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   MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL MUMBAI 

BENCH AT AURANGABAD 

 

[ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 563 OF 2014 

        DISTRICT : NANDURBAR 

Tushar @ Tusharsing S/o Bapursing Rajput, )   
Age : 20 years, Occu. : Nil,    ) 
R/o : Gawaliwada, Near Santoshi Mata Temple,) 
Nandurbar, Tq. & Dist. Nandurbar.  ) 

..        APPLICANT 

            
 V E R S U S 

1. The State of Maharashtra,   ) 
 
2. Superintendent of Police, Nandurbar, ) 
 Tq. & Dist. Nandurbar.   ) 

 
3. Dy Superintendent of Police, Nandurbar,) 

Tq. & Dist. Nandurbar.   ) 
 
4. The Deputy Director Sports and Youth Service,)  

 Nashik Division, Nashik.   ) 

 
5. The Joint Director Sports and Youth,) 

Maharashtra State, Pune.    )   

.. RESPONDENTS 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
APPEARANCE : Shri H.V. Tungar along with Shri V.P.  
   Raje, Advocate for Applicant.  

 

: Shri B.S. Deokar, P.O. for respondent  
  Authorities. 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

CORAM   :    Shri V.D. Dongre, Member (J) 
and 

          Shri Bijay Kumar, Member (A) 

Reserved on : 02.03.2023 

Pronounced on :    13.04.2023 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
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O R D E R 

(Per : Shri Bijay Kumar, Member (A)) 

 

1. This Original Application had been filed by one Shri Tushar 

@ Tusharsingh S/O Bapusingh Rajput on 10.10.2014; invoking 

provisions of Section 19 of the Administrative Tribunals Act, 

1985, upon being aggrieved by impugned order issued by the 

Deputy Superintendent of Police, Nandurbar vide letter No. 101/ 

vkLFkk@iks-Hk-/6637/2014, dated 04.09.2014, thereby, cancelling 

selection of the applicant for the post of Police Constable.  

 

2. The applicant filed M.A. (St.) 368/2017 in O.A. No. 

563/2014 on 11.09.2017 for grant of leave to add the Deputy 

Director, Sports & Youth Services, Nashik Division, Nashik as 

respondent No. 4 and the Joint Director, Sports & Youth 

Services, Maharashtra, Pune as respondent No. 5. This 

Miscellaneous Application was allowed vide Oral Order dated 

15.12.2017. 

 
3. The present application has not been pursued by the 

applicant with due diligence resulting into dismissal in defaults 

twice, condonation of delay in filing restoration application for 

restoration of the present O.A. as well as, condonation of delay in 

filing restoration application itself.; as elaborated as follows:- 
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(a) The present application had been first dismissed in 

default in serving notices on respondents, vide Oral Order 

dated 04.12.2015. 

 
(b) For restoration of the present O.A., a Miscellaneous 

Application (St.) No. 1153/2016 in O.A. No. 563/2014 had 

been filed.  

 
(c) As there was a delay of 162 days in filing restoration 

of O.A., another M.A. 229/2016 in M.A. (St.) No. 

1153/2016 in O.A. No. 563/2014 was filed on 13.06.2016.  

 
(d) However, both the M.A. No. 229/2016 and M.A. (St.) 

No. 1153/2016 in O.A. No. 563/2014 were dismissed in 

default vide Oral Order dated 14.10.2016.  

 

(e) The applicant then filed yet another M.A. No. 

420/2016 for restoration of  M .A. No. 229/2016 which had 

been filed for condonation of delay in filing restoration M.A. 

(St.) No. 1153/ 2016 in O.A. No. 563/2014  which in turn 

was for restoration of the present O.A. No. 563/2014. 

 
(f) M.A. No. 420/2016 in M.A. No. 229/2016 with M.A. 

(St.) No. 1153/2016 in O.A. No. 563/2016 was allowed by 

this Tribunal by Oral Order dated 12.01.2017 thus, M.A. 
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No. 229/2016 and M.A. (St). No. 1153/2016 both in O.A. 

