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11/02/2020

1. Heard.

2. Challenge in the present writ petition is to the number of seats allocated for

female and male in AlIMS, Patna.

3. It is contended that the advertisement for the above Institute was published in
the internet which has the access from all the corners, therefore, the cause of
action was partly arose in this state too. Learned counsel for the petitioner
placed his reliance in the case of Apartim Mukherjee Vs. State of Bank of
India & ors. {WP No.7480 (W) of 2019} and Walter Alfred Baid Versus

Union of India and others {1976 SCC OnLine Del 26} and would submit that



2

under the circumstances there is a discrimination as post for the male is too

less.

4. Learned counsel for the Union of India would submit that as per the notification
dated 22" of June, 2017 the AIIMS is notified under Section 14 of the
Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985 (for short 'the Act, 1985'), therefore, the

Central Administration Tribunal would have the jurisdiction.

5. Since the notification is passed under Section 14 of the Act, 1985 and the
matter is concerning the recruitment, consequently, since the statutory remedy
is provided to approach the Central Administrative Tribunal under the Act, 1985,
| am not inclined to exercise the power vested under Article 226 of the

Constitution of India.

6. Accordingly, the petition is dismissed.

Sd/-

Goutam Bhaduri

Judge
Ashu



