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v. ••••• Applicant 

...... Respondents 

Mr. Vi~· Mehta, le<>unse 1 f<>r the applicant. 
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(BY ~-RE C om1i \ t 
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~ ' \ ~ ' -; t. '(Y I : 
· --5~ ' He-,g--, · ~hri Vijay lVlehta,learned C0ullsel for the applicant. 

-~<:~:-:;:_,;::_-"-~:-:<~:, , _.·apklicaBt \·lho is , .. :~rl<ing as 'l'elephone 'Ins:I;:ector in the 
~.::-:-- <' I . . -

----·3£fice of the T~lecom Distri~t Manager,u:laipur, is aggrieved by 

the issue_of th~ Notification dated 7.6.95(Annex.A-4) of the Q.~, 
I . 

1\ew Delhi and tpe subse'Iuent Notification dated 23.8~95(Annex.A-6), 
-- I 

,,_: _~:~-~-~------by which a de~tmental comJ;:etitive examimtion for promotiom as 

----:: ~- ' --J~ier ~e lee~ /lOtf~~er against _15% quota is to be held on 2trl and 

,_ ' 

~--

3rd December,19
1
95.HJ.s contention is that if the examination :fQs 

- I 
tO):' the 20% qu~a is not simultaneously held then be starrls to lose 
- . ! been , 
'-:t1is seniority assuming that he might haveLneritor ious enough to 
, I 

impreve his seriiority position threugh the 20% examination. The 
I 
I 

awUc ant had 1epresented in the matter viae his letter dated 

23.8.95 (Annex.4..5) .This letter is addressed to the D .E. (Administra-
1 

. I , 
tio~ ,office o~ the Telecom District ·Manager,Udaipur.No reply has 

I been received l?Y him to this representation. 
I 
' 
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~3. 
l 
' ' 
rule 

' I do pot find anY;thing on· record which would shew the 

regardi.Og /assignment of inte~~ seniority of prom0tees of 
I ' c 

three categor i~s mantiomed in the ~~~~uitment Rules Of ~.Junior 
' 
' 

Telecom O£ficef-,1990,at Armex.A-1. The applicant is under. the 

impression thah if the examination for all the three e:tiir!m:~:k 
- I 

the 

quotas of prom:ot.iG>n within the 50% quota reserved for such promoteE 
simultaneously --

~ heldLtb.en t)he category fer which the examination -is held 
I -

t __.. ---~·-- ---~-~-----. -- ;· . ..=-_- .... - _.--,---. --~--

relatively la~er would ~-~o_d __ ~e- _;:tos~.-.- :~e:n~~¥:-_:~cra~~-- ______ -- _j 

\~lti~_it¥--w,;Q!-;1~~ 1:>~_-=as~~~-:-:,fr-~":;-}~XX*~~ the date ot 

actual promotJ.::m. J:f this impression of the applicant .is correct 
I 
I 
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then there. is, prima facie,· force in his c«>ntention that 
i 

if the exa$ination is not held simultaneously f®r all 
I 
I 

the three qategories then the category· for which the 
I 

I , 
examinatien is held at a later date stands to lGse .Since 

I 

,.r·---- ·- I 
_ .r;;~~~:~:~_;,Pl~ .. hfs been received by the applicant 

t:~~{ Sent=, at .l;~n T'" act U"l pos iti on is not .: lear • 

to his repre-

4.. .: I~ the circumstanc-es of the case I deem it fit 
i 

. • . I ' 

.,_,' .' ·tO diJ:;'J~Ct the respOndentS that the representatiOn Of the 

~--~~~g{~ated 23.8.95 (Annex.A-5) may be replied by 25th 
I , 

1:\bvember ,1~95 after he_ is given a p:!rsonal hearing by the 
·, I 

I 

Officer to !which the represen:tation is addressed. The 
• I 

i 
objections I that the applic~nt might raise during the J;ersonal 

I 
I 

hearing rna~ also be answered in the reply to be given. The 

applicant ~ould be at liberty to approach this Tribunal 
! 

if he stil~ aggrieved. by the reply Of the respondents. 
I 

.With this directiGn, the CA is disposed e£ at the admission 
I 

- stage. A cj:opy of the 0\ may be sent to each of the 

I respondents alongwith a copy of this order. 

I 
i Udw•,~ 

( USHA SEN ) 
Administrative Menber 

••• 

m 

- -- - ---------------------


