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< 199834 SCC WM, A, Chondevarappa v. Stare ojkamﬁmu 264g B .Single Judgt_ of the i_{ig'h Court 8 the .-.acol'QS an;‘l»Lhc enquiry
3. (1995) 4 SCC 34 : 1995 SCC (L&S) 914 :{1995) 30 ATC 166, Director of - i tepori, submitted by the enquiry offichy, missed the writ petition by order

Tesbal Weljore, Govt of AP v, Loveii Giri” WY o 2 dated 22-1-1999. The appellant thereaftey Giried an unsuccessful appeal
6. 1995 Supp (2} STX: $45. Murlidhar Doyandeo Kesekar v. Vishvunath . SR before the Division Bench in LPA No. 138 ©of 1099, which was dismissed by
i Pands Barde . - SRERRE 264fp : the L.PA Bench on 3:12:1999” Hence, the presen; zppeal by special leave.
1 (19941 6 SOCR4 ¢ 1954 SCC (L&) 1349 : (1994) 28 ATC 259, Kuman 3. We have hearg (he parties at Jength, - T
O kadh . Addl, Comvmr,, Tribal Development 263¢ 4. The solgqucstion_ which czlls for degep, ion io (his appeat is, as o

The Judgment of tha Cnurr was delivered by - : whether the offshoos of the tribal Woman margias 1o non-tiibal husbaad could

H.E. SEMa, J- The appellant She Anjan Kumar is e offshoot of the ' & claim staius of ‘Schediited Tribe and ‘on ‘the $a-is of which the Scheduled
wedlock betwees Shus Lakshmi Kant Szhay, ‘District_(aya in the State of © ' Tribe certificate could be given, - - g D S
Bihar and St Tigga who belongs to Scheduled Tribe community of ' 5.1t is contended by Me M.N. Krishnamani, jearned Senior Counsel thac
Oraon Trbe, Vil Pondi -Potkona,  Distt /Division Raigarh, State of the enguiry officer conducied the. enquiry behin.; the back of the e
Madhya Prad | ar_dsr dated 7-8-_1_992 Scheduled Tribe cenificate was and ther the learned Single Judge as wel) Li'ihe Division Bengh 2
issved [0 ¢ SBM."Gava on the ground that the mother of the law di ¢ petitign ! by placing 1 o o thy g s

beloags o Oruon Trite whick s re. G ¢ ang 2 the course 17 the enquiry. e
of Madhya Pradesh. The appeifan: ppeared for © conieqpdes rmage of mother of the appeiiant (Scheduled Tribe) and
aLion in i993 conducted by the Union Public the fathe pretlant {Kavastha) has beep 2o i piid By the
raing himsell 16 be a Scheduled Tribe czndidere. In Conunnnity oF i village and the, appellant hae been transplanied into the
ok passed the wrilten test but could ot guaiify in g Triba! community and ‘therefore, “he ‘was ‘eniitiec 1o the Scheduled Tribe
zied in the Civil Service Examination conducted H certificate which was correctly granted. In thig connection, he has referred (o
by the Union Publiv Serv ¢ Commission in the year 1992 and passed the | g @ circular dated 4-3-1975 issued by the Govemment of India. Ministry of
wrilten examination. I 1993 he was called for interview. The result of the o | Home Affairs on the subjdet “Status of children belonging to the couple one
successful candidat s;ugli_shed and he stood at 759th rank in order of i of whons belongs 16 Scheauled Castes/Scheduled Tribes™. He particularly
merit. He wis als 3 Indizg Information Service Grade A, However, referred {e the portion whes a Scheduled Tribe woman marries a
the sppellant did poi ve any. final posting arder, which had resuhed in aon-Scheduled Tribe man, the children from suci, marriage may be treated as
filing many  repre £.10 the Union of India In one of.he members of the Scheduled Tribe community, if the marrizge is accepted by
representations dasexd -1994 the appellant also stated that he belongs 1o the community and_the childien are treated 3+ members of &heir own
Scheduled Tribe casegnry and his sub-caste is Oraon, e ! € community. Such chrcylars irsued from ime 4o e, being not law within the

2. Having failest i receive any positive response from the respondents, meaning of Article 14 of the Constitution, it would be of no assisiance 1o the
ne filed an origingl :tion before the Central Administrative Tribunal, : appeliant on the face of the constitutional provisiens. Further. the facts of this
Principal Bench, New Delhi being OA No. 2291 of 1994, inter alia. seeking case are however dilferen! wvitl the facis in whish #he circular was sought 1o
ditechion to the Umow: of [ndia to aliow the appellant te join training. In be clarified ) -
response 16 the nodie d by the Tribunal, the Union of India, by its letter 6. Undispuicdly, the mariage of the appelisnt's mother (tribal \\'Omanm
Gated 9-11- 1994, convs 1o the Tribunal that the appetlant has not been f' one Lakshmi Kent Sahay (leyasiha) was a cour mateiage perfarmed ourside
brought up i triba omment and that his fathier is & non-tribal and. the vitiage. Ordinarily, the Taury mamage is p med when either of the
therefore, he zanfioi b ;Fed as a Scheduled Tribe._fu . the Union of parents of bride or or the commu of the village objects o
indis, ag directed by ivibunal, conducied the enquiry (a0 the guestion i such marriage. In such an, the bride ¢ Iidegrcoﬂx suffers the
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