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Case No: DNO/26/CCPD/6228 

In the Matter of

Complainant          

Shri Kartikey Singh                                                     

Versus

Respondent

The Director, AIIMS, New Delhi 

 

1.       Gist of the Complaint

1.1      The Complainant, Shri Kartikey Singh, a person with benchmark locomotor disability, submitted a
grievance dated 20.04.2026, contesting that he had qualified the AIIMS Common Recruitment Examination
(CRE) under Group Code 02, securing All India Rank 165 and OBC-PwBD Category Rank 2. It was
submitted that despite his merit, his candidature had been cancelled, and he had been denied participation
in the choice filling process for seat allocation. The Complainant contended that a vacancy under the UR-
PwBD category at ICMR, Delhi ought to have been allotted to him as reservation for persons with
benchmark disabilities is horizontal in nature and extends across all social categories, subject to fulfilment
of the prescribed eligibility conditions. The Complainant further submitted that he fulfilled the prescribed age
criteria after availing the applicable relaxation for persons with benchmark disabilities and that no candidate
with higher merit in the PwBD category was available for the said vacancy. Accordingly, the Complainant
prayed for restoration of his candidature and allotment of the vacancy on the basis of merit.

2.       Hearing

2.1.      A hearing was conducted on 23.07.2026 in hybrid mode, wherein the fol lowing
parties/representatives were present: 
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Sl. No. Name of the Parties /
Representatives On Behalf of

1 Shri Kartikey Singh Complainant

2 Shri M.K. Singh, Asst. Controller
of Examinations Respondent

 

3.       Record of Proceedings

3.1      The Respondent submitted that the subject matter of the present complaint is already pending
adjudication before the Central Administrative Tribunal (CAT) in O.A. No. 1567/2026, wherein the Tribunal
has directed that the result relating to the disputed post be kept on hold. It was further submitted that the
recruitment examination was conducted for multiple participating institutions and that the vacancies,
including those reserved for persons with benchmark disabilities, were reported by the respective
institutions in accordance with their approved reservation rosters and were compartmentalized into different
vertical categories, namely UR, OBC, SC and ST. The Respondent submitted that the Complainant, being
an OBC candidate, could not be considered against a vacancy earmarked under the UR-PwBD category in
accordance with the vacancy position reported by the concerned institution. It was further submitted that
AIIMS merely conducts the examination and allots candidates against the vacancies as reported by the
participating institutions. The Respondent also informed the Commission that a public notice had already
been issued clarifying that the result pertaining to the concerned post would remain subject to the outcome
of the pending proceedings before the Central Administrative Tribunal.

3.2      Upon hearing the submissions of both parties, the Court observed that the Respondent had
specifically stated that the issues raised in the present complaint are substantially identical to those pending
before the Central Administrative Tribunal in O.A. No. 1567/2026 and that the recruitment process
concerning the disputed post has been kept subject to the outcome of the said proceedings. The Court also
sought confirmation from the Complainant regarding the pendency of the matter before the Tribunal.

3.3      The Court observed that the same cause of action cannot ordinarily be pursued simultaneously
before two different judicial or quasi-judicial forums. In view of the admitted pendency of the dispute before
the Central Administrative Tribunal involving the same subject matter and parties, the Court considered it
inappropriate to entertain parallel proceedings in the present complaint. Consequently, the Court has
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determined no further intervention necessary. 

4.       Accordingly, the case is disposed of. 

Yours faithfully,

(S. Govindaraj)
Commissioner


