs. State of M.F. 1995(:::'.) ::.LR 1706. 

8. The s 0::q,::e .:,f the Rer;iew Selectk•n C.:i111nittee has been 

described in [0:•.PT's •::•Ml~·=·· '.:'.~Ol}':,12.1:.-Eett.(D) dated 10.4.192.9, 

according t•:i whi.:::h a Review I1PC is required t 0:i ·X•nsider the 

case again cnly with referen•.::e t.:; the technkal or fa.::tt'ial 

mistakes that tc•.:•l: place earlier and it should neither ·::hange 

the grading of an r.:.ffir:::e:t.- with:.ut any •;alid reas.:n (whi::h w·:iuld 

be r.:·::·:·rded) n:r .:::hange the ::z.ne ·=·f .::.:.nsid.:rat i·:>n n.:.r tab~ i nt·:i 

ac.::cunt any in:::rease in the number .:·f vacam:·ies which might 

have occurred subsequently. The reer::·:·ndents ha·Je stated that 

only change which was .: .. ::::urre:d in the instant .::ase is that when 

the selection corndttee met in 10.S.:'., the ag0licant wae pla.::ed 



-----~-· -~-·--· ---

- 7 -

• 

at 2r. n:.. 10 in the ::0:.ne: 0: 0f ,::.:.n::iderat ic.n and whereas in the 

meeting eof the i.-.2view so:lecti.:.n .:::.:.mmittee held .:m 14.12.99, he 

. was pla..::ed at fa·. n:.. -1-A ab:0ve Shri S.r~. Chaudhary. This 

placement, the respondents 0:-c•ntend, will nr:0t affeo::t the qrading - -

which had already t.een given tc0 the appli 0:::ant by the selection 

committ~ which met in 19S:::. His .:::ase had duly and pr.:.rerly, 

been c 0: 0nsidered by the selectio:.n .::.:.rrmittee in 198:2 and again by 

the review selecti<:·tLO::cimmittee in 199:?. With this bacJ.:gr.:•und, 

the resp.'.:lndents assert that the ar_:.pl kant hae. no: .. ::ase a.:o review 

IPS. 

9. WE have r:erused the entire re.::.:ird pr0:du:::ed bef•:'•re us 

including the written sutrnissi•:.ns and carefully •::•:.nsidered the 

argument advanced by either aide. We have als.:. perused the 

11. P. large number .:,f r:0r 0:on.:0un°::ement s have been ref erred i::. 
by the resr:·:·nd-=nts, i;.rimarily t 0: 0 establish that the 2ele·::ti·:0n 

Committee has t :i asses::. the State S.;.rvke Offi.::ers net c0nly as 

per the assessment made in APARs but alsc. ;:on th-= ta2.i2 of 

c.verall servi.:::e records. This stand is n:0t in dispute t.y 0: 0ther 

side as it is abundantly dear even frc.m the jud;irni:nt C•f RCSAT 

where the relief itself has teen granted t 0:i the ar:·r:·li 0::ant f 0:-·r 

pro:om:.tk·n t·=· sele·::ti 0:.n scale c.f RPS r.:,'.:lst based :.n his servi.::e 

re.:::.::.rds. The unf.:.rtunatt:: har.:pC!ning in this 0::ase is that APARs 

of the apr:·l i 0::ant had t-een destr0: 0yed by the fi.:-0me der.:artment even 

while the legal J;·E·•::eedings initiated by the applkant were 

----~- --~---·-------~-
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pending. The E'tate Ar:·pellate Tribunal had taJ:en a e.erio:.us view 

