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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(C) 6482/2019 

 KAILASH CHAND SHARMA AND ANR.  ..... Petitioners 

    Through: Mr. Ranjit Sharma, Advocate. 
 
    versus 
 
 UNION OF INDIA AND ORS.    ..... Respondents 

Through: Mr. Vijay Joshi & Mr. Himanshu 
Pathak, Advocates for respondent 
No.1. 

 Ms. Avnish Ahlawat, Ms. Ankita 
Ahuja, Ms. Palak Rohmetra & Ms. 
Sakshi Shairwal, Advocates for 
respondents No.2, 3 & 4. 

 
 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIPIN SANGHI 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJNISH BHATNAGAR 

 

 O R D E R 

% 31.05.2019 

 
C.M. No. 27442/2019 

 Exemption allowed, subject to all just exceptions.   

 The application stands disposed of.   

W.P.(C) 6482/2019 

 The petitioner assails the order dated 28.03.2018, whereby the 

petitioner’s Original Application No.1130/2018 was dismissed by the 

Central Administrative Tribunal, Principal Bench, New Delhi (CAT/ 

Tribunal).  The Tribunal by the common order dated 20.03.2018 has 



dismissed several Original Applications, wherein the applicants had sought 

the relief that their applications for the posts of TGT advertised by the 

respondents be considered despite the fact that they did not have the CTET 

qualification till the cut-off date by when the applications could be made, 

which was 15.06.2012.  The petitioners acquired the said CTET 

qualification after the said cut-off date, and on that premise, sought 

consideration of their applications. 

 We have rejected several other writ petitions raising the similar plea 

on the premise that such an exception would lead to discrimination against 

others who did not apply against the posts in question on account of the 

requirement of clearance of CTET test being made an essential qualification.   

 We do not find any merit in this petition and dismiss the same. 
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