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! ' the applicant has ot over been
‘. ‘, relieved. '
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4 Dr.N.K.Singh for the applfggnt.

A.K.Choudhury,Addl.C.G.S.C seeks time

0.A. No. 173 of 1996 N \ﬁ,
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Mr A.K oChQUdhurY.A'ddl WL eGaS.C for" the

_ respondents seeka time for-fiiiné wrie

tten atatement."gl

List for writ:ten statement , xat

,show causq g&d further orders on 14.11.
1996,

*dd1.C.G.5.C. Mr.A,K.Choudhury for the
régpondents. Written statement has not
been submitted,

Liggdfor written statement and
' further order on 13-12-96,

Member

Dr N.K.Singh for the applicant. Mr

?of filing written statement.
Lisg for written statement and
further orders on 2.1.97.

MemBer
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Learned ‘counsel Dr N.K. Singh for the
Addl. e C.G.S.C. Mr A.K.

Choudhuri for the respondents. Written statement

applicant. Learned
has not been submitted. Mr Choudhuri seeks time to
file the same. However, this: case is analogous
with 0.A.No.172/96.

14.2.97.
file
statement with copy to the applicant.

In the

written

be_

Mentber

List ‘for on

the

hearing

meant ime respondents may

This case is adjourned to 18-3-97.

Yf—

Y

Vice~Chairman
-. | N
The respondents could nof’ ffls writte
statement ‘within the prescri tINg. Howeyfer
3 e —— ’7‘\-‘—‘

today written statement has b }!fiied aLonpdwith
an application praying interalia'iy. acgbptance

of the written statement. Written stafement is

L T

accepted. - , < \

Dr. N,k.Singh prays fgr one week time to
tatement served
on him only today. We alléw one week time.

Let this case be listed for hearing on

26.3.1997.

Vice-Chairman
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- The Div@sion Bench is ’not available

as _the.: Hon'ble Administrative Member

: Let this caséfbe listed on

is
on leave,

Vice-Chairman

. There is_no'representation :
. behalf of the applicant. Mr A.K.Choudhu
ry,learned addl.C.G.s.C is présent
for the respcndents.
" Cage is dismisscé for defath of
the applicant.

/

—

X
Meriber vige~Chalraan
. In view of the order passed in
‘Misc. Petition No.141/97 this applica-

tion is restored to file and listed for
heéring on 16.7.97. "
| The interim order dated 22.8.1996

shall continue.

Mehber

Vice-Chairman
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21.4.98 Heard the learned counsel for the
parties. Hearing concluded. Judgment
delivered in open court, kept in separate

?8 ‘ sheets. The application is disposed of. No
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.
’ e GUWAHATI BENCH
(™ . .
’Afzz’f‘ Original Appliation No.172 of 1996
~ p Original Application No.173 of 1996
and . .
t Original Application No.44 of 1997

} -
i o -

Date of decision: This the 21st day of April 1998

}
The Hon'ble Mr Juati?e D.N. Baruah, Vice-Chajirman -~
{

4

»

The Hon'ble Mr G.L. Sanglyine, Administrative Member
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0.A.No0.172/96 ;
' Shri Ch.,Ibopishak Singh .
! Divisional Accountant, e
Project Stores Division, IFC&D, .
. Imphal, Manipur. ! - - - <-...Applicant
I By Advocate Dr N.K. Singh. ot
i

- versus -

1. The Union of India, represented by
The Controller and Auditor General,
, Government of InHia, New Delhi.
2. The Accountant General (ASE), -
Manxpur. Heghalaya, etc., Shillong.
3. The Chief Englneer, I&FC Department,
Manipur, Imphal.]

4. The Executive Englneer, . -
Loktak Down Stream Civil D1v1sxon,

By Advocate Dr N.K. Slngh.
' .- versus -

1. The Union of India, represented by
The Controller & Auditor General, ' -
Government of India, New Delhi.

2. The Accountant General (A&E) :
Manipur, Meghalya etc., Shillong.

i
3. The Chief Engineer, I & FC Department,
Manipur, Imphal. T
4. The Executive Engineer,
Loktak Down Stream Civil Division,

(Elect), Imphal, Manipur.
’ By Advocate, Mt. A,K, Choudhury, Addl. C.G.S.C.

— .

(Elect), Imphal, LManlput. . -+ e....Respondents
By Advocate Mr A.K. Choudhury, Addl. C.G.S.C. ’
0.A.No.173/96 ' -
v : Shri R.K. Sanajaoba Singh
Divisional Accountant, .
Loktak Down Stream Civil Division, -
Electricity Department; e . .
Manipur, Imphal. .s...Applicant

.....Respondents

— -

——



1. fThe Union of India, represented by

" 0.A.No.44/97 o - ’
Shri Shasi Bhusan Sharma _ ;o )

Divisional Accountant, :
office of the Executive Engineer,
Ukhrul Electrical Division,
Ukhrul, Manipur.

By Advocate Dr N.K. Singh.

{
|
.....applicant
- versus - _ . ‘
{

The Controller & Auditor General,
Government of India, New Delhi.!
2. The Accountant General (ASE) .
~ Manipur, Meghalaya etc., Shillong. .
3. The Chief Engineer, Power, v o
Government of Manipur, Imphal.
4. The Executive Engineer.
Ukhrul Electrical Division.,
Ukhrul, Manipur. T

cot : ..i..Respondents
By Advocate Mr S. Ali, Sr. c.6.5.C.

BARUAH.J. {(V.C.) B

\

All  the three above cases, involve commq?
questions of law and facts. Therefore, we proposeli%

dispose of all the three applicatiods by this commdn
i o B

order. N

- N ‘k‘
2. At the material time. the Qppli¢ants were workiq@

as Emergency (Ungualified) Junior :Grade .Division%l
Accountant, on deputation, inﬂ)na?ippr under tﬁé
administrative control of the Offgéefofithe Accountant
General (Acctt), Meghalaya etc.y ghiiloﬁg. In the year
1987 all the applicants became eligiéleifor sitting in

.

the departmental examination foﬁ“ absorption as

pivisional Accountant in the department in which they had

peen on deputation. The applicants failed to avail of the

six chances they were entitled to.  Thereafter, they

R e e R B —
[ ~ — ———— - -
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approached this Tribunal by fil;:;\:::;;;;T\gqplication
No.258/93 (Ch.I.V Singh -v- Union of india andh*ens) ,
original application No.1/92 (R.K.S. Singh -v- Uni&n of
India and others) and original applicatioh No.212/91
($.B. Sharma -v- Union of india and others). This
Tribunal disposed of original applicatién Nos.1/92 and
212/91 by a common order dated 8.6.1993 giving
direction to the respondents to allow six more chances
to the applicants on the ground that the applicants had

not been .informed about the availability of chances.

Original Application No.258/21 filed by Ch.I. Singh was

" also disposed of in a similar way by this Tribunal by

order dated 10.12.1993.

3. pursuant to the orders passed by this Tribunal,
ihe respondents allowed the applicants to avail six
chances. - The respondents alsc filed a review
application in 0.A.No0.258/93 and it was reviewed by
this Tribunal by order dated 1.3.19%4 in R.A.No.11/94.
In that review order the number of chances were reduced
to three. Pursuvant to that the applicaﬁts appéared in
the three chénées. However, they could not come out

successful. Hence the present applications.