0f this lap::.e and we .::an .:·nly add c.ur .:.wn v.:.ice t·:• e:-:press .::iur 

diem:iy at the negligent a•:::t .:"f the .::.:.ncerned fun:::t i·:inarii:s .:.f 

the H.:offie dei:.:irtment. The .::.:ise bet.:.re the R•:3AT was decided, in 

absen.:::e .:.f the AFARs t 0ut taking n:•te .:.f the servi.::e :ce0::0:.rd of 

the applicant including the distinguished servi.::e rendered by 

him and the vari 0:.1_1e ho:0no:.urs received by him. Sc•, the di::cpute 

fa n.:0t whet her the en ti re eerv j 0:::e rec.:. rd 0f the applicant has 

to:· be taJ:en int.:, a 0::.::0unt .:.r assessment is t.:. t.e m3de sc.lely c•n 

AFARe. We are also .x.gni::ant .:.f the s.x.r:.e .:;.f the judicial 

review .Jf the r:•r 0:,,·:::eec1ings •::·f the selecti.:.n °x0mmittee. We have 

perusi:d the minutes c.f the meeting .:.f the r.:view selection 

i:- 1:1rrmitt~ whi 0:h met .:,n l-I.1:.19:;19 and we rind that the 

c0:mmi ttee had taJ:en full and .x.ffii:,lete n:.te 1)f the 0: 1rdere which 

emd.nated in this 0:::ase in varfous stao;;ies when the •:::ase passed 

fr,:.m Raj.:isthan High C.:0urt to:• Central Admini.:trative Tribunal 

and t.a.:J: t•:· Rajasthan High C.:·0urt and t 0: 0 RCSAT. The .::c.mmittee 

has ful1y .x.nsidered the interim orders of H:0n' ble the 

Rajasthan High i:~.:.urt dated 31.Ci7.Ei.S-l and the 0:0rdere .:,f R•~2.AT 

d:ited :1.4.97 by which the ai:plicant was granted re:lie-~ .. :,f 

r;:.r.Jrn:.t fon t·:· seJ.e.::t i.:·n s.::aJ.e .:;,f RP2. ·=·n merit against tho:fq77 

va;::an°::ies. The ;::c.mmittee has tal:en a e.pe.:::i f i 0:: n.:ite .:.f the 

interim .:.rders dated 31.07 .1984 .:.f H0n' t.le the Rajasthan High 

Cc•urt. We have e:-:tra.::ted the same frc. 0m the minutes and which 

are reprcduced as under :-

"The main Writ Fetitio:on w.:::.uld be linked f 0: 0r: .:.rders aa 
case Nc .• 1, 1::.n 3rd .September, 1984. The fact that the 

____ _:___•~~-~ 
------ .- - -----~·- --~--
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petitioner retires today trom the R.P.S. will not be a 
bar, to his selection as I.P.S. In case, the writ 
petition is alk.wed the resi;ondents will .::.:insider his 
case for r.:·r•:m:ition t.:. L.P.S. in acr::ordance with the 
directi0n given by this court without .:•bject ing that he 
has retired from the R.P.S. 1 

11. The committee has also taY.en due nc.te of the fact that 

the ACAR dossier of the applicant have been destr.:Jyed and that 

in absence of this d;:.ssier, RCSAT have examined the entire 

available eervice re.::.:.rds of Shri Y.P. Sharma and on that basis 

/_ he was f•")Und eui tat.le for preimr:·t ion to the sele•:t ion scale- of 
(-•' 

RPS against the vacancies of the year 1977 on merit with all 

consequential benefits. The pr.:.ceedings of the selection 

committee which met on 21.8.l'.?8:2 weri:· available before the 

Review Corruni tt ee. We consider it relevant to reproduce the 

conclusions ·:•f the Review Committee as that decides the :issue: -

12. 

"10. The Committee noted that the grading ·:·f Shri Y.P. 
Sharm:i for the year E 18:::: given t.y the Sele.:t ic.n c.:amittee 
which met .:.n ::::s.1.1982 is available. That .3electi 1.:in 
G:·rrrrri ttee ·:•n thE: basis •:•t the re<'::.:.rd available had graded 
him as 11 130.:id". The C.:mmittee also n:•ted that only th·:.se 
c.ffi.::ers who:· were graded as "very g.:i::•d" were induded in 
the Sele.:::t List c.f 1982. i::'.R r~::issier .:if Sh:d Y.P. Sharma 
is n.:.t available at present. Hen.::B the Revi~w Selection 
Crnwittee a.-::.::epted the .:.verall assessment made by the 
S.;.ledfon Cc.rrrnittee which met on 28th January 192~. On 
the t-asis 0£ this grading the Review Sele.::ti.::.n C.:immittee 
d:· n:.t re.::.:·mnend any .::hange in the sele.:t list pLep:ir 0?d 0:in 
22.th .January, 19:::2 fr:•r prc1m:.t i .:in t·:• IP:::. cadre of 
Rajasthan." 

