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I. 

IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL. 
JAIPUR BENCH 

J !:ioip••r. tn1·s thQ "'8th ,..ug.ust. 2n0R -...' .... t ..,, • "' .._ .... ~ l"'1 ~r ...., -

( 

CORAM: 

HONTBLE MR. r.1.L. CHAUHAN, JUDICIAL ri1EMBER 
HON'BLE MR. B.L. KHATRI, ADMU'~JISTRATIVE .~1EMBER 

I 

1. ORIGINAL·APPLICATION NO. 194/2008 
WlTK 

MISCs APPLICATION NO. 280/2008 

M·anoj Kumar Suwal son of Shri .· Kalu Ram Suwal. Presently 
. work.=ng ClS Group 'D.' _Casual Labour jn the- office of Chief 

f . Commissioner, Customs and Central Excise .. Jaipur - I, Revenu~ 

r·. 

Bu\\d\ng 1 Statue C\rc\e, Ja\pur .-

{By Advocate : Mr. P.N. Jatti) 

..... Applicant 
.VERSUS 

1. Union of india through the Secretary· (Revenue) Ministry of 
F\nance, V\ttya B'r.awan, New De\hL 

2. The Chief Comjnfssioner1 . Central Excise and Customs 
Department, Government of Ind.=a, Statu·e c.=rde; JcHpur. 

/ 

... ~Respondents 

{BY: Advocate: Mr. Kunal Rawat, Sr. Standing Counsel) 

/ ' 

2. ORIGI-NAL APPLICATION NO. 195/2008 
WITH 

MISC •. APPLICATION NO. 278/2008. 

Ram Lai Bhati son of Shri Narain La! Bhati. Presently working as 
Gr""'UP '""' ra· sna' I "'b-""1." .. ·ln tl..e ·""";-..... "f ~~'"'hl'et; ro·mmi·s-t'on-r - v U I... Y 1 I..CI V\..41 itl II . vlll\..t: V I... I '-' I fl ~ t:. 1 

;Customs and Central Excise, Jaipur - I, Revenue BuiJding,. Statue 
C\rde, 3a\pur. ' · · --

. ' 

(By Advocate·: Mr. P.N. latti) 

..... Ap-plicant 
1'ERSUS 

1_ l)nion of India through th~ Sec;retary (Revenue) rvHnistr)t. of 
~Finance, Vittya Bhawan, New Delhi. 

/ 



\ 
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2. The Chief Commissioner, · Central ~ Excise· and Customs 
De:partme:nt; GtNe:rnme:nt cf Ina\ a, Statue C\n:\e, 3a\pur . 

.... Respondents 

(By Advocate: Mr. ·Hemant Mathur') 

3. . ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 197/2008 
WITH 

MISC.-APPliCATION NO. 282/2008 

Ved Prakash Sharma son of Shri Ramavtar Sharma. Presently 
·vor~'f.""" as ,.... .. _~··.~ 'I"'\' "'asu-• • -bo"r :.... "h""' ou;c= o&. ra...;·,..4= V _i\.11~ \,::Jt.vl.!t"' U \... dl I..CI U ,11.1 l.l'l::. ill:-;;:; I \...1111::1 

Commissioner, Custom's and Central Excise~ Jaipur - I, Revenue 
Bu. ;\;..a;,.,g· s· "-t·· .... r"''rc.'o. ,_;, ... ,u .. 

! Ulll _I l.a .Ut: \...i I<W1- .JCI!I-' I, 

(Bv Advocate: Mr. P.N. Jatti) 
~ -~ - , 

..... Applicant 
VERSUS 

1 Union of India through the Secretary (Revenue) Ministry of 
f\nanc.e, \1\ttya Bhawan, New De\hL 

2 The Chief Commissioner~ Central E.xdse and · Customs 
Department, Go-v·errunent of India, Statue Clrdei Jaipu-r . 

... . Respondents 

(By Advocate:. Mr. Kunal Rawat1 Sr. Standing C,ounsel} 

A. . . ORIGINAl APPLICATION NO. 210/2008 
\'liTH 

. . . 

MISC. APPliCATION' NO~ 275/2008 

Sita. Ram Gurjar s.on of Shri Dhanna Ram. Presently working as 
Group 'D1 Casu-a,• Labour in the office of Ct1iJef Commissianer1 

·Customs and Central Excise,. Ja.ipur - I; Revenue Building, Statue 
,-;_.,t"'!- ,_;p .. ~ 
\...11""11::1 JCII Ul. 

·(By Advocate : f\·1r. C.B. Sharma) 

; .... Applicant · 
VERSUS 

1. Union of India through the Secretary (Revenue) N1inistry .of 
f\nance:, V\ttya Sha'vval\ New De\h\. 

2. The ·.Chief Con:Jmissionerl Central Excise and Customs 
beparttnent; Government of Ind,1·o, Statu:€ C?rde, .1aipur. 

-~ . 

I. ' 



-; 

. 3 

3. The Joint Commissioner· {Personnel and Vigilance), Jaipur-1, 
· Centra\ Exc\se & Customs,_ custom· Ccmm~ss\cnerate, Ne'VV 

Central Revenue Building~ Statue Ciq:le, Jaipur .. 
... 

.... Respondents· 

. (By Advocate:: JVlr. Hemant Mathur) 

5. ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 211/2008 

6. 