4. We have heard Dr N.K.. Singh, learned counsel for

_the applicants, BNr s. ali, learned Sr. C.G.S.C. in

O.A.No.44/97 and Mr A.K. Choudhury, learned Addl.
C.G.S.C.‘in O;A.Nos.l72/96 and 173/96. Dr Singh submits
that in spite of their best efﬁort the applicants could
not come out successful. Dr Singh further submits that

there is a provision of givinq additional chances,

which, however, the respondents did not consider. Mr

Ali and Mr Choudhury, on the other hand, submit that
the respondents had given the applicants enough

~ o
D% opportunity...ceeceen-
Py y

-
F
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opportuqipyfand'in spite of that they failed to come
o 4~Successful and no further chances should be given

to them. As per rule there is a provision to give

additional chances. However, it is for the authority to

consider that aspect of the matter. We feel that for

the ends of Jjustice the respondents should consider

whether one more chance can be given under the present
facts and circumstances of the case as well as per the

provisions in the rules which provide for additional

chances.

5. In wview of the above we dispose of the
applications with direction to the réspondents to
consider the case of the applicants and if in the light
of the provisions contained in thg rules, in thé
opinion of the respondents on: more chance can be. given
to the applicants to appear in the departmental
examination such chanée shall be given to the
applicants. The respondents shall decide it as early as
possiblé atbany rate within a period of two months from

the date of receipt of this order.

R

6. With the above observation all the three

applications are accordingly disposed of.. However.,

considering the. facts and circumstances of the cases we

make no order as to costs.

sa/v’xcamnmmm«’ _

sa/_m'enam_ (a)
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LT 0.A. NOI_/Q% /96 AY
o | Sri R.K. Sanajaoba Singh ..... Applicant ¢
-VS.e—
- The Union of India & Ors. .... Respondent

<

£

DETAILS OF THE APPLICATION : i
s 1. Particulars of the : 1. 8ri R.K. Sanajaoba Singh,
applicants and de- Divisional Accountant,
ségnation and Loktok Down S—-tream Civil
Office. " Division,Electricity Deptt.,

Government of manipur,

Keishampat, Imphal,

g Manipur.

A 2. Particulars of the : 1. The Union of India,
Respondents - Represented by -
Name, designation The Controller & Auditor.
and address. . General, Go¥t. of India,

10 Bahadur Saha Zafar Marg,’
New Delhi -~ 110 002.

2. The Accountant General(A&E)
‘hanipur, rieghalaya etc.

Shillcng = 793 001.

20 ¢ o0 0 e
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3. Particulars of $ 1.
Order against which
application ig
nade.

Subject in brief

4. Jurigdiction of
 the Tribwnal.

The Chief Enginecer (I & FC)
Department s Manipur,

5\
Imphal ~ 785 001 é‘g
The Executive Engincer ,Om |
Toktak Down Stream Civil Divns,
(Eleect o) yBismupur ,Kei shan

Imphal , Moni pur,

Order No.Da Gell/PG/RKSS/482
dated 25-6=96 isswed bj the
Office of the Accountant
General(A&E )v yAssan,Meghalaya
ete., St¥llong.

The applicant prays for
a direction to the Respondent
to aliow him to appear into
tie Diviﬂonal Accounta Grade
Exanmination in view of the
order datcd 2~12-93 issued
by the Office of the Controller
and Auditor General of Indiae ~

The applicant ig working in
Office of the Executive Engr.,
Loktak Down Stream Civil Diwe.
(Electrieal ) ,Bisimupur ,Keishan
=pat , Imphale the CeATe,
Guwahati Bench has the jurig-

diction to dceide the Cage.



&

5. Iimtation - 3  This application is within theg
. c
limitation prescribed wnder See~
tion 21 of the Central Adminéa%

trative Tridbwal's Aet, 1985

-\3-

&

-

6. Facts of the Cage - ~ N
V(A)r That the applicant who was working as Upper

Diﬁéim €lerk (U.DeCe) in the Office of the Executive
Engineer, Flood Control and Drainage c¢te., I & F.Ce
Department, Manipur was éppointed temporarily to offi-
ciate as Emergency (Unqualified) Junior Grade Divisional
Accowntnat in the administrative control of the Office
of the Accowmntant General(Acctt) Meghalaya, Shillong
vide Egtablishment Order No.WM=1/84 dated 5-8<85 igsued
by the Deputy Accowmrtamt Genéral (A&E), Shillong. As
per the terms of the appointment, the applicant would
be eligible to appear in the Divisional Test Examina=
tion after successful officiation for two years and
they waﬁld. be abssérbed after passing the examination

within the prescribed chances.

(B) At as per the existing eirculars all Emergeney
Divisional Aecm;ntant- can appear in the Examination six
times and that the Reapondent bas the power to give
additional chances beyond maxigpum of six. |

(C) Thatesss

>
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(C)  That the applicant iz not suceessful in qua=
1lifying in the departmental Peot by availing the mix S
chances avallable to him. . , §

(D) That the Office of the Accowtant General(m'\
- Meghalaya etc. Shillong by Order/ILettcr No.DA Cell/ &
PC/RKSS/482 dated 25-6-96 directed the Executive @
Engineer, Toktok Dovn Stream Civil Div:...ion(Elect.)

Bi shnupur, Keiq.zampat Imphal, Manipur to repatriate

the applicant to his parent dcpartmnt as he had failed
to qualify himself within the pres'ctibed chanees,
available/offered to him, |

Amnexurc "A/1" the above order dated 25-6-92,

(E) Phat the applicant continued to hold the post
of Emergency Divisional Accountant till date and he
has not yet been repatriate to bis original Department.

(F) That the Offiee of the Controller and Auwditor
General of India issued the Circular No.2011-N=III/92-
93 dated 2-12-93 gddresged to all the Accowmtant
Generals (v)ho were dealing Divicional Accounts) stating
that it bas becn deeided that as_a on¢ time measure,
the Emergency Divisional Accowmntamt who had exhausted
tleir normal chances may be given a maximum of two
special chances to pass the Divisional Accownts Grade

Examination.



 Grade Examingtion after he has exhausted two normal

M
-5 =

Annexure "A/2% i the gbove Order dated
2-12-93, | -

QMW s

(6) That the applicant state that ke io entitle
to two special chances to pass the Divicional Actte -

Ky (K

chanees. The applicant submits that he is entitled
to the benefit extended by tle above order dated
2=12=93 .

7. EELIEF SOUGHT FOR s-

(I) That tbé Order No.DA Cell/PC/RKSS/482 dated
25-6-96 15gued by the Office of the Accomtant Ge-
zieral (A&E), Meghalaya etc., Shillong iz to be set
agide being illegal and wnconatitutional.

(II) That thc Respondents may be direccted to allow
the applicant to avail the two special ebances to

_ Pass the Divicional Accomts Grade Examination in
view of the Order No.2011-N-II1/92-93 dated 2-12-93
of the Officc of the Controller and Auwditor General
of India. |

(1I1) That the Respondents may be directed not
to repatriate the applicant to the parent departmente.

8. GROUNDS §8 -~ .

(L) That the applicant iz to be treated equally

Witb o0 oee0 o



with others and as such be is entitled to the ben

A

of two speclal chances as provided by the eircular
No.2011-N-III/92-93 dated 2-12-93 igsued by the
Oifiece of Controller and Auditor General of Indiae.

(11) That Order No.DA Cell/PC/RKSS/482 dated
25-6-96 is illegal ani arbiirary being violative

of Articles 14 and 16 of the Constitution of India (_Q:
and as such the same is liable to be set aside, Qf

- (4i1) That at any réte the decision/action of
fhe Respondents are not tenable in Iaw and as such
the Order No.DA Cell/m‘/nxss/d,az'aatea 25-6=95 ig 11
liable' to be set aside.