No. 563/2014 stood restored. By Oral Order of 12.01.2017, 

M.A. No. 229/2016 and M.A. (St.) No. 1153/2016 both 

were allowed, thus O.A. No. 563/2014 was restored for 

further hearing. 

 

(g) As the learned Advocates for the applicant were 

absent during final hearing scheduled on 18.09.2019, the 

present O.A. was dismissed in default for the second time. 

Learned Advocate for the applicant therefore, filed M.A. (St.) 

No. 345/2020, which was registered as M.A. No. 56/2021 

in M.A. (St.) No. 346/2020 in O.A. No. 563/2014, on 

25.02.2020 for condonation of delay in filing M.A. (St). No. 

346/2020 for restoration of the present O.A. No. 563/2014. 

The M.A. (St.) No. 346/2020 too was filed on 25.02.2020. 

Both the M.A. No. 56/2021 and M.A. (St.) No. 346/2020 

were allowed by this Tribunal by passing Oral Order dated 

15.03.2022, thereby, restoring the present O.A. for final 

hearing.  

 
4. Facts of the Matter :- Most of the basic facts in the matter 

are undisputed but the dispute is regarding applicability and 
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interpretation of government resolution in the present matter as 

detailed below :- 

(a) District Superintendent of Police, Nandurbar had got 

a public notice No. 01/2014 issued in the month of April 

2014, thereby, inviting applications from eligible candidates 

for the post of Police Constable for number of vacancies 

assessed as 155. Break up of vertical and horizontal 

reservations, educational qualifications, minimum 

qualifying norms for physical test, first and the last date of 

making online application, payment of fee, condition of 

availability of all eligibility certificates on or before the last 

date of online submission of application form was 

mentioned in the said Public Notice. As the copy of said 

Public Notice is truncated, it is not possible to verify scheme 

of selection process including the terms & conditions for 

eligibility for claiming selection under sports category, except 

by referring to Government Resolutions issued in this 

respect. 

 
(b) Total number of vacancies and Vertical Reservation 

Category wise vacancy position under Sports Quota was 

published as depicted in TABLE –I given below :- 
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TABLE-I 

 

Category Open S.C. S.T.  VJ-

A 

VJ-

B 

VJ-

C 

VJ-

D 

SBC OBC Total 

Sportsman 4 1 1 ---- ---- ----- ---- ----- ------ 6 

 

(c) The applicant had applied for selection under Open 

Category (Sports Quota) and after selection process 

comprising of written and physical test, the applicant 

scored total 147 marks (61 marks in written test and 86 

marks in physical test). Respondents published the 

selection list on 15.06.2014, subject to documents’ 

verification. The name of the applicant appeared at serial 

no. 65 of this list and he appeared for documents’ 

verification on given date i.e. 18.06.2014. 

 
(d) Instead of appointment order, the applicant received 

impugned order dated 04.09.2014 by R.P.A.D. cancelling 

his selection for the post of Police Constable on the grounds 

stated in the letter; a copy of which is appended as 

Annexure A-7 at page 31 of the Paper-Book complete text of 

which is reproduced below for ready reference :- 

“jft”Vj iks”Vkus    i= 

 

izfr] 

Jh rq”kkjflax ckiqflax jktiqr] 

  xoGhokMk] larks”kh ekrsP;k eanhjktoG] 

uanqjckj 
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dzekad 101@vkLFkk@iks-Hk-@6637@2014  uanqjckj] fnukad 4-09-2014 

 

lanHkZ&1½ ;k dk;kZy;hu Ik= dzekad 101@vkLFkk@iks-Hkjrh@4687@2014]  

 fnukad 25-06-2014 

 

