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2. Pushkar Zingn, -
S/0 Shri Himmat Singhy
R/0 H.N0.30 'fl-#/A sector- \x.'.,
Chandigarh, .uhh :
l'\
3, P.Zubash Nairf'“

\ 5/0 Sh, h.uOV|ndar Kutty, . ST
160-C, GTB ct@Xave, o ' ‘
Dilshad Cardeh, : '

Mew Delhi-53 ﬂ;

: ' } . o . . L] nApD] }Car‘ts

sports Authority of India,
through

sgcretary, '

at Corporate Gffice,
Jawaharlal Nehru otad:um,-~
Lodi Road Complex,

New Delhi-110003

—~2

.+ .» +Respondent

3) QA No.1536 of 20b3

T.K.AGIT,
S/0 5h. T.K.Narayana P111a1, , '
R/0 Sportes Authority of India Hoqtu1
Netaji Subhash Southern Centre,
Banglore, _
e Applicant

, Versus -
Authority of India, '

=T

WY et D
ctr @
(¢ B &
]
"J o ot

(j--r

g
igh
tar,,
corporate Gffice,
Jawaharlal Nehru Stadium, : .
Ladi Road Complex, s
New Delhi-110002 ‘ ‘

e oRespondent
Advocates: : : ' ' ‘ S
Shri Sewa Ram , learnsd counsel of app11cants
in all OAs, . , : S '

o ;

: Shri C.Hari Shanker, learnad counqel of
i respondent in 0A-1487/2003.

Shri Arun Bhardwag, 1earned COUﬂQu] of
respondents in OA- 1501/”003 and: OA 1336/7003.

ORDER (ORAL)lA

SHRI R.K, UPADHYAYA ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER

ATT the Threa OAS ara~d po;ad @f by commonf
order as the facta and 1mpugned orders aze s1m1]ar.

§

1.0A NO.1497/LOO3

Al s Ll
Q%{ﬁ”” 2¢a)y., A Fif,y"DD]TCuﬂbs in this CA “have Jjointly
w "T‘ S Lo
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challenged their reversion order dated 4.6.,2003
(annexure A-t1) from the post- of Data Entry Operator
(DEG) to their original post purportedly to give

sffact to the orders dated 11,3.2003 in QA No.78/200Z

lore Bench of this Tribunal in the case of

t

2{bJ. The applicants jﬁ this ?ase, prior to their
selection and  app0intmaﬂt as DEOs were working as
“garmanent/reguiaf employees” in Group C and D posts
of Groundsman, Léb. Attendant;.pady'Atteﬁdant and LDC

-t,

-

{

in Corporate Ofifice at New Oelhi of the Spo

2.0A No.1603/2003

2. Thase three appiicamte have jointly challenged
their rayeraion order dated 4.6.2003. Applicant No.1

skri Joginder Kumar has been rgverted as Lab.Attendant

o/c ED (A), SAI, NR, Patiala. Applicant No.zZ Shri

ot

Pushkar Singh has been reverted &s watchman, MNetaji

subhash, MNorthern Centre; bAI, Chandigarh and 3hri

o cubhas Nair, applicant MNo.3 in the OA has been
raverted to his original post of DEQ (Daily WwWages),
0/c PS to Minister of Sports, New Delhi,

2.0A No0.1536/2003

> r—
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4, The apmiﬁcant shri T.K.Aj11 is also aggrisved

by the order of reversion dated 4.6.2003, issued by

s

SAI, HMew Deihi, reverting him to his original post of

Groundsman, Het&ajil  Suuhas southern Centre, 3SAI,
. Bangaiors.

g, It is stated by the applicants that SAI issued

Cir

cular dated 22.9.99 (Annexure.A-2 in OA 1487/7003)

from  “Regular employees of SAI who fulfilled  tha

eligibility conditions”™  cof. . . "1,.5. . Higher
) Secondary/Senior Secondary:, 2.. certificate in Data

Entry anratiaﬂA(Pe'sons-WOﬁkdngaon-Daily,Wage basis

the last & years mayialsczaﬁp1y"'for the

post  of DE2 in the scale .of Rs, 3050-4580,
cubgequently a test was conducted on 2.8 ?OOO AT

the ten ap).1CdnL; were declared qua11f1ed in  the

Limited Departmental Examination. vide order dated

i

31.10.2000 and appointed as DEQSi#
6. One SWﬁ; S.Manjula aEDuTﬂted 5as DEO on
contract basisy ww €, 1. 1994 had a]so applied for
N |3"' .
- -the post of QEO as per Clrcu1ar'of Veptembar, 1883,
' ’ :v': K