9. INTERIM ORDER, if prayed for -

That in view of the .facts and legal submi-
saions made bhereingbove it igs prayed that thc Reg=
pondents may be directed not to repatriate the
applicant to bis parent Department.

10. DETAILS OF THE REMEDIES EXHAUSTED $-

- The applicamt declares that Le has exhausted
all the remedicsg availéble to him wmder the relcevant

provisions of Lawe

11. MATTERS..
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11. MATTERS NOT FENDING WITH ANY OTHER COURT ETC.!?

/
The applicsnts declare that the matter regardiny
which this application Las been made is not pending §

before any Court of Law a® any other autbority
other bench of the Tribunale. "

<

12. PARTICULARS OF THE FOSTAL ORDER IN RESPECT oﬁg
APPLICATION FEE 8-

I.P.0« Hoo 108 8245‘0@,,.

Date 2.3 | s August, 1996.
Paya’ble at ¢ Guwabati GePeOoo

~ 13. LIST OF ENCLOSURES 3=

1o No.DA Cell/PC/RKSS/482 dated 25-6-96 1ipsued
in the office of tke Accowtant Gencral(AsE)
Assam, Heghalaya c¢tc., Shbdlong.

2+ Commumication/Cirtular No.2001-N-III/92-03
dated 2-12-83 issued from the Offiee of the
Controller and Auditor Gencral Of Indiae.

VERIFICATIORN

I, Sbri R.K. Sanajaoba Singh, aged about 49
(forty-nine) years; Son of Sajayaiona Singh,resident

Of oo oo
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ofrsinéiamit Chirom Teikai, Imphal, Mani pur working

in Ioktak Down Stream civilkniviqion, Electricity |
. Department, Governmnt of Manipur, do hereby solemly

affirm and state that the}@pnten$5wof>€he foregoing

) applicatioh are frué and eofrect»to ny pergonal know-

ledge and belief amd that I have not auppressed any

material faets.

And I sign th*s Verifieation on thiq the
‘zszZ day of Augusty 1996 ot Gwwabeti
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Amnexure "A/1" |
OFFICE OF THE ACCOUNTANT GENERAL (ASE) MEGHALAYA ET(&?

-8 HI L L O K G §

No.DA Cell/PC/RKSS/482 Dated 25-6-96 Q
%o _ -
The Bxecutive Engineer, &
Loktak Down Stream Civil Division(Eleca.) ’ Qg

Bigimupur, Kei shanpat ,

Inmphal, Manipur o

Sub;)eet $= Repartriation of Shri ReKe Sanajaoba
Singh, Divisional Accowmtant to his
parcnt Department as per Juigement of
the Central Adminigtrative Tribwnal,
Guwahatl , GRRGPEBQ datecd 08.0641993
on Case No+OA No .1 of 1992

8ir,

In parsvance to the judgement of Central
Adminigtrative Tribunal Guwabati a Judgement dated
8-6-93 Sbri R.K. Sanajaoba Singh wnqualified Divi-
sional Accowntant (File vide OA No.1 of 1992) was Aﬂv
allowed to avail of the remaining physical 4(four)
chances for appearing in the Divisiona_l Accomtant s

‘Grade Exgiliiation held in 6/94,12/94, 6/95 and 12/95.

Shri Singh bas exbausted his last chanee in the Di-
vislonal Aecowntant Grade Examination held in 12/95.
In this connection para 10 the aforesaid judgement
dated 8-6-93 (copy of the para 10 of the Judgememt
encloged) may also kindly be referred to, wherein
it was specifically ordered that if a candidate doeg
not avail of any future chance he would be decemed to

BAVE oo oo oo



- 10 -
bave appeared for the purpose of cowmting the totalIJ
number of .chaneé3 and those who fall will te 1liable §
to be repatriatc to their parent 06gEPEEEAe cadrd amdl
departments. Ags Shri R.K. Sanajaoba Singh failed to
.qualify in the 33ivisional Accountant Grade Examnatg
as rer aforesaid CAT's judgement, he ic liable to
'Ee_ repértiriate to hig parent.cadre and Department -
with immediate effect.

You, are therefore, requested to releage Shri
ReK. Sanajaoba Singh ,' wmqualified Divigsional Accountant
by 5-0-96 positively with the direction to rcport
to bis parent Departmemt (i.e Chiof Engineer,% I&FC,
Mani pur, Imphal) wnder intimation to this office.
Substitute will be posted within 15 days.

Yours faithiully,
Si/-xx x
Senior Accowmts Officer,

Encls- Ag gtated

Memo No.DA Cell/PC/RKSS/483-483  Dated25-6-96.

- Copy forwarded rfor information amd necessary action
to 3~ '

1+ The Chief Engineer, I&FC Department, Manipur, Imphal.

2. Shri R.K. Sanajaoba Singh,Unqualified Divigional
Accomtant , Office of the Executive Engincer ,Loktak
Dovm Stream Diviqion(Elee) yBi slmupur ,Keishampat ’

)_p Sy g ' Imphal.
@ . . B A A P 3e ThEe esees



W.J a

6. Spare coyy.

%
¥

o -

' 3 i‘he Accomtant General (A&E), Manipur, Imphals
4. PCs File of Shri R.K. Sanajaoba Singh.

5. Repartriation File No.DA Cell/2-41/90-91.

Q2
S;"l/-.x X X |
25656 -

SR, ACCOUNTS OFFICER.
1/C DA Cell.



- | Annexure ®2® .
| No.2001-N-I11/9293
‘Office of the Controllc
. | - Auditor General of Inc'lia

10- Bahadur Shab Zafar Marg,%
Hew Delhi ~ 110 002, g

o
e

Date & 2-12-03
To
A1 the Accowntant Generals
- (who are dealing D.i.)

Subs~ Follow up action as per Minutes of the Meeting
~ held on 14-10-93 betweer the Dy. C&AG of
India and repregentatives of all India Fede~
ration of Divisional Accowmtant As ociation.

Sir,
I am dirccted to refer to this Office eireular

letter No.422-5/44~93-I1 dated 10=-11-03 wnder which
Minutes of the aforesaid Meeting were circulated.

2¢ It has been .decided‘that.as a one-time measwe
the Emergency Divisional Accowatants who héve exhaugted
their normal chances and who are in position as EDAs
as on the date of receipt of this letter my be siven
a maxinmun of two special chances to rass the Divisional
Accomtants Grade Examination. This is aubject to the
conditions that those BE.D.A.o who have filed applica-
tions or petitions before the CAT or High Court, the |



) N,

A
N
)

they witbdraw their cases and submit a copy of the S
ordexr of the order of the Cowrt or Tribwmal allo@
them to withdraw their cases , along with the reque&‘
for the gpecial chancegse Further, the aforesaid

the two special chances will be allowed only if

Special chances will have to be avalled of beifore

31st Decermber 199 ¥

b d

3.  These orders will be eficetive from the date

of iSSilG 'S

. Yours faithfully,

Si/=-
(REo Kapoor)
Sr. Administrative Officer(N-.