2½ lg-lapkyd] dzhMk o ;qod] egkjk”Vª jkT;] iq.ks ;kapsdMhy i=  

   dzekad [ksvk&8168 @14&15@1664@dk&15] fnukad 27-08-2014 

 

fo"k; %& uanqjckj ftYgk iksyhl Hkjrh &2014 

  iksyhl f’kikbZ inkdfjrk >kysyh fuoM j| dj.ksckcr- 

 

mijksDr lanHkZ o fo”k;kUo;s dGfo.;kr ;srs dh] rqeph uanqjckj ftYgk iksyhl 

Hkjrh & 2014 e/;s [ksGkMw& [kqY;k izoxkZrqu iksyhl f’kikbZ inh fuoM dj.;kr vkysyh 

vkgs-  lnj iksyhl HkjrhP;k osGh rqEgh lknj dsysY;k dzhMk fo”k;d dkefxjhps dzhMk 

izek.ki= iMrkG.khdkeh ;k dk;kZy;kdMhy lanHkhZ; dzekad 1 vUo;s lgk-lapkyd] 

dzhMk o ;qod] egkjk”Vª jkT;] iq.ks ;kapsdMsl ikBfo.;kr vkys gksrs- 

 mijksDr i=kps vuq”kaxkus lgk- lapkyd] dzhMk o ;qod] egkjk”Vª jkT;] iq.ks 

;kauh ‘kkys; f’k{k.k o dzhMk foHkkx dzekad 1½ jkdzh/kks&200@iz-dz-68@dhz;qls&2] fnukad 

30 ,fizy 2005] fnukad 21 tqu 2006] 18 uksOgsacj 2006 ¼2½ dzekad 

ladzhvk&1006@¼iz-dz-182@06½@dzh;qls&2] fnukad 06 es 2008 ¼3½ dzekad 

dzhvlks&1908@¼iz-dz-394@08½@dzh;qls&2@ fnukad 21 vkWxLV 2008 ¼4½ 

ladzh.kZ&3008@¼iz-dz-36@08½@dzh;qls&2] fnukad 7 es 2013 ¼5½ 

dzhLi/kkZ&2108@¼iz-dz-440@08½@dzh;qls&2] fnukad 20 lIVsacj 2013¼6½ 

jkdzh/kks&2002@iz-dz-68@dzh;qls&2] fnukad 30 fMlsacj 2013 vUo;s iMrkG.kh dsyh 

vlrk]Jh rq”kkjflax ckiwjko jktiwr ;kauh lknj dsysY;k izek.ki= fnukad 11-02-2011 

uarjps vlqu ;k dkyko/kh uarj vk;-vks-,- ekQZRk lacaf/kr Lka?kVusl ekU;rk ukgh-  

;kLro Jh- rq”kkjflax ckiqflax jktiqr gs mesnokj xV&v@c@d ;k inkdfjrk fofgr 

dsysyh [ksGfo”k;d vgZrk iq.kZ djhr ulY;kps lanHkhZ; dzekad 2 ps i=kUo;s ;k 

dk;kZy;kl dGfoys vkgs- 

 lcc lgk-lapkyd] dzhMk o ;qod] egkjk”Vª jkT;] iq.ks ;kapsdMhy mijksDr 

lanHkhZ; i=kuqlkj rqEgh iksyhl f’kikbZ inkdfjrk foghr dsysyh [ksGfo”k;d vgZrk iw.kZ 

djhr ulY;kus rqeph [ksGkMw izoxkZrwu iksyhl f’kikbZ inh dsysyh fuoM j| dj.;kr ;sar 

vkgs- 

 

        lgh@& 

iksyhl v/kh{kd] uanqjckj      ¼fxjh”k ikVhy½ 

;kaps vkns’kkUo;s     iksyhl mi vf/k{kd ¼eq[;ky;½ 

      Iksyhl v/kh{kd uanqjckj dfjrk- 

 

ekQZr & iksfu- uanqjckj ‘kgj iks-LVs- 

2@& eqG i- Jh rq”kkjflax ckiwflax jktiqr jk- xoGhokMk] larks”kh ekrsP;k 

eanhjktoG] uanqjckj ;kauk vnk djkos-  nq¸;e izrhoj R;kaph fnukadhr Lok{kjh 

vlysyh nq¸;e izr lRoj ;k dk;kZy;kl ijr djkoh- ” 

 
(e) The gist of reasons given in the impugned 

communication dated 04.09.2014 for cancellation of 
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selection of the applicant read with associated facts 

mentioned in O.A. is being put up in analysis as follows:- 

Sports Certificate of the applicant was sent to the 

Assistant Director, Sports & Youth Services, 

Maharashtra State vide letter No. 

