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By Just1ce V. Ra3agopa1a Reddy:

L,As Jall the six above OAs involve the same

i
e

fadts;féhd4pf\iaw, they are disposed of by this common

2. For .the purpose of conveniénce, the facts

in OA No0.961/97 are stated herein:

.

h‘Divisioh - Clerk of the Special Organising Committee on

R which was held at New Delhi, on a consolidated salary

(for short SAI) came into existenée, he was

fiappo1nted ih ‘the same post w.e.f. 1.4.1984. The

s

;52{1. The app}icant was appointed as Lower:
'L"k‘ 23 9, 1982 to conduct the IXth Asian Games ' smoothly,

of Rs 600 per month., When the Sports “Authority of 

PO
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grievance of the applicant is that the' rgspondents

"~ ”~ -

-were applying the pick andxchoose.bo1icy in promoting

the LDCs to UDCs as is evident from the fect that the
juniors to the app]icants, Respondents No.3 to 8, have
been. promoted earlier to the app1ieantfin tHe year
1992; Respondent No.2 has been appointed as caretaker
on 13.)6.1984f by-passing the applicant. The O0OA is
therefore filed seeking to give promotion to the

applicant following the same policy of promotion as

~

was  followed in respect of the respondents who were

.o

. -juniors to him.

3. In the reply a pre11m1nary obJect1on has‘

"been ra1sed as regards the 11m1tat1on. On merits it .

“is 'admitted"tHat as the committee was wound up on

”13.3.1984 w1th grace of SAI all the employees work1ng

¥;Jﬁ' on ad hoc¢ ‘basis were appointed 1in 1984 _.The applicant

ﬁfwes appointed on 1.4.1984 and he was at S1. No.13.

1Two posts of Care Taker were available for appo1ntment

R

e.

¥
¥

*Téiék;} The draft seniority list of LDCs and 'others.
gqee circulated onf25f2.1991 which has been revised and
[tﬁé' revised dreft iiet.was fina1ised on 22:11.1991.

{Ifa is subm1tted that the names, .of Respondents No.3 to'

3

“the name.of the app11cant in this OA was shown at s,

6. averred that

It was further

;anq_-as the Respondent No.2 was one of the candidates,
_‘was appointed by the .Selection " Committee after -

71ﬁperyiew1ng five candidates. The applicant did not -

'8 are shown at S1.  No.3, 4, 5, 6, 20 and’ 21 whereasf"

No. 17 " Thus the applicants were junior to the ‘

‘Qestﬁon ‘the appointment of Respondent No.2 asAa-CareEf'”

_respondent No.3, 4, 7 -and 8 though senior to:‘“
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‘-némely;' the Scheduled Castes and were, the re,,

‘became senior to .the applicant. The order of

3.10.1991 was also filed at Annexure R-IV along with

the counter.

4, None appears for the app1icénts, in these

ENEN

.. cases, either in person or through'counsé1. Heard the

_f1eérned éounse1 for the respondents. Since a11 these

e .matters pertain to the yéar 1997, we are disposing the.

7

same - on _merits after consideration of the available
'_'}p1eadings. ~ We have carefully considered the grounds
iféiéeé .- by J;he épplicants in the OAs and the
'aconieﬁtibns ;;ised :by ‘the learned counsel forA the

“résppndehts.

L

=7}1ihitatioh‘was raised, it has to be disposed of at the

B

‘thﬁeéﬁdlda;» Thp, learned counsel for the respondents
tﬁgtfRespondent No.2 has been promdted as Care

~.

oﬁed the order of

chtended

“iin 1991 ‘and by that date, the respondents No.3 to 8

S SN / -
have-‘'been promoted as UDC. If the applicant found

o

uto~xhim; he should have fi1édlthe OA within the period
of .. limitation from the date of the seniority list was
mcirg@1éted‘-in'1991. Thus it is argued that the OA is

ib‘ﬁféa%”by'1imitation. In the OA it was not explained

s

.thw fthé OA is within the period of limitation in

2 iParagpéphﬁ3. In the body of the a§p1ication, in

promoted as UDC against reserved vacancies and thus .

5. Since the preliminary objection of'

j6;10.1984. By that time, theé applicant was

circulated:

thaﬁ'QRespondent No.3 to 8, have'been promoted earlier

- —————
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'Paragraph 21 it was stated that the applicant had

;u'prev1ous1y fi]ed: an'application before ‘the Tribunal

the app11cant to file afresh. No material in
ovath}sta11egat1on has beenmfi1ed. We 'have
'phé’étﬁéf OAs. Whereéin also similar averments

n those'OAs also no

‘. .y
Jing the OA. It has a1so seen that no

ﬂTSEi‘ In fact the 11m1tat1on starts from - the

when R 3Eto R 8 hahbbeen promoted -In ¥1ew of

these c1rcumstances, the app11cant cannot ‘be said to

L

.Hewever, the OA

stipu]ated

under'21~of'th Adm1n1strat1ve Tr1bunals Act, 1985,

N

~

" +the circumstances,

the OA has to be

We have
whereby 'Respondent
‘c1ear

It' is

\nd Member of SAf\

1

-app11cants for the sa1d posts and
/ 3 ‘
|

1

-

¥ irge :{'g-)“'"q":“, 'Kav_"“tl”rn.-x'l B e Ty

‘sat the same was “allowed to be w1thdrawn w1th 11bertyf

Member -of AS(Stad1am) and anotherr
(Adm1n1strat1on), cons1dered ﬁtHej

wd posts of Care Taker.,‘It was stated‘

gy att et i, o v

4‘, ‘.
e




have

in the said

ST. No.z,'
It is

c1ear that only 5 persons had app11ed for

?'therefore,f

L

the sa1d post and Respondent No.2 be1ng one of the

ypersons has been selected.” We do not f1nd any warrant

iito 1nterfere ‘with the said order.

N

~jthe 1earned counsel for the respondents ‘brodght
'to our not1ce the sen1or1ty 11st which has been filed

Annexure R-3 to the counter. " The said list has

ot

xbeen prepared 1n November, 1991 and admitted]y it has

Tbéenrc1hcu1atedx The'Respondents No.3,‘4, 7 and 8 are

'“fNo,B to 6 as seniors to the applicant

No.17. The respondents‘No.S and
NG.20 and 21 of the said

H
|

The order of . promot1on, dated 12.9.1991,

Hence 'they'7were promoted
1

e o
W ’

respondentsg he:?cannot have . any
3 - '

/

R e L

been

reéardsvthe promotjon tokthe post of

and are admittedly, jdnidrs to 'the

S1nce the app]oants,’Were“

B
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