(General Seeretary Shri Tapan Das all India Federa-
tion of Divisional Accowmtant Agsociation, who
collected a copy of the Head Quarter's letter and
F0+2028=N=ITT/92+03 dated 2-12-93 addressed to all
.the Accomtant General in Iniia wherein it was
stated thate)e ‘
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Stonding Coan
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BN T T T
0A fMo. 173 of 1?@&

' ahpi R. B, Sanaiaoba Sinab
Court Master . -~ Mersus -
“Lma roller and fuditor Gensral
of India and others

e WD

T ' N THE MOTTER OF - .-
Written Statement submitted by the
ST Respondent No. 1 and 2. ‘
WRITTEN STATEMENTS
The humbie Respondents submit ftheir
written Statements as follows -

1. That with regard to  the statements made  in
‘paragrachs 1.2.3.4 and 5 of the apolication, the Respondents
submit that fhev have no ﬁﬂmmEﬁtﬁ on them.

L That with regards  to the statements wmade in
paragranhs & (&) of the awnlﬁhatimn, the Respondents submit
thwt theyv have no comments on them, twm Fams being matters
of recard. '

- . That. with r2pards to  the statements madse  in

paragraph &(B) of “the application the Resoondents submit
_ - that the applicant was appointed as Emercency (Ungualified:
- Junior Grade Divisional Aoocountant.  The conditions of

Pﬁﬂrv*tmem% and confirmation relating to the ~Emergency

Divisional Accountant angd Divisional Aoccowntants are laid
o - down In Chapter VII of the Manual of'Standiﬁa arder {(Admn.
- S Wol. I issued by ‘fhe Comotroller and Auditor General of
india, who is a high ranking Cons 1}Lu"mna? avthoarity and

can be

e ¥

8 esxpected to act am::rﬁ;mu ta the meeds of the sérvice
and withowt arbitrariness. He is the CDonzstitutional head of

" ; 1st important departments of the State and is
‘now what the department reguires and how best
hese re Iulvvmanté and the wvalidity of &this has
i the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in the
Oocountant General ang others V/E Dorai Swamv and
athers reported in AJTWR. 1981 80 page VB3,

v Ir view of the submissions mads above and the
conditions of recruitment etc., in regard to the applicant
are resulated in terms of the following saras laid down in
Chapteg VIT of MBDA: Vol. I (hersinafter called Manuai)
issued by the Compitroller and Auditor BSenaral of India.

Para 31éd of the Marmwal lavs down as wunder -

/€2 7>
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[/ DESPATCH NO. 700
" el
¢) o

s

_,OR!GINAL APPLECAIION NO. : ogé“?/ﬁﬁf , 4 g

MISC. CAS /Z/ : : oy
' ‘CONTEMPT CASE NO. : '

REVIEW APPYICATION NO. - .
TRANSFER APPLICATION NO. : '

U} |

Té. .

Sir,

I am- dii'ected to forwar
passed by the

%\/we Cha!rnan and Hon‘ble c§’p\:’>4 ( y .S
Admimst.a»:ve g

Please acknowiedre receipt.

IN THE CENTRAL 4 DMINISTRATIY,

&.&é&[éi B ‘M.@r

TRIBUNAL =
GUWAHATI BENCH :  GUWAHATI 'C) /é/ ZZO

ot

DATED GUWAHATI, THE auf@.@m

...................................................

PETlT{ONER S)
VERSUS

,27'%/ 2 % ﬁ%ﬁEPOI\DENT ©

]

ard herewith a copy of Judgment/O;dé} dated &‘,é’, &7.’3
Bench of this Tribunal comprising of Hon'ble - JM&,L\% g_O\"}r\

MA_&:{_. n. Member,
above noted case, for information and m,!aés{ly action

, if any

Yours fa»thfux'y,

,{J*’W{u Uy

=4 DEPUTY REGISTRAR (JUDL).




s Emele N ./\_

IN THO CENTRAL ADMINIS TRATIVE TRIBUNAL
. GUJARHATL BENCH

_fte of decision: The 8th day of June 1993
\ .
O.A.Noo 208, of 1991

. . :.'," .: . ) L":\ d .
4 4. Shfi,N,)jeramani Singh(~~h~~»ﬂ C e 0 0 60 Applicant
'  alersuse . - ?\
| . o
Union of India & Ors. : e oso RBspondents

— e - o>

C,A.No, 209 of 199 o

| o
; .
¢~ Shri S, Bipin Chandra Singh coeee Applicant
| ~V8rs.jg=-

Union of India & Ors. .... Respondents

0.h.MNo. 210 of 1991

S Shri Shongk Sdun Changloi ‘ coos Applicant
- ersug- I
Unicon of India & Ors. seoe RESpoONndents
o L
o . 0.heNo. 211 of 1991 |
Ly Shri O. Ibomeha S ingh cese Applicant
-Versus=
’ Union of India & Orse : ceso Respondents
______ //
’ D¢A0N03212 of 1991 V// .
%3// *ShrJ A. Shashibhuson Sharma ceoe Applicant \
—gerSUSw —

Union of india & O0Tse. s00e Respondents )
| DeAsHo. 213 of 1991 //// !
6 ,/ghrl B. Ibotomba Sharma ¢ ... Applicant

| , _f mVersus— v
: Unioﬁﬂqf.@mdla.& Ors. ;;coo Respondents‘] N
| e T
- f»-i; D.ANoo 214 of 1991 //4//
'7: Shri M, Rohxnl Kumar Singh . se0e Applicant
' ' —Uersus— ‘ ) )
Jnlon of Indla & Ors, cooe RB8Spondants
S o ae. 21e en o1/
: - 0.A.No, 215 of 1991
- 4  Shri TH. Lalkhomang <eo0o Applicant

=Y ersus-~

Union of Indiz & Ors. «cc. Respondents
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0.A.Ng. 217 of 1991

‘/ﬁShri Ne Joykumar Singh

~\5I8uge
Union ef India & Orse

- e W

UeﬁsNO; 210 Df

!¢ Shri P, Kenshong Nagsa

e rsuSe
Union of India & 0rs.

UvoNOo 219 of

Shri 0. Manigum Singh
-Uersus=
‘Union of Indis & Grs.

0.ANo. 220 of

Shri D. Khamza Chin
~\Varsug-
Unicn of India & 0OTse

O.R Noe 251 of
Shri L. Tomba Singh
= 8T SUS~=
Union &7 India & Ofse.
t €O wn -~

0.A.No. 252 of

. 'Shri M. Krishnamani Singh

. =\Versus=
‘Union of India & Ors.
SR

oy o e —orD

DGAQNOQ 260 Df

‘ShrifDihabandhu Roy
~ «\Versus-

|
Unian of India & Ors.

|
&

- R .

0.ANoo 1 of 1982

Shri R.K., Sanajacba Singh
-\ 8TSUB~
Unian of India & Ors.

e e i

19901

1991

1991

|Applicant

o8

o0

Respondents

: Respé;dents

/

s Applicant

Respondents

: Applicant
: ﬁespondents

Applicant

Respondents

\ .