VIITK. 
fl.·tiSC. APPliCATION NO. 281/2008 

R~jesh Kumar son of Shrr Naman Singh. Presently working as 
r . ..,.!.',""J 'D' c ............... I .... a-..0 .... i'n 4-l-. ... o"l'-e o.r: rt..;,...r: ,...omml.-.-i'0'1""'r \.:JI Vt..ll" . Cl::>YCII L..CIIJ Yl I _l.ii'C II \.. 1. '-IIICI '- II I II::>:> I C 1 

Customs and-Central Excise, Jaipur- I, Revenue Building, Statue 
. C\rc\e, Ja\pur. · · 

. . . 

(By Advocate : Mr. C.B. Sharma) 

..... Applicant 
VERSUS 

1 Union of India through the Secretary {Revenue) Ministry of 
_F\nance, V\ttya Bnavvan, N-;::w De\hL 

2 The Chief. Commissioner~ Central . Excise and Customs 
r.~----· ..... 1":1":1'-n~ G~: .. -rr.m-r.~ -& Tn..J:- s~-~1.'- c:~~·- ].;..;_,.~ Ucj.ldl U:;l::::,i\.1 Uvl:: Ill ll::1ll. Ui ~1iUid 1 l.dl.ul::: 111..11;:1 di~Ul. 

3 The Joirit. Commissioner (Personnel and Vigilance).. Jaipur-I .. 
Centra\ Exc\se & cu·stoiT!S, Custom COITiiTI1tSS\vne:rate/ New 
Central Revenue -Bulldlng,_ Statue. Circle, Jaipur. 

/ 

... :Resoo ndents . . . 

(Bv Advocate:· Mr. Kunal Rawat. Sr. Stan dina Counsel)· 
'\. C ~- - I 

/ 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. i'i-~Lt}2008 

Madan La I son of Shri. Bhanwar La I. Presently working as Group 
. 'Di Casu a\ labour \n the off\ce cf Ch\ef Ccmm\ss\cner, Custor,ns 

. I 

and Central Excise 1 Jaipur - I,· Revenue Building, Statue Circh21 

Jaipl.t'r·. 

(Bv Advocate : Mr. P.N. Jattn 
Jl • • - ' I 

...... Applicant . 
VERSUS 

1 Union of India through the Secretary (Revenue) fviinistry of 
F\nance, V\tt·ya Bf'tav.;?n"'t, New De\hL 
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2 The Chief Commissioner,· Central · Excise and Customs 
Departn\ent, Government of India; Statue C\rc\e, Ja\pur . 

.... Respond~nts 

(Bv Advocate: Mr .. D.C: Sharma) 
'- ' . 

. ' 
I 

' 
7.. ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 215/2008 

Babu Lal son of Shri Chiranji Lal. Presently working as Group 'D' 
Casua\ Labour '\n the cff\ce .of Ch\ef Ccmrr.\ss\cner, Custcrns ana 

.. C~nfral Excise; Jaipur - I: Revenue Buiiding 1 Statue CircleJ 
Jaij1ur. 

(By Advocate :. Mr.- P.N. Jatti) 

..... Applicant 
J, VERSUS 

1 Union of India through the Secretary (Revenue) Ministry of 
r\nance, V\ttya·_Bhawan, New De\hL ' , 

2 The Chief Commissioner~ Central Excise and Customs 
Departrnent, Governrnent of India; Statue G:rcle, Ja.:pur . 

... . Respondents 
.. 

- I - -
(Bv Advocate: Mr. D.C. Sharma) 
'\. II • • I 

OR.PER CORAL) 

By this common order, we propbse to dispose of these t~ OAs 
. .., 

as common question of facts is involved in these OAs. 

2. These OAs were flied by the applicants with the averments that 

the respondents ana conducting interview for the Group 'D' post of 

Sepoy. The applicants have not been issued. call letter on the ground 

that they are over .age whereas the apptic'ants have- served with the' 

Department as Casual labour and if that period is excluded 1 iri that 

eventuaiity they are not overage~ 

3. Notice of these applications were giyen· to the respondents. The 

- resp·ondents have filed their reply. In the_ reply 1 it has been stated that 

U\.- ,_ 
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except applicant in OA No. 194./2008, Shri ~·'lanoj Kumar, all oth_er 

candidates are over age. The applicants were permitted to appear in 

the selection test oro·.Jisionallv bv this Tribunal and the result of the . ' . 
aoolicants was keot in sealed cover. The sealed cover was ooened bv 

1 I t ' ' 4 

this Tribunal and it was found that . none of the applicants have 

. qualified the Screening test as they have not secured 120 marks out of 

200 which were cut off marks fixed by the respondents. 

4. Accordingly,. it was clarified vide Tribunal's order dated 

· 25.07.2008 that since the OAs of the applicants were. confined only 

with regard to appearing in the interview tes~/se!ection test for the 

• . Group 'D' post of Se~ooy and the issue regarding whether the 

respondents could have res_orted to Screening test before conducting 

the physical test as wei! as interview test is not t1-.e issue in these OAs 

as such this plea cannot be entertained in these OAs. 

5. In view of what has been stated above1 we are of the vievv that 

these present OAs have become infructuous. In case the applicants are 

aggrieved by the. action of the respondents by resorting to screening 

test before conducting physical test and interview,. it will be open for 

them to .fiie substantive OA and dismissal of these OAs wii! not _come in 

their way to agitate this polrit in the substantive OAs. 

6. Vvith these observations} these OAs are disposed of with no 

order as to costs. 

7. In view of the order passed in the OAs, no order- is required to 

be oassed in the f\1A 1 which is also disoosed of accordinoiv. 
' .. - /1 

AHQ 

(M.L CHAUHAN) 
MEMBER (JJ 