101/    /  .    /4687/2014, dated 15.06.2014 for 

scrutiny. Sports certificate of the applicant was of date 

after 11.02.2011, during which Tug of War Federation 

of India has not been recognized by Indian Olympic 

Association. Therefore, the applicant did not fulfil basic 

eligibility for being considered under sports quota on 

the basis of certificate issued by Maharashtra Tug of 

War Association affiliated to Tug of War Federation of 

India and his selection under sportsman category was 

being cancelled.  

 
(f) The applicant had neither represented to higher 

authorities against the impugned communication issued by 

the respondent No. 3 under authorization from respondent 

no. 2; nor did he claim having exhausted alternative 

remedy available to him. However, now, it is too, to raise 

objection regarding admissibility of present O.A. on the 

ground of not availing alternative remedy before 

approaching this Tribunal and therefore, this issue is 

treated as closed. 

 
(g) The applicant has contended that the respondent 

authorities should have considered clause no. A and B of 
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Government Resolution issued by School Education and 

Sports Department, Government of Maharashtra bearing 

No.       /2002/ . . 68/       -2,       ,      -३१, dated 

30.12.2013, which they have not considered and therefore, 

the certificate issued by Maharashtra Tug of War 

Association may be treated as recognized by the Indian 

Olympic Association and the respondents be directed to 

issue appointment order in favour of the applicant. 

 
(h) The learned Advocate for the applicant has also cited 

an order passed by this Tribunal in O.A. No. 579/2014, 

Raina d/o Bhanudas Shendge Vs. State of Maharashtra, 

pronounced on 04.03.2016 [ CORAM:- Hon’ble Shri B. 

Majumdar, Vice Chairman and Hon’ble Shri J. D. Kulkarni, 

Member (J). 

  

5. Relief Prayed for:- The applicant has prayed for relief in 

following terms which are reproduced verbatim for ready 

reference as below :- 

“HENCE IT IS PRAYED THAT 

A) This Original Application may kindly be allowed 

 
B) By issuing appropriate order or directions in the like nature, 

the order dated 4/9/2014 passed by the Dy 

Superintendent of Police, Nandurbar thereby cancelling the 

appointment of the applicant for the police constable in 
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Nandurbar District may kindly be quashed and set aside 

and the order of appointment may kindly be issued in 

favour of the present applicant.  

 

C) Pending the hearing and final disposal of this Original 

Application, the effect, operation and execution of the order 

dated 4/9/2014 passed by the Dy Superintendent of 

Police, Nandurbar thereby canceling the appointment of the 

applicant for the police Constable in Nandurbar District may 

kindly be stayed.  

 
D) Any other relief in law and justice to which the applicant is 

entitled may kindly be granted.” 

 

6. Chronology of Pleadings and Final Hearing :-  

 
(a) In order to give reasonable opportunity to the 

contesting sides to the present O.A. the respondents in 

original application and the respondents added by 

amendment in title clause of this O.A. were duly served 

notice. 

 
(b) Affidavit in reply on behalf of respondent No. 2 was 

filed on 10.08.2017 by learned Presenting Officer, which 

was taken on record, a copy thereof served on the other 

side. Affidavit in reply on behalf of respondent Nos. 4 & 5 

was filed by learned Chief Presenting Officer on 14.08.2018 

which was also taken on record and a copy thereof was 

served on the other side. In response, learned Advocate for 

the applicant had filed rejoinder affidavit on 24.09.2018 
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which too was taken on record a copy thereof served on the 

other side to the dispute. Sur-rejoinder was filed by learned 

presenting officer on 11.12.2018 which was taken on 

record and a copy of the same was provided to the learned 

Advocate for the applicant.  