L AR X
§ o

kY

YO
s/ Applicant
2 Respondents
. Applicant
- Respondents
/ :
: Abplicant
:'Régéohdents‘:
//
: Applicant

1

Rl
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The facta of these 13(ninsteen) casses ana
the reliefs sought for by each of the applicents in

the cases are similer and the considerations for. -

aecxslonJ on facts and iau will be similars So all b

A

thess nineteen casas are taken'up analogdusly‘for o aoh

dispasal by this single judgment, R I g f i

2, The applicants in the above cases while

serving as UDA Clerks in different departments under

¢ ! ‘ tow

“the Government of Manipurg had-been appointed‘byh“ ' W
ras'pendent No.2, Accountant Gensral (AZ&EY - Assamg L Fre e
egﬁalaya ‘gtcé,Shiillong and officxaﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁsfame%gencji“;*5'””
D;v sional Accountants (EDA) under theitéems ahd""dﬂf&ﬂﬁf {aﬁé

bt CQnﬂgﬁinns vids separate orders in redpécttof’ éaéh*%?~“

-

the applicants. They are serving as officisdting’ Diuision-

. .al Accountants under the said Accountent'General since
appoxntmant Now the Accountant General (A & E), ‘
" Assam,. Meghalaya etc., Shillong by se'parate oruerS' ER AR
~3Aréuerteéhi§é applicanta to their raspettive® baréét EA
5 ;mdapartments on:ths ground that thay .coul@ hot” quallf”‘ SRR
.2 1n the Departmental Tasts within six-thahtas a&t psr’’ 7‘”§£é
34; farms of appOxntmant Ajﬁgw;érticularswof“éach : the“f“*‘49?§5?
app‘&cants are described hereunders” 3 rolivante sre onans
\
_ Applicant Appointment Order Revsrsion Order
, to EDA ;
1. Sri Heramani € ott.Order NowWM 1/ E.0eN0.DA-Call/14:
S ingh 78 datad 5.8,1885 dated 14, 10.~991
3, %riS. Bipin £ 0N M I1/79 £ .0.Ma.0A-Ce11/13
‘Chandra S ingh dator 5,8,1985 ' dafed 11100 1993
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COR A N
THE HON'BLE JUSTICE SHRI S. HAQU
, - AND
) |
THE {7 SHRI Go.L. SANGLYINEH,

- w  my we  am - e e s

1, Whether réporters of local papers
sse the judgment?

2. To be refarred to the reporters ot

1. Whether the judgment is to be circ

other Bencheg of the Tribunal?

Lt

o6 000

na

: . ;
° :’.‘ ¢
T, gl
CLhoMoe 192 of 1992 .7
Md Noor Rahman : Appligant ‘
~yersus- I )
Union of India & Ors. : RQSpondagﬁs
0.A.Ho. 157 of 1992 7
Shri N. Kesho'bingh : Applicant
~/8rsus= .
Union of India & (TS, ¢ Respondents
a\;‘ of NDo 203 af 1992 ‘\///
Shri L. Krishna Gopal 5ingh ¢ Applicant N
_ «Versus
Union of India & Ors, ¢ Raspondents
For the applicants s Mr P.C. Kataki,
3 Mr G.K., Bhattacharjee,

Mr Reo Baruay

Ms G,0. Mazumdar and

Mr G.N. Dasl Advocates

! \
fFor the respondents s fir Go Sarmal, Addle CoGoSoCo &
} Mr A.K. Choudhury, Acdl. C°G05.§o

ea o om e e e o> €D

£, VICE-CHAIRMAN

MEMBER (A).

€0 = om ww o= wa 6D O

y be allowad to

not?
lated to the
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3. 1t, 4as stated in the aonoxn? .ant orders that S

the‘applican;i Lin .l d be Pllxglble to appear in the
P444v*oﬂ“b test examinatlons aftar Jcced sful of?lClan
tion for two years and then they would be absor ned after
passing th; examination Jithin the prescribad chance®e

pg per the axisting cipculars, an EDA can appear in the
exaninatipn six times and the respondent Nog.1 has poua:}
to giQe additional chances bayond the maximum: of 51xoﬂap

o Thuuas stated thal inspite of sumh Lequlrement oﬁxpaSS;ng*':

Cpe T axaminatlions for abS“rption as Dvaslonal pccountanty xhestLa;

et

et respendunts (Z :ptt) ware nob, sermoualy 1nsx=t1ng'onfthe' gere
the ”ﬂpl‘cu\bs to appear in the tests and. thers Jere ‘a {pgﬁa*
L. ..large aumber of unqualifiad DA sarvingwinﬁtheﬁDEparmmgntjaiif*u
- ‘,f*w..-,mwnaut'sudﬁanly<?romu1990theRaSpondent~No@2 (RG ) passeﬂ paEn e
it ;pni ordser revarting.SQme'oF the EDA back to:tnairxparent @ s N
' e .wrddﬁu'departﬁents.on'the ground that tihey: Fax&ﬁﬁ&io#&uayﬁfyﬁin;fﬁﬁn,
the dapa;}mental tests within maxxmum numberfof chanceés ate b
13;7 L L aea ouHDome of thesa EDR apprqachad this Tribunalks dgalﬂo$LSUCh<;u.fﬂ‘
ordepsjin Q. R9N3°196/9O and seriss uhichvuerésdecidgd. E |
o vxce judngHt dated 17.50 1991 with directions'that they
(EDA ! appllcants) should be given 8ix chances positivaiy/:
- R physxaally to qualify in the .tests. andson thair'succaasﬁulf

e e completlan bB considared for abgorptlon*as pivisienal b iyt

IS gkﬁ' Rcccu“tants and further holding that.inmcountingpﬁha NETRALEE

:ﬂ“@ra’ aE i number 6f chances, the number of-oppqﬁtunltiea offerad, ine
buﬁ no* auailed of should bs ighored.uﬁgaln;thLStﬁ:lbunargﬁ;
sybsaguently in anothsr set of nine(g)-similaﬁ appgioawytf
tions namely O A.No.72/9) and saries passed-simi;arf SRR

direction vide judgment dated 12.9. 1991,

L . 1t uwas stated that tha_*nstant cases of, 19

Jeswe

(ninetean) applicants are similar to those sarlas
| e

(196/90 coe 6 ©°

o it =
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17.

18,
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0

ey Shonalholun
Shonglod

c
-

o "i hc

Shri M., Fohind
Kumar Sinoh

Shri TH. Laikhoe-
mang

Shri N, Joykum

5 ingh

Shri F. Kenshong
Na

Shri 0. Manigun
Singh

Shri D Khamza
Chin

Shri L., Tomba
Singh

Shri M, Krishna=

moni 9 ingh

| _
Shri Dinabandhu
Hoy
c\ . ~ ' ~
Shri Rehe vana-

jecba 5ingh

Md., Noor Rahman

. ) ’
Shri N, Keshao

Sinah

i L. Krishna
1 Singh

Shri
Gopa

m

.
~
-

NP [N PR
L c’j&h Jo -rlnl/"ib
ry o~ 0 YOV
cated 9.8,12C5
r -~ r 4 \
t. aDa‘ O »J .1/’14/4
e b A A0
C(:LFJ 59,019\15
. o - -
Qeto 1/ 54

~ N
Catad HeBe.1585

™
]

inl
0 e

: oh'ef\" i :i—"’il“lol/GZ
duted 5.8.19E85

£ .0eNOMM1/80
datad 5.8,1985

JoNOWM,1/92
dated 5.86,1985

£ .0Noouli 1/63
dated 5.8,1985

Eo0.No.uM.1/84
dated 5.8.1985

£ .Q.NT, UM - 1/!6
dated 12.3,1987

CeNOou ﬁ°1/65
ted 508.1985

[V ]

£
d:

