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CENTtt\L ADf\ii:il'J JST~1AT"!v c TH.IBUNAL 

ALLA!-!ABAD Be NCH : ALLAHhll-\D . ---

Origina l ,Application No. 1069 of 2001 . 

Allahabad th,is tro 09tji .. d ay ~f f·~Y 2@· 

Hon 'ble A1r . J ustice R.R .K. Trived_i, V •. c_. 

Hardayal, 
age d about 35 years , 
S/o Shri Shankar, 
R/o \lil l age ~ Post- l<arga\·:an 
P .s . -Chirgaon, Te hs i l 110ath 
Di s tr i c t : Jhans i . 

• •••• • •••• ~~rlicant. 

(By .~voe ate : Sri Rake sh verm "" ) 

versus . 

1 . Union of India 
through too Se ere tary 
:.iin is tr i' of F i n an ce 
Ne\·J Delni . 

2 . 

3 . 

Tl~ Gover n rnent of India 
through the Director 
~ j.n istr •1 of Fersonne1 t-ublic, 

~ . 
Grievances and Pens i ons (Dopartment 
of Personnel and Tr a ining ) Ne'IJ Delhi. 

The Chief c ormiiss ioner Of Income Tax, 
Civil Lines , K ~npur . 

4 . The c ommis s ioner Of Incorre Tax' 
Agra . 

• ••••••• Responde nts . 

(Oy ldvoc ate : Sri R.C . J oshi ) 

0 RD ER ... _._ ..... _ .... 

• 

By this O. A., f iled under section 1 9 of .L'ldministr (lti ~ 

Tribuna ls 1\ct 198!:: , the appl i c .. ~nt has pr ayod for quash i ng 

t he impugned order dated 22. oa . 2cx:o passed by respondent 

No . 4, Comniss i oner Incor.1e Tax, Agra by \•Jhich the 

re pr €·sentati on of thr~ app licant has been r~~ jQcted . 
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The aforesa id order has been passed by r e spLndent No . '1 

i n pursu ance of the direc tion give n by r e sponde nt No.3 

nane ly Chief Commiss ioner of Inc orr.e Tax Civil Lines , Kanpur 

vide letters d ated oo .os .2000 and 21.os.2oco • . 

2 . The le arned counsel for the applic ant has S':Jbmittcd 

that applicant v~orked for more than 240 days, if ent ira 
-/ ;--

per i od is taken into account ~ re is entitled for 

tempor ar y st ~tus . The grievance of the applic ant has not 
.. -- .. ,,;-- .>-

been considered in ~ ,ffrcorrec t manner . It is also 

submi t ted t hut the i mpu<;ned order is s t igmatic and it may 
r <!J-'.,... ./--. v- ~ 

belhurdle in future employ~nt.I t is n~ (in order~"\ 

terninat in~. ti~ cla i m of the applic ant ._"'sir.;) licitor . 

3 . The l earn2d counse l for th2 r espondents , on the ot rer 
.,.:-...... f or 
hanct..;" submitt ed t hat apr lic ant \·1orked & days i n 1995, 

69 days in 1996, 7 6 d a ys in 1997 , 235 d ays i n 1998 and 

98 days 
. 

1999 · It is submit .~e~thdt thus tre apr lic c. nt J.n 
c.. -< 

did not complete a4o d ays in any r:t~an:1 he ~·1as rightly 

not gronted te~or ary statur S So f ar as last paragr ap h 

of the impugned order is cP ncer ned, t '1e learned counsel 

for the respondents has submitted t hat as the applic ant is 

n9t e ntit led for relief in respect of service/ adverse remar1''1 
~\ l/\.,' --\ 

~~ concerned paragraph are not relevant and app l ic ant is 

not e ntitled for any r e lief. 

4 . I have considered the submission of le arned coun.se 1 

for the parties. There is no dou~t·_that th? respondent 

No.4 while r e jectinq the cl aim of the applicant has 

passed the order \'Jhich is c au sino stigma against him and 

it may be i njurious to him in future employrre nt . The 
°"~ V\k-\- '-'\ 

c laim of t he app+i c ant has/ been considered in the 
J-"' .e,\ ~ ..A- ~ 

context of LGovernm2nt orctet-' 

.. 

5 ; c ons idering the ent.i.re facts and c ircur,1stances, in 

my opinion the applicant r.Jay be given liberty to fil e 
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represe ntation befor e responde nt No . 3 Chief corrmissioner 

of Inc one Tax chal l enging the order of responde nt No.4. 

If r e pr e se ntEti~n is fil ed v-1 i thin a month it shall be 

c onsidered ~ decided 

o~J- ~ 3 months there'l'1~, 

in accord ance v.Jith lavJ v1ithin 

No order as to costs. 

Vice-Chairman. 

~1.anish/-

• 

• 

• • 