 

(c) The matter was, thereafter, fixed for final hearing on 

availability of Division Bench. The final hearing took place 

on 02.03.2023 and then the matter was reserved for orders.  

 
(d) The two sides to the dispute mainly relied on relevant 

Government Resolutions. In addition, as mentioned in 

foregoing para also, the applicant has relied on the order 

passed by this Tribunal in O.A. No. 579/2014, Raina d/o 

Bhanudas Shendge Vs. State of Maharashtra, pronounced 

on 04.03.2016 [ CORAM:- Hon’ble Shri B. Majumdar, Vice 

Chairman and Hon’ble Shri J. D. Kulkarni, Member (J). 

  

7. Analysis of Facts on Record and Oral Submissions 

Made:-  

 
(a) In is evident from facts on record, oral submissions 

made and order passed by this Tribunal in cited case that 

the dispute revolves around applicability and interpretation 
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of relevant provisions of three Government Resolutions 

listed below :- 

(i) Clause 4 (C) of the Government Resolution No.  

      -2002/ . . 68/      -2,       ,      -३२, 

dated 20.04.2005 issued by the School 

Education and Sports Department, (in short, „GR 

of 20.04.2005‟)  

 

(ii) Government Resolution No.        -
2108/ . .538/08/      -2,       ,      -32, dated 

14.07.2009 issued by the School Education and 

Sports Department, (in short, „GR of 14.07.2209‟) 

 
(iii) Clause no. A and B of Government Resolution 

issued by School Education and Sports 

Department, Government of Maharashtra bearing 

No.       /2002/ . . 68/       -2,       ,      -३१, 

dated 30.12.2013, (in short, „GR of 30.12.2013‟) 

 

(b) G.R. of 30.04.2005 outlines the scheme of providing 

5% reservations in Government and semi-Government jobs 

for sports persons, whose performance in sports events of 

the prescribed type meets bench mark prescribed for Group 

(A), Group (B) and Group (C) & (D) posts. As the present 

O.A. is in respect of recruitment to the post of Police 

Constable, the eligibility benchmark criteria which is 

common for Group C & D posts will apply as outlined in 

Clause 4 (C) of the G.R. of 30.04.2005, which is quoted 

below for ready reference :- 
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“4½ dzhMkfo”k;d vgZrk 

vkjf{kr inkaoj fu;qDrh ns.;klkBh [ksGkMwus dzhMkfo”k;d {ks=kr [kkyhyizek.ks 

dkefxjh dsysyh vlkoh %& 

v½ xV&v lkBh vgZrk----------------------------------------------------------- 

¼c½ xV&c lkBh vgZrk----------------------------------------------------------- 

¼d½ xV&d o M lkBh vgZrk 

Lknj inkalkBh R;k R;k [ksGkaP;k oS;fDrd vFkok lakf?kd dzhMk 

Li/kkZae/;s fdeku jkT; vftaD;in Li/kkZar izFke] fOnrh; o r`rh; 

LFkku izkIr dj.kkjk fdaok lqo.kZ] jkSI; fdaok dkL; ind izkIr dj.kkjk 

[ksGkMw- 

jkT; vftaD;in Li/kkZ ;k lnj [ksGkaP;k egkjk”Vª vkWfyfEid 

vlksfl,’ku’kh layXu vlysY;k vf/kd`r jkT; la?kVusus vk;ksftr 

dsysY;k vlkO;kr vFkok egkjk”Vª vkWfyfEid vlksfl,’kuus Lor% 

vk;ksftr dsysY;k vlkO;kr- fdeku izkfo.;kis{kk mPp Lrjkojhy 

dzhMk izkfo.; feGfo.kk&;k mesnokjkl izk/kkU; vlkos- oS;fDrdfjR;k 

fdaok vkeaf=r Lo:ikP;k Li/kkZae/;s Hkkx ?ksrysY;k [ksGkMwapk ;klkBh 

fopkj djrk ;s.kkj ukgh- 

jk”Vªh; Nk=lsuse/;s ¼NCC½ vaMj vkWfQljph jWad feGowu jk”Vªh; 

Nk=lsusP;k jk”Vªh; Li/kkZae/;s inds izkIr dsysyh O;fDr-”  

      (Emphasis supplied) 

 
(c) G.R. of 14.07.2009 is as an addendum to Clause No. 