£ .0.NOWM,.I1/158
d?t s ‘52030”987

fcvercion grder

£ .0.i0.0k-Cell/149

gatiel ‘lae’! Oo,l 991

EoDeNc.Da-C211/135
dftf‘:: 11 o,] Go’] 991

£.0.N0.04-C811/134
dated 11.10.199

Call/142
14,10,1951

e! OcJR“UEll/‘a
ec 14.,10.,19¢1

Dh-CellA140
1.10,1991

£.0.No,DA=Cell/14)
dated 1¢,10.1981

€ .G N0 Dh-Cell/138
dated 11,10.1991

£ .0.No.DA-Cel1/143

dated 14.10.1991

£ .0.N0.DA=Cell/15]
dated 14,10,1991

£ .0.No.OA=Cell/148
dated 14.10.,1991

' \
E QO oN‘OoDP'\"CSll/30
cdztec 29.4.,1992

C.0.N0.Dh-Cell/56
dated 23.6.1992

£ .0.N0.DA-Cell/111
deted 1.10,1592
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upon for disposing tnufpresent 15[{hineteen) ceses. '
) tecrnsd Addl, Coentreld i:y;r:miwt J dznding Counsel, i'.
Yo 0, Sarme an~c ir AN, Choudhury|gubmit thsl as per
: erms of eppointment os DDA when Lhey feiled to qualify
. in thne gerarimental trebts by cvziling consecutive six 
= S chencas, the orders of rsversion re justified. They
 ?. ’ ; further submitted that the DiuisioLal Accountants shoﬁld
| be technically gqialified and ﬂfullyﬁconCE:sent in R 15 s/
' Regulations for efficient dischagos of dutvies and T.
é _' therafor;, fixed chances are 2ivén 23 tH7<unQJallfled
,? : (ED&).to get qualified uitgin tht |prescribed perlqd,
i; ; elsalt ey afe supposad to be tretysd es inefficient §5d
éf o S iiable ?or reversion. It ie furthsr submittsd trst the
2. guogwenﬂ passed by the slleshebad| fench (CAT) dated

- . . - R ela) - : s|, fak] Ie oA
1221831 in Ueh JH0o206/80,, U+h|eff0eS12/90 end Uk,

those appiic

)]l

tions is fully

=
(]
0
o
e \(s] 3
oo
: o
-
§1]
_3
3
W)

applicati% in the instant nin=tgeh ceses and the facts, =

. . ‘.' L . |
ar8 similar to the Allshabad cagzg.

.7 : In our previous judgmepis deted 17.5.1991 and
' L deted 12.9.1991 in tuwo sets(series) ceses, we hed

S s , "elshusse -the merits of both Jabalpur:and Allahabad

2 - ..Jdaciéﬁﬁh;‘in erer to aliminatel one and acceét the oﬁﬁur
v ' S : ‘.‘

%f; “' :'fo €~ct¢a‘;f1tt1nq on facts and leu to the cases before
%i | : | ILQUS‘ﬁér decj51on in May 1691 and Eéptembar'1991 and there
. “ T o ) . -

%ﬁ  ;‘ue5h9lc that ‘the decision of Jagbplpur Bench (CAT) stood
i % R T : :

Wi COm1-et? cimilar on facts ang |lew and acted relying ;r
%i “that decision of the Jabalpur Fznch (TAT). We do no?

z ‘;ﬁb/ find a;y reesgn Lo change ou; isgzo iherafore, the

é ? Gecision of Jabalpur Bench cdetpd 25.10.1990 is relied
?3' uponlfor,efrﬂctgveJy cisposing :jeji%stant nin2tesn éés
- \

v

L i \

~—




8. 'Learned Adadr, ¢ Fe BUBMLE that gome of the |

applicants (lﬂ 0.8 ,i5s, 212/91, 213/91 215/91, 220/91) .

“M'—‘"’ —— . .‘!4
257/91 &nd 280/91), uig nat ail gny pf thC last six.

s s v-—...--h_\A _ - —_— -~ T e e ——— e
S

chan es anc i'ﬁ“efqlm they deserVg 0 Sympathy jin :

regard to their order o Teversion, Mr g,i. Bhattacharjes

: : )
Submits that SJCh inmciznees &roee in the Pr8viously
decided cazeg (2 sets) ong they uere a2llouwed tg vail

Six chances 370 the same Fay be heintained, ya accept . ‘o

the SUbﬂl&olOﬂ of Mr bhhttacharjee. . ﬂ%i

o - We hold that thess ninetean cases of the =
ninetesn arnplicen: ere fully covereg by’ our previous ks
JUOOM“nts dated 17,5, 10c °n9 12.2.1991 (0,816,196 /e
SGrlES §Dd:QfR.NO.72/97 S€ries) ang deseiye'similer." 7'.T;i'

reliefs,

2 a Prlications are. a@llowed uith

Ot

10, fﬂ :TH €s2 nipate

the fo;lOJlﬂj ordJrs/di ctions on the ‘ehpondenus:
. ¢~7gFiréﬁ£y§ all the impugnad érders of

Tepatri 1on 3F.uhe app llcawtsk19) in these ninetaen

cases ¢r€ QJasheo. : B
", " .
, 5$conﬁhyq to count he number of _Chancss diready
, 4 228 E

e e e

phyq*q:;iy takgp“pw;ggghng the 15 2pplicants, Theg N8 number

————— ._._.,..._._

fereg, buu not avalled of, should be.

of OpportunlulES o
- . s T ———— ——— e, o

lgnorcd‘H o -
Thirdlxp ter Counting ths number of chznces in
this manner thoda o have phy51cally availed of all the

e

{

One months prigr notice for pr eparcvlons, and if no
D RS

'P 1593 herearter, thken in 1994 in

with one months notice,




e e

p'(y("‘c.< l

o «-—-*:"‘_4'
‘-fso as.tc mcke a_t
‘;quarﬁmental«test,
“of eny’futurs chance they would be ¢
. o futurs BReRe .

ufbr tha DJLPOSG of countlng the tot

. f
) |

|

i

thoae JhO huVO no auailed of six.

shall be niven the pema lnlng chances
| '

a total of six chagﬁes for passlng the

B R _—

| .

JGhed:to haveﬂgﬁpédél

R

o

hey:do not_avaii R

In -their ceses 1

,,.‘/" ’ i : .
1 number of chances,

et e T ;

e & s e =

Fl thly, if any of thecp appllcants succeed 1n

the test t¢o be held in future withi n'uhe chanccs compute(

in sub-paragraphs,{secondly,

he shall be considered for absorption as Divisional '

will be|liable to be repatrid

AccountangnThose"uho fail
to thelr parent cadre ang departmpPntse.

L s

Sixthly, the stay order fass ed in each of the

R SUI

e, 0 thi

ninetean cassa ars now made absol t

ot

11, lntlmate all concerned uwith copy of the

Judgmcnt Por implementation,

-

- 50/ S.HRQLE, |
VICE CHAIRMAN ).

- ——

SD/G.LGSANGLYING ™

MFNEER(ADMA) \
. [ R
; o
: ' AR
' ‘:':l‘\;
TRU&Q(XD? : v
AbasiE _
- putg Registras (Jud/ '
Cantral Adminlatrative Tribunp! | :
\ suwahat! Bench, Guwaha : \ '
!
f’\\“"'x |
1 i l .
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' B
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| b

thirdly and fourthly) above
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Heard learned counsel Mr. GoK, -

ice on behalf of the applicant,

J
Paruosd the grievance and prayer in the

]

ths nj)L cation is admitted; Issue
notwco an the responcents under ra2gisterad

nast, Leerned Addl, €,5,5.Cs fir, G, Sarma

takss notice of Lhis case.
- Fix 15,171,222 For furiher ordars,

, licard counsel of the parties on

the interim prayerc‘The operation of the
imgugnea o unl hoglbﬂ Cell/148 dated

18410.21 ana the orber yncer telegram

dated 28,17091}rellgv10g thie applicant

shall not be revertod to the par rent

~—

L4 ..
. “:)L‘r/" -’IAAl:jL."‘.;‘\-'a
b . S Vi CEeGhnhion,
! : : ,

LU

Baputy hegzd//q i NddVd/) ‘
Leniral Aaminisirilive Tribunai _

Ciwa.nati 006, Guwahati
4
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1 1

cdepartment ontil furthoer orders from Lha

From 15.1.92 are sbtayed and the applicant’
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o 2 o
~| : ' Ja
J.The snplicution ia ageinst theuﬁallo@img_ﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁ%
A

Order H0,D0.4.0011 1&o 10:9% paoged by ﬁﬂ@ﬁaﬁﬁ “ '
q

1

ﬁ@gﬁ‘?wvéfﬁimg the &g¢3iaawﬁ to q&a parent Dey @wﬁma@ﬁ‘

and Telegram frow &mw@ﬂ@ﬂ@ﬁ& Noe2 directing %ha€ th§ R
applicent will be deomed to have been relioved with effect
froz E}@ agga

&

T
' L.

| a0
‘The applicant declares that the subjact ﬂat%@rs\
{

!