The question which arises is, should the Review 

Committee have graded the af!FJicant differently from the 
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assessment m3de by the sel.;.::tk·n c•:mnittee which met on 

21.e..198~ be0::ause 0: 0f the 0: 0bservatieins C·f the RO:SAT regarding 

the service re«::t:•rd of the applicant and the .:;,rders passed 

thereon. We have given •:1ur am:ic0US •:::.nsideration tv this 

aspect of the .::ase and we have very clr:•sely 90ne through the 

c.f:.servati·:0ns .:.f RCSAT in respe.::t .:·f the service rec.:,rd of the 

applicant. After expressing their anguish about the 

destruction .::0f the AFARs ,:_,f the applicant ty the hvma 

der:artment, it has been observed. 

I 

p 
" In the absen.::e .::·f the APA rer:.:.rts, we have no option 

other than examining the entire available service rec0rd of the 

appell.:int to coneider his r:·r.:,m.:.t ion. In the mem0 of his writ 

petition the api;:.:llant has given detail::- .:;,f the appredation 

letters and .::.:r1Tlliendati 0:•n certifi.:::ates issuo:d to him fr0m time 

to time by his 0::ontrolling officers. He ha::: als0 referred to 

the Award of the President's F0: 0li 0::e Mo:dal and the Samar Sewa 

Star given to him in 191:.0. In their reply tc. the writ petition 

the resr:·:·ndents have g.:.ne thr.:•ugh the m.)ti.:·n .:,f denying the 

contents of the 0x 0Berned r:ara9raphe in general terms, but have 

not mad: any epedfk plea regarding the vari.:0us appreciation 

letter~ and Awards list~ ty the appellant. In the absence of 

the APAR 1 s the re•X·rd by the appellant a-::quires vital 

signi fican::e and need:: t·:· be examined in greater details. 

In r;:era 17 of the writ fc€titin, the app:llant has 

elalx•rated the appredati.:.n letters and Awards etc. giv~n to 

him on 25th .July, 197.s, the •:\:mnis::.i 0: 0ni:r Department of Home 

Affairs h.32. ,::.:.nveyed the ar,pr•:0val .:,f the 1:;.:wernme f,:,r the 

__ _!________________ --""=-=~ ~ -~- --.~-- ··--··-· ·-----~~----~-~ 
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nomination of the appellant to assist the prestigious Beri 

Commission on ac.::ount .:if his being " a i:•:,li·:-e officer of proven 

integrity and etfidency". Copies .:.f ··x.menclaticn certificates 

given to him by the Inepe.:t.Jr 13eneral erf P·:ilice and 0ther s ior 

officers for solving c.:imple:-:e .::ases .:.f a.:-.coi ty, f,:ir exemplary 

work during Ele;::tir:ins, for sen-i.::es rendered in organising 

Rajasthan Pc.lice Sp:.,rt .~ Cultural Meet, for the excellent work 

in organising VIP visits etc. have alsc· been I=•rc.auced by the 

appellant." 

12. In addition to this, the State Tribunal had also taken 

into ar::r:·ount the e:.:.::erpt from a letter written by the local MLA 

to the Superintendent of F(llice, Alwar, paying glowing 

compliments to the a.::t .:.f bravery, .::,:iurage and corrmittment to 

serv e displayed by the applkant in a serious case of fire. 

Because of such rec.:;rd and that the applicant had been awarded 

President's Poli.::e Medal ii:·.r meritorious service in the year 

1969 and als.:i awarded "2amat· 3ewa Star" in 19f,9, the Tribunal 

considered him as meritc.rfous and fit f.:·r being prum..)ted tc. the 

selectk·n e•::ale of Rf'S on merit basis. 