4 (C) of the GR of 30.04.2005 and thereby, it only provides 

that any candidate meeting requirement of benchmark 

performance in sports event organized by State Sports 

Association which is not affiliated to Maharashtra Olympic 

Association but which is affiliated corresponding National 

Federation, affiliated in turn to Indian Olympic Association, 

shall also be eligible to get benefit of 5% reservation in 

government jobs. For accuracy and ready reference, 

operating part of G.R. of 14.07.2009 which is in Marathi, is 

quoted as follows :- 

“% ‘kk l u  fu .kZ ; % 



                                                               14                                O.A. No. 563/2014 

 
    

 [ksGkMw vkj{k.kkckcrP;k mijksDr fnukad 30 ,fizy] 2005 P;k ‘kklu 

fu.kZ;kP;k ifjPNsn&4 ¼d½ e/khy “jkT; vftaD;in Li/kkZ ;k lnj [ksGkaP;k egkjk”Vª 

vkWfyfEid vlksfl,’ku’kh layXu vlysY;k vf/kd`r jkT; la?kVusus vk;ksftr dsysY;k 

vlkO;kr vFkok egkjk”Vª vkWfyfEid vlksfl,’kuus Lor% vk;ksftr dsysY;k vlkO;kr” 

;k rjrwnhuarj [kkyhy rjrwn lekfo”V dj.;kr ;koh %& 

 “rlsp T;k [ksGkph uksan.khd`r jkT; la?kVuk R;kaP;k vf/kd`r jk”Vªh; la?kVus’kh 

layXu vlsy] rlsp lnj jk”Vªh; la?kVusyk bafM;u vkWfyfEid vlksfl,’kuus layXurk 

fnysyh vlY;kl] v’kk jkT; la?kVusP;k Li/ksZrhy jkT;Lrjh; fotsR;kaukgh [ksGkMw 

vkj{k.kkpk ykHk ns.;kr ;sbZy-  R;klkBh lacaf/kr jkT; la?kVusyk egkjk”Vª vkWfyfEid 

vlksfl,’kuph layXurk gk fud”k vfuok;Z jgk.kkj ukgh-” 

3- mijksDr rjrwn [ksGkMw vkj{k.kkvarxZr fuxZfer >kysY;k o gks.kk&;k loZ ‘kklu 

fu.kZ;kauk ykxw jkghy- 

4- lnj ‘kklu fu.kZ; egkjk”Vª ‘kklukP;k ladsr LFkGkoj 

¼www.maharashtra.gov.in½ miyC/k dj.;kr vkyk vlwu 

R;kpk lax.kd lkadsrkad dzekad&20090714144012001 vkgs- 

 egkjk”Vkps jkT;iky ;kaP;k vkns’kkuqlkj o ukokus] 

              lgh@& 

       ¼fd-‘kka-ijc ½ 

    d{k vf/kdkjh] egkjk”Vª ‘kklu” 

  

(d) G.R. of 30.12.2013 does not supersede G.R. of 

20.04.2005, however, it deals with a special situation 

caused after de-recognition of 31 National Sports 

Federations by Indian Olympic Association. As 31 National 

Sports Federations were de-recognized by Indian Olympic 

Association vide their communication dated 11.07.2011; 

but, respective National Federation and State Sports 

Association did not disclose this information and 

sportsmen were misled to participate in sports events 

organized by such States Sorts Association Affiliated to de-

recognized National Sports Federation. This fact came to 
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notice of even the Authorities in the month of February 2013. 