However, ehe fwas. not allowsd to- app ar in the tast,

Her =ervices Wére 180 -terminated as per order dated

26.11.2001.  She fTiled 0A No.73/2002 bsfore Bangalore
Bench of this

Tribunal which by order dated 11,3.2003

directed the respondents as,fo1lows:

“i1. - In the light of the facts stated
agbove,  the impugned -order  dated |
26.11.2001 (Annexire A-28&) passed by the
P _ &rd .respondent 1&  set aside. The

! ) applicant will be gjven an: opportun1ty to
{ o appear at . the tést/examination for  the
: (Lo post of DECG in. 'SAI. .. The  Executive
: w2 Director, GSAI, Res.No.,1 will ensurs that
I the test for the ptst of DEO dn SAI, 1in

which the applicant will be allowed to

e i T AR R N R et e T T T T s




.

el
e

¢t O T
o
+
aQ ¢t
7t
21 ot

patel is conducted in a fair and
Ve ‘manner and qn accordance with
ggulations and rules of apno;ntmsnu
Cﬁ?ﬁ &.period of four months from the
te of Faceint of a Cepy of this order,
& OA 98 partly allowsd, The applicant
all continue  in g8rvice "till .the
FCiEe  as directed hereinatove 18
&d, The salection and
1 a7 other candidates wil)
regulated after Cons wdaring
nt for the post in quaatwun ir
manner. No costs
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impleaded as party in Zmt, S.Manju?a’s case (supra).
Therefore, the IMpUghed arder of the revarsion iJs=

not &z per directiong of t thea Trubunal The Bangalore
Bench of the Tribunal has also not dlreuted to canceal
the Limited Departmental Exam. held on 2,8,2000., The

naw merely directed to consider the case of

[l s | ol W I, -
i <o Man é

jula as  she wéa Wrongly not  allowed to
&PDBET  in  the Test ﬁe]d on'Z.e,EOOO. It is also
claimed that there_afg sti11 some vacant posts of DEO
even  today, The respondents: ,édu}d' assess the

C
]

ha

ct

Manjula as d1rec &d by

Trivunal  and post her - against the vacant.- post.,

A ternatively the learnad counaeT pbwntsd out  that
. t
HIE A S.Manjula if found ~u|table for appo1n+ment as

ner  directions of the Tribunal Cou1d be ‘accommodated

yoreverting only the‘1ast se1aoted -aﬂd1date. In any

Rely] Qrder dated 4. 6.4003 of the“aoplicants

s

. T4 et
" . . 2 -
Quashed, gvh D Ca

Was  unjustified and deserved to - te;"setsfasfda*Eand
LR ,
b

K
o

;‘."};3’*%'1 B e

8. The recpundeﬂts«h,ve pgoaed the qpp,1Cat1ons'a‘d

L e

have stated that t }é&‘n1y praopar Courﬂe to 1mp1ement
AR

the directions of he Tr1buna1 ih th Sf Man3u1a S..

tase was Tirst to canCa1 the ear11er ae1ect1on and to

1
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&

hoica fresh selection in which Smt., S.Manjula could
also take part. According to the respondents, the
examination held on 2.8.2000 had %o be cancelled “due

to irregularities committed by disallowing eligible

2. The respondents have further stated that "it is
necessary to scrap tne earlier examination as void and
conduct  a fresh;a%amination by giving an opportunity
O tne ﬁDD?EC&ﬁgéﬁﬂd others who had qualifisd in the
&xam, conductadgﬁh October, 2000 along with Ms.Manjula
and others D]acéﬁi31m11ar}y to Ms.Manjula” (emphasis
suppiied;.