13. While all these achievements of the applicant are 

highly praised w.:.rthy, c:iuld they f.:.rm the l:asis fc.r the review 

very relevant to n.:0te that the matter bet 0:"1re R•::'.~AT was 

prom:iti0n •:if the appli.::ant t .:• sele•::t i·:--n scale of RPS against 

vacancie.s ,'_:,f the year 1977. This rnaans that APARs' and the 

~------- -· --
------,.---=-~- - - --~"..-. ==--- ---- ------ --- :-
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servi.-;e re.::·:0rd of the pre.::e,:;ding 7 years was t.:. be recl:c1nE:d. The 

achievements .:if the api;0li 0::ant relate t.:. the perkd toefc.re 1977 and 

the President 1 s Medal and 2.am:n· Seva Star were given to him in 

19i::.9. There .::.:0uld nc0t be a presumr:·t fon that an c:.ffi·::er adjudged to 

be brUliant and bright shall cc.ntinue to S·:· acljud;Jed thr0ugh out 

his career. This would all depend ·=·n h0:.w 0:.ne pert0rms his duties 

and displays •X•IIITiittment tc· servio::e fr.:.m yeat· to year basis. F.:0r 

the puq:··:·se c.f r:·r0:m.:1ti 0:0n t =· IFS, the sele . .::tic.n .::.:.mmittee was .::alled 

ur:-0n to see the re·::C·t·d ·:>f the State F.:,li·::e .:1fficers 0r the 

pre.::eeding :. yeat·s. Unf 0:.rtun.:itely, AFARs' .:.f that r:~ri.:,d are 

missing and there is n':'thing brought .:.n re•::r:·rd even t.y the 

ar,plkant himself tc• sh.:.w that even after 1977 up to 1982 his 

servke recr:0rd wae e 0:_yually bright as it was pd.:·r tc• 1977. We have 

reasons t.:; believe that the sele.::tic.n •X·IIITiittee which met in 1982 

had complete a•::.::ess t.:. the APAR and service re.::.:.rds .:,f the 

appli::ant. On th~ basis .:if tnese re.::.:.rds, the .:::imnittee ae.ee:::sed 

him as 1 G:.::<l' • The c.ff i.::ere wh.:· had been re0:::.mm.ended to be 

pr.:m:-.ted to IPS, all h:ive been ase.ess.;d ae- 'Very .:;.x.a•. It is not 

the .::ae.e .:.f the appl i·:-ant that his juni.:•re wh·=· were r·r,:m.:.ted t . .:i IPS 

J:. ;;· were aleo graded 0: 1nly ae. 1 Gc11:<l 1
• The review .:onnnittee had n.:. basis 

or rea.s.:.n t·=· ma}:e any .::hange in the grading C•f the 0:.ff ker. The 

only change t-ef.:.re this •XolTKTiittee was that the seni 0:·d ty~·:::lSi.ti~B 

p:.siti.:.n had be-:n .::hanged fr·:m Ne .• 10 tc· lk·. -1-~. i.e. at.:.•1e 2.hri s. 

Y. Ch0:iudhary. Hc.wever, this change in senic,rity w0Juld n.:·t mal:e any 

differenr::e in view 0f the fact that th.; appli 0::ant had .:.nly been 

grad.:d .3s 1 G·:·:·d'. It dc.ez not lie with the C.:•urts .::: Tribunalz to 

interfere in the assesement made by the Sele0.::t i.:•n .:::..:.mnit tee, as 

p:r the r:·rin.:ir:·le laid d::.wn by H.:.n 1 t.le the Supreme (\:mrt in the 

~~~~~~~-- ·- -· -- "-' ·--------~-
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case of E~dri Nath Vs. State of Tamil Nadu. Under the 

circumstances, we are unable to ac 0::ept the pl-:3 .:·i the applicant 

and to grant him any relief. 

13. We, theref•:ii.-e, dismiss this 1JA but under the circumstances 

of the case n.:0 .:.rder as to c.:.st.s. 

~' ,_. _, ,r--. 
(A. p. NAGRzirHT 
Adm. Member 

Joshi 

~!'~~~ 
/(s.K. ~WAL) 

Judl. Member 
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