1 O.A. No. 563/2014

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
VERSUS
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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ORDER
(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/
3R/, /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.

() 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.

() 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 -1 given below :-
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TABLE-I
Category |Open |S.C. |S.T. |[VJ-|VJ- |VJ- |VJ- | SBC | OBC | Total
A |B C D
Sportsman | 4 1 1 B [ e — NN UNEE S 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 :-

“sforeee qivers a5

afa,
! qURIT A1giaT 217ga,
JIgaalaist, JAN HAld= A2ISdes,
HgaIRT
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PHIB 9093/ T3, /§ & 3(9/20 98 FAGIAR, 3711 &.0€.20 98

Hasi-9) a1 drlcilar gt BHID 909/ 3010/ QL. 33/ $EC(9/20 98,
@i 29.0§.2098

?) 8. Jaicias, PIs1 d Jaw, AZRIE 25w, o AlaebsIet a5
PHIB FAI-CIEC /98- 98/ 9§ 8/aBI- 99, fadiap 209.0C. 2098

fawe ;- FigeaR fowegt Qieti st -20 98
Qe (orars aarep3an sticict! foias 2e eaarad.

3wl Aae g Aweead Hatavena dd @, gAd agear fSiegr qit
33l - 2098 L2 FAeBIZ- Foel Faglger Qictial (oarz a&l feras awevena e
305, AT Qeiel Al dc3l GaF! AIaT Bl PisI [ANAT® BIAPRIA PiST
QARG G5AIBNBIA AT BIAiciassler Jasilar eAia 9 3iead Azl A,
P51 T Jaw, AFRIE A2, o A5 QSN 30e Fld.

SWIFT GATE UG HEl. Haleidw, Pisl d Jaw, AFRNE A<, go
il enEter (121 a P51 (@31 B 9) ABIEN-200/9.P.5C/BIFA- 2, et
30 Ole 2004, Reid °9 Ja 200§, 9¢ AFaz 200§ (°) PHAID
HAPI3MT- 9008 /(4.86. 9CR/0§ )/ BIFA-2, [eatias 0§ # R200c (3) PHAID
PI3AI-990C/(4.55. 398/0C)/BIg-2/ el 29 30oRE 200C (&)
APM-300c/(9.8.3§/0C)/BlgA-2, faiw ¢ A 2093 (%)
PIqell-2 90¢/(4..450/0C)/PIgA-2, Raiw 20 Fcaz 2093(§)
APIEN-2002/0.3.6C/PIGA-2, Baiw 3o Baz 2093 3@l usast detl
3, sl GERINTT qIg2a ASTIA el AR BHEe AT [Feiab 99.02.2099
dced A A1 BTN FAT 3300, FABA AF(EA HAGEAA AlA FIFT.
qraAdq . GURINIT AIGRITT YA & 3AGAR TE-31/d/PH A gFiBRaAl fled
Baictl RAesldwads Eal §u ddla aHcend JAeHla FAlG 2 8 gAead Al
PIATAIA PeBlA 3B,

AGS ABL AT, PIST d Jamw, HAFRIE e, ga Aldbsiet IuNEd
HAaaflar gigaR sl qichia Parg aamwiar Adia @ec Restawaas Siar g
A acEE JAH] ABIZ qaoiga Qe g adl aict] fbas e sevena da

3118,
B/ -
qictiar sielieres, dgear (v @idier)
i RN qichat 3q 3if&eies ()
Qe 3iefleias Tg2aR Blal.

FAIBA - Qifel. FGearR 2F2 al. 2.
/- H&B 4. S URINT qIgRion ssga 1. Talarsl, A Fd=
FALNITAB, TR Al 3i6T Q.  GTA Glae &idl [Reaiapla szl

SIATT! GZHA A A2 1 BT G2 B2, ”
(€9 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/ 3T/ G 3R/ 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.

() 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.

(g7 The applicant has contended that the respondent

authorities should have considered clause no. A and B of



5.
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Government Resolution issued by School Education and

Sports Department, Government of Maharashtra bearing

No. IERIEN/2002/9.55. 68/ HgH-2, HACH, Heg-3¢, 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).

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.”

Chronology of Pleadings and Final Hearing :-

(@) 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:-

(@) 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 :-

(1) Clause 4 (C) of the Government Resolution No.
THIE-2002/ T35, 68/ 1FgH-2, HAT, Hes-37,
dated 20.04.2005 issued by the School

Education and Sports Department, (in short, ‘GR
of 20.04.2005’)

(i)  Government Resolution No. HIETEfS-

2108/ 9.4.538/ 08/ fgd-2, HATerd, Has-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. IT1ell/ 2002/ F.5. 68/ FIFH-2, AT, Hes-3%,
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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“9) PistavaD EAl
3IRIA Uglae [agard] QU] Aesige Pisianees A ACAAIAT
BIAIR] Detet] SR -

31)  TE-BIFHEN BTN ..o,

(F)  TAE-T IS BN oo,

(B) Te-& a3 7S SiFar
He? geiaidl & = Rasien ddAlFds 3iear Jife Bist
JqelfAe] fbAE oo 3ifsiaaue ela gaA, &dla a gdla
1 Qi 32T fabar Had, 31 fbar abr=l uges Qi epearel
RABIE,
5 Sifiame el a1 AeT RABIEN ASRIE  3iiAldus
3IFIRIEIa9R FAeoer 3racien 3ifdlpa e Jazaa 3foa
P IIASA 31al FAZRIC 37 e aa:
3T DR IAENA, A Qiawengs 3@ Fadiadicl
PisT qifaver [Fastan-an 3AzarrA qren==r 3rad, dafFassia
fapar suFBIE Fazarel FelFe H1o1 dR ABIZA! ARAIS]
faar ear e gl
i sraAed (NCC) 3is2 3iitweedl 2 [#53ge gl
s 2 FqEIAL ges qre Bact] @fad.”