As a result of which Sports Merit Certificates of a number 

of sports persons were treated as valid in scrutiny done 

prior to February 2013 and declared as invalid during 

scrutiny done after February 2013. In order to remove this 

anomaly GR of 30.12.2013 was issued. For ready reference, 

operating part of the GR dated 30.12.2013, which is 

covered by Clause 3 of the said G.R., is quoted as follows :- 

 
“3- R;keqGs [ksGkMwaps uqdlku gksow u;s Eg.kwu o R;kaps fgr tikos ;k n`”Vhus l/;k 

fuekZ.k >kysY;k ifjfLFkrhoj mik;;kstuk dj.;kph ckc ‘kklukP;k fopkjk/khu gksrh %& 

‘kklu fu.kZ; %& 

bafM;u vkWyafid vlksfl,’ku ;kauh R;kaP;k 11 tqyS 2011 P;k i=kUo;s 31 

jk”Vªh; la?kVukaP;k dk<ysY;k ekU;rsP;k vuq”kaxkus fn- 30 ,fizy 2005 P;k ‘kklu 

fu.kZ;krhy [ksGkaP;kckcr iq<hyizek.ks dk;Zokgh dj.;kpk fu.kZ; ?ks.;kr vkyk vkgs %& 

v½ bafM;u vkWyafid vlksfl,’kuus ekU;rk dk<ysY;k la?kVusus Qsczqokjh 

2011 uarjP;k vk;ksftr dsysY;k Li/kkZe/;s izkfo.; feGfoysY;k T;k [ksGkMwaph 

izek.ki=s ekU;rk ulY;kP;k dkj.kkLro fn- 31 fMlsacj 2013 Ik;Zar voS/k Bjfo.;kr 

vkyh vkgsr R;k [ksGkMwauk la?kVukauk ekU;rk ulY;kph ckc voxr ulY;keqGs R;k 

[ksGkMwaP;k ckcrhr T;k foHkkxkr R;kaph fuoM >kysyh gksrh R;k foHkkxkus tj lnj 

izek.ki= fn- 28 Qsczqokjh 2014 Ik;Zar iqurZikl.khlkBh dzhMk lapkyuky;kl ikBfoyh rj 

R;kph dzhMk lapkyuky;kus R;kauk bafM;u vkWyafid vlksfl,’kuph ekU;rk vkgs vls 

x`ghr /k:u iqurZikl.kh d:u |koh- ek= fn- 1 ekpZ 2014 iklwu [ksGkMwaP;k 

izek.ki=kaph iqurZikl.kh dj.;kr ;s.kkj ukgh- 

Ck½ rFkkfi] fn- 1 tkusokjh 2014 uarj gks.kk&;k uksdj Hkjrh izdzh;srhy 5 

VDds vkj{k.kkvarxZr fuoM >kysY;k [ksGkMwaps lacaf/kr foHkkxkdMwu [ksGkMwaps izek.ki= 

rikl.khlkBh vtZ dzhMk lapkyuky;kl uO;kus izkIr gksrhy R;k vtkZaP;k ckckrhr fn- 30 

,fizy 2005 P;k ‘kklu fu.kZ;kuqlkj th bafM;u vkWyafid vlksfl,’kuP;k ekU;rsph 

rjrwn vkgs rh ykxw jkghy- 

dzhMk o ;qod lsok lapkyuky;kus osGksosGh vf/kd`r Li/kkZ o la?kVukph 

vn;;kor ekghrh R;kaP;k osc lkbZVoj miyC/k d:u ns.;kph n{krk ?;koh- 

d½ ojhy iz’u gk lacaf/kr jk”Vªh; o jkT; la?kVukauh bafM;u vkWyafid 

vlksfl,’kuph ekU;rsph ckc m?kM u dsY;keqGs mn~Hkoyk vkgs-  Rklsp R;k la?kVukdMwu 

[ksGkMwauk ekU;rk ulRkkauk v|kigh bafM;u vkWyafid vlksfl,’kuph ekU;rk 

vlY;kckcr izek.ki=koj mYys[k d:u [ksGkMwauk izek.ki= nsowu R;kaph o ‘kklukph 
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Qlo.kwd djhr vlY;keqGs R;k Lak?kVukaph egkjk”Vª ‘kklukus fnysyh ekU;rk dk jí 

