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OA. MO. 1324/2004

Mew Delhi tMs the 28^^ day of ApriJ, 2008

Hou'ble mti Shaisker Ss^a, M&mh&s fJ|

Ifix. Ratliatiatii Sanyai,
S/o Late Soaaiiath Saiiyal," :„4|.,
R/o 1i-B, Royalfi, Shifa^-^n' Pity,
iniiimpm'am, Ghasdsbad, 201010

|By Aduocate: SlxiiS.K. Das) ;;
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2.

Utiioii of Mdia, TbrQugh tiie Secretmy,
Ministry of Broadcasting,
Shastii Bhaw^, New"'©

Director Gestieral ol Doordfsr'^haaj
Mandi HouserCopeimciis Margi
New Delhi.

(By Advocate: Shri KiyeevSharuia)

-Appiiciaiit

-Respondents

'• ' OMBER iOmn

Hon'ble Bhri Shaakeig Hala. Member m

Heard the cQimsei.

2. As ruled by the Apex Court in Food Corporatioo of ladia Vs.

Farmiiottam Das Baasal 2008 |2) SCALE 205 that despite a provision

of Aissared Caieer i^o^-^sioii Scheme^ promotional avenues in tJie

sesrwice jurisprudence are necessarily to foe bestowed upcin a Govea'nment

servant.

3. in the light of above, appiicant, who is a TV Assistant Hesws

Cojxespondeut, seeks en-cadreaient for grant ofpromotion, i^4iich is not

permissible in law, as in policy decisions creation of ^as- posts is ^
prerogative of the Gownment, keeping in liglit the dicta of theApex

\ • .

Coui-t. (supra), respondents aie direct^l to consider the claim of Ihe

applicant Ibr creation of promotional avenues to remQV& any heart

burning witljin the cadre.. Ilsia shall be done, on a thorough



; /T. X>
con^deraiion, hy passing a speaidiig order within a period of three

months from thedate ofreceipt of a copy of tWs order.

4. In^ewof abovSi OAstands feposedof. Ho costs.

ec. •