B
.

The B ﬂrlisant ﬁaalar@s ta % %ha‘&aplicﬁiion is \V
with Zin the lismitetion prageribed uaﬁar d@&ui@ﬂ 2% @f th@
Cddministretive Tribussls iet o 1985,

- [ d

 $@$@gt5 8f the cuves | : L

) @j z%at t @ %prlﬁ@ﬁﬁt %H s ariginally Berving ?{
. B8 a Jppe? Divigion Clerk $n the @ﬁfiﬂa of the mrmcutivn ,
an@i&e@rgﬁie@@ Control ang a&u&m&g@ uivisiamﬁzmphal :
undar ﬁh@ Gtage v&ra&anﬁ of ﬂaalwur, ﬁhil@ aeﬁving
ﬁééa au@ha ﬁn@ Respendent Koe2 by hiﬁ erder vaenattewrder
%@o%fo?! % Bated 5.0.45 sppeinted 2%@ applicant to

- afficinte as Emergeacy Jiwisicnai ﬁccountmn& usder gertein
terus ahd cenditions,

- :- y \
S A copy of the sald order iy annexed herewith and
[ ' \.
- NArked &8 AuneXureel. :
{(11)a..
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{44} Toat the aepplican, duly Jeined hin new
peot under the Accountend Coneral and he iz costimucusly
serviag in the ssid post and gelting &ll the dendfits
géiven to the employess of the Acgountant General in the
Gestral Government scale of paye The applicant ﬁ~g’
appeared in twe Divisional Tent furalinatiosns and m¢ h&s
baan eze gtaﬁ in (1) ?wmiiﬁhaPPﬂe@& etc. and (e}aoh.

R —
soeount t {Practizalle o
\
{3883 fhat %ne Am%gcaaarta €igd net take any
steps for gatting the applicant'qualified in tnhi 
: l

gisional Test izesinaticn although the appeinis @

1

T3
fars
Q«“

oréer 5ga@i£i@al&g mantioned that the applicsat’ w@a ig
ba eligible to appear ia the sald examination aftﬂr
sucseasful officiation for two ya&ra and that he

would be absorbed after prasing the examination within
the prescridad chancess In point of {ac% tn@ggm ﬁh@;?

- pesaing of the exasingbicn wis a pr@«@@»dit&an, m@%y“

dcrf@n@; bi?i&iwﬁﬁl ﬂacruaﬁanﬁ& WEre reﬁainad uiﬁhﬁuﬁ

e e aaam o A8 e, g 2 A

e o et O e 27 0

finﬁ&s@,ng on their quatifying in the a@gartm@“tal

e ek i e A
i b 4 A = o -

,gfgggiﬂﬁﬁr“ﬁvmfa no trsining or c@achiﬂ@ faaili&iﬂs
werg given $o the Divisional %mg@unaunts for appesring
- and ﬁammimg the sald @xaﬁinatiog;fh& applicant, |
hawéwmﬁg wamrcarryiug out ks éﬁ@i@& as Divislonsd
rsaountent sincerely and to the gatisfaction of w1l
coneeprned and not clearing the test wus aet an lapes

digent while serviag as JiViCiQxa‘ Aceountbate

gi’@"}epo
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o b - i
oo L) inat, e per the existing circulprs, an

-.‘

e %@ncf Hyisionsl secountant ean apnear in t%@
exawination aix tizes and the Respondent 0.8 ham '

povaie to glve additiennl anwnras %@yma& the minimiz

Rhanlt SRR e e .\

of giz Q"x“ﬁﬂﬂpo

e

(v} Thet, az ztated mbmv@a in&ni te of ihe’

'“@ ulrezents of pessing ue @ﬁ&miﬁ&%iﬁﬁ, the | “aréw
m@ﬁt W38 not seriously insisting on the Livialonal.
Agcountants to anpeayr fn the exaninetions and ﬁﬁ@f@‘

were 8 large pumber of unqualified Diviplomnl fecountant

parving ia the Lepartsent. Suﬂﬂmniy Lrom Qcaabmrg 1950

Bomo Emergency Diviasional fecountants warg raverted

* bwolt’ €6 their parent Departnent on the graun& that Lhaey

\ rad f&‘fﬂé to Quaiify in the p@uar%mamﬁ@l T@a&@ withiin

the ssximus nunher of chonces. Thene hgwﬁai@nak

_ﬂs@@uaﬁ ants approached this “@n’hla Yr&huﬁﬁl @gnins$ -

%mwiw order of reversion and %nia Ean'&?e Tridunel v
p%@ﬁ&@ﬁ 5 stay the eperstion of ﬁhm wmvarﬁina Ordoers.
fm@f@&ft@fa %hiﬂ Hon'ble Tribum&lg after haaring ﬁﬁ@
parﬁﬁ@sg by guég@man% ﬁa%@@ ?75309% in 0A Be. 196790

@ﬁﬂ @gn@rw dle ?ﬁﬁ@& af the cw@as by éirecﬁia that the

.w@wlica £ be given six chances pﬁy@ically o pass tha

& xar i&atiﬁga and on guccesaful cemgl&tisn bﬁ cansid@?eﬁ

for absorption as Livigional Accountants.This nusber of

£

nnaed, (he number of oppertuaitias offered i net

| A
5vEL1ledeee l
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I3

availed of should be ignoreds This lyn'ble Tribunal
subsequently, in acother set of nine similer aﬁpliﬁﬁtiﬂ
being oA ?Ef%ag by gédg@@@rt datad 12.3.81, pnsm&@

sioilayr directions.

{wi} That e scplicant who i sivilarly

aituated and is covered by the declaion of the aforcsnid

Judgements wos aupecting that he would be gétting the

almilar chaaces and as such he was surprised to reseive

the Impugned order Ho.DR.Cell/145 dated 1401099 :
sormunicited vide Memo Xo.D4 Q&li{ﬁnﬁ/@?@&&f?@l@?GE?ﬁE?

dated R-7E$T p whureby She applicent was reverted to

EJ’

is yﬁwenﬁ Cepartaent on the gramqﬁ that ke failed

Fy g

0 gqualify, ai@qazf in the Divisionel Teet Exenmination

within the prescrided six snﬁnceso;

{vii} Thet ss eialisp ceses hod been dispoged
224 ry This Hen'ble Tribunal, the ap vzscanﬁ wag axpecting 4

B8 h@ ng &i&il&?iy situated ne v@ald got ﬁ:@ 8Bme b@ﬂ@f

: a& ﬁ*m@rw but the Respondent Mo.2 hss mow by telegrom
L;rﬁg@iwad by the applicant oa 2aoﬁ?o§? directad that the

2 ﬁﬁ?iiﬁ&ﬂﬁ vm%%ﬂ;ﬁ&&@i would be deenad to hevs ﬁ&@ﬁ r@li@w

\

with effect from 15,1.92 and as such ke is approaching tnis

\ <

1
[

nmm*hla Tribunsl,
| ) ) ]

A Cipy of the telegram i annened herewith snd

S marked as Annexure=il,

?e LRGN
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Toletalls @f the remedizs sxhougted.
- The applicant does not have any remedies
undér the Hules. ,
He The spw }qcﬁaw further deslares that he héa

not pravieusly £iled any ag»l*s&ti@m/krit w@titigm

i
or seit resarging the matter in respect of which thise

&pp&icatian has baen msde before any court af law or

S apy other authority or any other Yensch of the Hon'ble

riahnﬁl and ‘a0 such a;pliemﬁion/wrii setition ar

suit is pend iﬁ%o T

!