dj.;kr ;sow u;s ;k ckcrph dkj.ks nk[kok uksVhl ctko.;kr ;koh tj lnj izkIr [kqyklk 

vlek/kkudkj.k okVY;kl R;k lacaf/kr jkT; la?kVusoj ;ksX; rh dk;ns’khj dk;Zokgh 

dj.;kr ;koh-  rlsp ;kiq<s izek.ki=koj bafM;u vkWyafid vlksfl,’kph ekU;rk 

vlY;kps uewn d: u;s] v’kk lwpuk lacaf/kr la?kVukauk vk;qDr dzhMk o ;qod lsok 

;kauh n;kO;kr- 

M½ mijksDr ckc Hkfo”;kr ijr mn~Hkow u;s ;k djhrk [ksGkMwauh rs lgHkkxh 

gks.kkj vlysY;k [ksGkP;k Li/kZsph o la?kVusph vf/kd`rrk vlY;kckcrph [kkrjtek 

dj.ks gh R;kph tckcnkjh jkghy-”  

 
(e) Thus, it is evident that the G.R. dated 30.12.2013 

mainly deals with a particular situation wherein a State 

Sports Association Affiliated to corresponding National 

Federation had organized Sports event and issue certificate 

of merit after 11.07.2011, i.e. after Indian Olympic 

Association had re-communicated the fact of de-recognition 

of some National Sports Federation, as a result of which the 

Sports Merit Certificates of Sportsmen issued by such State 

Sports Association or National Sports Federation were held 

to be invalid till 31.12.2013. In such cases, the adversely 

affected candidates were given relief of re-scrutiny of their 

sports merit certificate as per provision of clause 3(A) of the 

G.R. of 30.12.2013.  

 

(f) In the present matter, the applicant had submitted 

three documents as sports certificates. First two are Sports 

Participation Certificates which do not qualify to be 
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considered under provisions of Clause 4 (C) of GR of 

30.04.2005. Third document submitted by the applicant is 

the Sports Merit Certificate, which is regarding event held in 

the month of August 2013 i.e. before 31.12.2013. But, it is 

an admitted fact that the applicant had participated in 

recruitment process for the post of Police Constable 

initiated in the month of April 2014 i.e. after 31.12.2013; 

therefore, there is no question of applicant’s sports merit 

certificate having been subjected to scrutiny during the 

year 2013 and getting declared invalid up to 31.12.2013. It 

is for this reason that the applicant is, in our considered 

opinion, not entitled to get benefits under Clause 3 (A) of 

GR of 30.12.2013.  

 

(g) Based on admitted facts of the matter, applicant’s 

case is covered by Clause 3 (B) of the GR of 30.12.2013. As 

the Merit Certificate held by the applicant had been issued 

by Maharashtra Tug-of War Association which is affiliated to 

Tug of War Federation of India which stood de-recognized 

during the period the Sports event in consideration had 

been organized.  Therefore, the applicant does not get 

protection either under provisions of GR of 14.07.2009 or, 

under provisions of Clause 3 (B) of GR of 30.12.2013.    
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8. Conclusions:- On the basis of above analysis, in our 

considered opinion, it is amply clear that the Maharashtra Tug-of-

War Association  which is affiliated to and Tug-of-War Federation 

of Indian which in turn de-recognizes by Indian Olympic 

Association during the period the applicant claims to have 

obtained the certificate of merit. Therefore, the applicant is not 

entitled to benefits under provisions of Clause 4 (C) of G.R. of 

30.04.2005 and also under the provisions of G.R. of 14.07.2009. 

Further, the recruitment process in which the applicant had 

participated in the instant matter has started after 01.04.2014; 

therefore, the applicant is also not entitled to benefits under 

provisions of G.R. of 30.12.2013. To conclude, the present 

Original Application is devoid of merit. Hence, the following 

order:-  

O R D E R 

 
(A) Original Application No. 563 of 2014 is dismissed for 

being devoid of merit. 

 

(B) No order as to Costs. 

 

 

MEMBER (A)     MEMBER (J) 
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