(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 :-

“.omar frofer:
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RABIE JRAMFEAZ 3qRlFd [&aies 30 Pa, 2009 = oIt

ferdtaren a¥esa-s (@) FAeer “Iroer sifsiaaas Jqet ar Jae RABlel AFRIE
3iiterfFaas 3rARIEoEIoN Heroer 3raaic=Ir ifeiepa 2ioel Heaeaa st A=l

3rAIEIA 3ieal ABRIE SiiicilFqes 3rirerasa 2ad: 3ol el SAd”
& 2GR TNt AGE AANATE eBToII el : -

“ada = AT Flgvlipa e FAacal =l Jftepd g dacaeh
&1l 3T, dda Aa? AT Heaeal 33e iiletlFaes AP FHATAAT
@A sete=, 3ien A5 HAgcaw=n Feldlar Aeada Aacnag RABE
SIREITTET S8 A AT, =rAd] AFfEIa 2AA5e Haeaar AZRIG 3illidges

3rFIRIpoIEH] FHeioeidl g1 ferept sifeiardt 2grame agl.”

3. STRIFT A RBIZ, HRTIATA (9N ST a FY-1 T et
ferdteria &y sidie.

8. HgT  orFed [l ABRRE  oUFarEN  Habd  RIAlaR

(www.maharashtra.gov.in) 3ucisE &2vd el 3i3e
T HINIEB HiebAlD BHIDB-200900998 9550 92009 315,

FAFRICTE JETIET e 3GONGAR q Fared,

S/ -
(1. o1 q2a )
et 3B, AgRIE one”

(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. =A@ Aesizd FepAl §ig A2 FFUA d &id A sTaid A1 el A
ferata stice=n aRfFerdlas 3araisien aeverEl e onderen faariela sldl -
ot forofey - -

3l5%= 3iiciiues SIARIDeE i =i 99 et 2099 &= qHEad 39
Gl FHacaAl= HlBEcRll FlRIA= HFuana f&. 30 U 2008 = AT
ferderielier Aaienaiaa geleadaA BHriaig] HwEl [Fvlel 8o e 33 :-

31)  EE3Fa siciiuas ARG AlGIAl Blecicell Hacaa Bgar!
2099 FaeE AN DAl FElFed QAT [FHeBlAdicr o ABFA
QAT AIAT TAIET BRUTAT & 39 STz 2093 wela 3ider s2favena
3IEh 3EA &1 FABIZA! HECHIA! HIIA TACH] FIF AN FACAHeB =T
HABZE TEAA Fo [@Ae19nA =il foras suaied! gidl & [siona s Ja
TATTTH (&, 2 BFAr] 20 98 Tid gadqraAina! Bisl AT qBlact a2
&l Blsr Agieraieiiat &iar 3536 3ieiiua AN HleTAr 308 3R
Jdla ema gadqrRrdl &Ha aidl. AE & 9 F;d 2098 GRA RABIFE
TATTTHE AT BA ST IET-

) aenfu, 2. 9 suaardl 2098 &ae glUn- dlaT #7dl ABiAdeT ¢
EFD IREITIIANT f1as Fciean RAasiga AlEid [Qsionesga RAaiga GAITT
aqrENAE] 315t P51 AaletaA1eT21A Fiat QI ZiAle & stz iFidla 2. 30
olier 200y =1 endal fadiaiaare Sfl 3faga icifuer srAifeeEz=n AEdddl
az2azg 3ie dl enay T,

Pi3l @ Jaw A TaEAiaa ABlABl Sifdga el a Facad
3IEAAEA FHIFA] &1 AT HIE2ae 3Uctae] Bret U] Gl &,

>) adler mear g1 Aadteia regler a el FacaaA 3fETa Jiciiua
SrAIRTDeEH] AEIAH q1a 368 T BHEAHD 33HA 3iE. AT &l AACHBZA
RBIZA] HEAl FTHAA 3ETs] 33T eified A Aear
AT AT 3TIHA B3 ABIZA! AT 39a &l a eniarat
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BHAAYE B SACAHD =N HECAl] AFRIE AT [t Al B 28
BHUIA A &2 AT FIAAH] SBIR0 FIAAT FNSIA TSIV ATl 572 AGZ QI ZEAAl
SIAAIENABIRY AR &I AAlEId e Ageaas aoer A wragedz wreag
FIRIA T, FAE AGS GAMTAEGR FEAA Jicilud JARITrE At
SIACAIE FHG B 2, 3ol JAA AdEA HACHA JGard ISl d Jaeb Aal
] G,

3)  3uRlad a1d HESIT G3d 384G A A1 HAAI ABIFeA! d A5
8z 3iHce= RAeBre= qeldl a Facad! Siferpadl SAcIAIEaad] FATTa

B2 & =l staaerdt s ”

() 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. 0f 30.12.2013.

() 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:-

ORDER

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

being devoid of merit.

(B) No order as to Costs.

MEMBER (A) MEMBER (J)

Kpb/D.B. O.A. No. 563/2014 appointment