10, Th respondents have submitted the list of 158

4 1]

persons &s eligible for the post of DEQ who were
allegedly not considered for appointment. The learnsed
counsel of the respondqnts have stated that unless a
Tresh examinatien is held aftet cancelling the last
gelectyon, the dirsctions of the Bangalore Bench of
thig  Tribunal in GA  No,78/2002 c¢ould not  be

implemented,

it. In the rejoinder affidavit, the applicants have

on

tatad tha

ot

the plea taken by the respondents is
totally unfounded and against the facts of the case.
The Bangalore Bench - of this Tribunal .has merely
directed the respondents to give an opportun1ty to ﬁhe
gpplicant (Smt.S.Manjula) in that OA tc appear in the
exanm. tor the post of DEDO in SAI. Thera is no
dirsction for cancellation of earlier Limited
Departmental Exam. or reversibn;of the :applicants.

It was alsoc stated by the Jearned ~gounsel of the
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appiicants  that the case of smt.S.Manjula . could ba

(O]

o Tilling up the remaining vacant post o
CEG. Regarding tHe list of 15 persons who are alleged
to be eligible for being considered bLut were not
it is stated that none of these 15 persons

had applied in .pursuance to the : Circular datad

] o o T
(S RV | 1

any - grievance agaﬂngt the;mérsdnarvaa1ected through

12, We . have “Oﬂclderéd the r1Va1 aubm1sq10n; and

B - -

terials avai]ab]e oh record,.

Fave perused the me
nave psirusea tns ma
;

. A8 can be seen frbﬁ:'the dﬁr@ctiohs of  the
are Bench of this Tribunal 1n¢_OA}4ﬂo{79/2002,
gxtracted sarlier, the dfréction;was' to hold the
Or Smt.S.MaﬂJUWa'for thé- post of
DEO. There ig no d*rect1un in. tha said order of the
Bangalore Bench that the. entire elscL1on1proceb: i8
vitiated &and deserves to be canceJJéd ;xhqfs'jsia1so

ne  cbservation regardingﬁsthe : - the

applicants, except in the case Qf_jné-ﬁ.uu hash -Nair

wha  was  a Daily Wager in the COT%)Tdta . New
¥

Delhi. The Bangalore Bench: of th §

Trubura1 %ad taken

the note of Regulation 7(1) of ;hg&ﬁegu]qﬁmensw whwcr

(i) Aupo1ntment “for
these regylations., sha11
to tfe"uoat wheth
,deputation : dlrect ecr
contract“ba g8ig as shaLT
with *hewnprov1svon of '~
rules aWD]Huab]e,wtO- t
aOhS?thn C wWith - the
Sport ALthor1t> of Ihd
%ﬁc?ude ~ad  “ohoco g
appointmants ongdai]y-wa




any order as to costs,

8

0@ case of Shri P,subhash Nair has been heen gquotad

glrate that some persons r ] 1bls for the

tast were a}Xowad Lo appear in the, tsst, Howaver, in

‘

Smt, ,S.Har Jjula who st batter gualified

W&E denisd the ¢ :por*un1 O ap pear 1n the,temt
14, ATter cﬁ'af01 CGﬂGTu%FRtxOH of the case, we are

ot  the viaw that th@ cancellation Ol entwre'se1ection

;:l' ; |1;.' Do -
W&E not  proper ﬁbﬁ the eapundsr s _ Therefora, we
R .}E':v»- : AN

waft D )
guash and ssat asid@ the order dated &.612003 being

B ’
'III: E

Cffice Order N&L97/Z002 -‘cance111ng ~the: earlier
sglection in its @htir%ty However, thie direction is

gubject to the Tibarty to the reaDUhd te 'to Lake

G against  any 1nd;v dual aﬁp}icant who was not

he recruitmant . rules and . notwnwcation aof
september, 1939,

4,2 The r%@acﬁdéﬂts are Further,directed to  take

(a3

gteps  for filling up‘the Vacant DOata of DEOs
in tarm% of the directiunx o; Banga1ure Banch
of this Tribuna)l agaﬁhstwtheiagiating vacancias
of DEOs, In cas there 1 NG VaCaﬁCY, the
respondants will bs at 11berty to take actiﬁn
anly  against the persons p]aced at the bottom
gct list Drepared on the basis of

LDE, conducted on 2~82000.f -

5, In view of the d]fectvonquin the nﬂﬁecedfng

Ry

paragraph, thase three, OAS are part}y al]owed W1thout:

~ 0 - pe e
[CWIE i,
~

T e gy 5t i s

|

(R.K. UPADHYAYA) .
ADMINTSTRATIVE MEMBER#