Se.Relick s@gght and zroundss

.
C1,Fox that fthe impug a@@ order peveriing th@

' @nﬁii& b, o hisg par@m% deps ‘rﬁmamt aftor h@ hed @

CAn geveral yeers of aeatinusas 5@rvic9 wag pasged in i3

gfﬂﬁ“ﬁ srhritrary manner ia v&c&ation.@ﬁ Bl prlnuim o5
 ]f&f’ﬁ&tur@l Justice and Rules &m& mm such the imyuﬁﬂﬁm

f}@fﬁ@r is bad in xaw aam 1&@b}@ t@ b@ set azide

P

Y 11. For that the epplicant 4id not avail of all

tua sushar of chances avaeilsble to him and as audch the !

) ) _
sutborities ouzht to have given the applieant & chance

o ayppent in the exauminatlons and thot having noy bean

3 I

@dene the impugned order iz bad in law and liable .%o

bhe sat aside. o 3
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11 e For that this ﬁ@a”ﬁl@ Trivunal in CA ?@6/”0

Cand cthars decided on 17.5.91 and 04 72/91 ang a%&&rﬁ,’

decided, on 12:.2.91 held that gara@na @imizﬁrly
situated were entitled 1o get aix phypical chosces %o
page the exawmiantiong pad ag such the applicant ought

o have been given the six chencas befere heing

crevarted to his parent ﬂeﬁartn@m*g

- Y.  For that the &ﬁp%icant who lg similerly
situated ought fo heve been given the’ nensfit of the

3&&@&@5% af this Hon'ble Tribunsl &n Uase Ho.04 136490

: aé'v ﬁ 72/9% vafore being r&%&rﬁ@ﬁ te kis popent

\
Lu(mftm@u» and that not having bheen dene the impugned

ordsr ia bad in law cnd lieble to h@ set aside,

Ve For that in any view of the matter %h@\

| imrmage a& srder is bad in law snd 1ialle to bhe szet ﬁ&idao

';f' is ig.g %h@mﬁf@ras praywﬁ:

i that Your Lgr&shiﬂw wnuaﬁxbﬁ
pieaged to admit thig &pwii@n%iaag
enll for' the entire raaar&m of
the cage, ask the QWyﬁﬁiﬁ@;yArgiQﬁ
to thow cause 85 to why @ﬁé
i%ﬂqg%@d arﬁer(han@hur®m¢1} ghould
nut be g8 % apide and ¢ fter hearing
the parties set aside tn@ ﬁmgﬁgmed
qrd@r @néf& PABS any cther\mwa,vf

crders as Vour Lordships wmw&§

[T
deemeay
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depn fi%.mnﬁ Proper so az o

grant ﬂu@@«ﬁﬁm relief o th&

3

o

b _ drlicant ' )
W0eintorin Vrders:
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<% L8 further PORY eif thet pend ing Gispomal
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T, hrl Ro¥%.dansiaoba Singh, aon of kel candyelas

'a 1 "3 Jidgﬁfogci

Aoctuntant,U

Hiviglion H0,2

beBe 7 ant 2 are velissed to be trus ao l@@&ﬁ

about 42 vesrs, ot prezsent posted as Liviglonal

£Lice of the Lxscuflive Snzi 9ﬁﬁ¢nanieﬁi
Iun«.gﬁ@rmmr»t%tx,n*igubmﬁkﬁs@ afol %avﬂb“
the contents of ﬂfﬁﬁrm'“m 1625 5 By ﬁgfﬁﬂﬁ

\
1

2 true to my knowledys aﬂd those made in

B

hat I wave not suppresisd any materisl

sigratures. L



OFFICE THE A( SOUNTANT CUNFRAL(ACCOUNTS)
’b(‘ SAVN S L0
‘ ) 9400 ’ ! )
. ' ' o ‘)'“’"' ("‘,l f‘;’gr:}"‘/ .
oo . - . ;‘ ‘ S
e b Oedey “H“WMui/fgél _ IH. “hsfinn], the 4V__(_V_' ;

ﬁf .m;x‘am o ﬁa FROTNE "MM]L Lo e

Shri/ Sty
Off ce of the fF. EWCX Canliol '\"%*\’UWM ' @”VVVguw S ,J é%f‘ﬁ
' syt 7h#”crjhr r&«m%msm,_

ily io officiate asg I-morgencv(UnqualL ‘ied)

ix appointed temporari
Junior Grada Divisﬁonal Accountant under the administrative control

\llA i
- 0f. <this office subjiect to the foilowing terms and conditions:

Side (a) While officiating as Junior Grade Divisional ficcountant,

'-hQ/Sh€HWill drav pd y in the scale of pay of Jr.Grade D*visjonai

. Accountants of st42ﬁw15w500553w35-~(Om2ﬁ 640~PDMOO~7(O~)J*7JO/Q

‘, - ) -G RPN O ol T o . Ty
~:bto he fixed‘undor,normal-rules applicable to them read with the

“Gels décigions Nobfﬁ) o (14) below FOROZ/C of Chaudrils CompLLa -

- b . T o A - - -~ 4. . . .
;ﬁlQn~of«F033§J‘andv$0RSJ°, Vol.I, 8th Edition and other allowar 9§'.

S~admiS’AElD ”vahQ Central Government emplovees from time .to..timeo

: ’ ¢

. . | ’ - ] . . e .
VAR A (w} hat Zn cose of any change made =ubsequently in the

vérﬁbdeﬁbf'fixéticn‘oﬁ'pay by the Govt, of India, his ‘pay will be' re~

flx@d—on that.basis, ! ' e Co oy
: , {

() Yipraks Noj clalm will be entertained for fall in emoluments ;f

L)
I

.o
[ I SV I I

if,any, cCONG ’dU“hL upoir. fixation of pay under the aforesaid rules

IM‘N?" Ld)i No cJé m for:protection of substantive/officlating: pay
[ Sy

' LI . [
N . et R

oﬁltha[paront depaltment will be entertaincd,

'2pq}~pllAfter-99581ng the' D1Vleonal Accountantsf? Qrade Examlnatlon

fo which. he/sﬁé”is ellgible to appear after successful offmcéatlon
tordtwo yeqr$ Anithe’ capacity of. Lmeraency(Unquallfled) Junlor fjf
Grqae Divisional: Acccuntant within the preqcribod ch ances, he/she; .,

‘may. -ba: absoxécd in the cadre of Divisisnal mccountantssubject to }5'_

_fmlfilmentgof;otuer;condlt§0p$.nnd-avuJJnhillLy of postss ' —

Corlt’:/l_;caoonzao.
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