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IN THE CENTI<...I\L ADiviiNIS~ __ ATIVE TRIRONAL 
JODI-FUR BENCH, RA.J.HIG COURT CA.c\JPUS 

JODBPL . 
COPY OF ORDER DATED 06.02.2008 1 ASSED IN IVl!\. N0.66i2007 IN 

O.A.N0.82//2007. 
.:.\PPLI CA.l'\'T 

fu\.l\i1JiviAN DAS VAISH.l"~A V&ORS VS. 
RESPONDENTS 

.U.O.I. & OTHERS. 

!' )ate of Order: 6.2.2008 
A No. 66/2007 in OA No. 82/200} . · 

ifr. AK. Khatri, Advocate, counse~ or npplicantR. · 
1r. lV1anoj Bhandrui .• Advocate, cou · sel for respondonts No. 
to 3. 

·1r. Salil Trivedi, Advocate, counsel for respondents No.4. 
1r. J.K. Mishra, Advocate holding rief of 
ir. B. rillan, Advocate, counsel for espondentNo.5 and 7 

0 13. 
one present for respondents No. 6 d i4. 

Heard learned counsL for the parties oil M.A .. 

o. 66/2007 on condonation of del~~ and perused averments 
ade therein. · 

Ground for seeking co donation is as per the 
pleadings contained in para 2 o the M.A. whereit1, it is 
stated that the applicants acqi

1 

ired knowledge of the 
contt"n!s of letter dated 7.7.2003 only when they received 
lett~;r on 16.4.2'007. . 

Fact:i! stated in para 2 o! '!vl.A haw been denied 

v~tle par.as 1 o1~ the re~ly(counte~1 
dated 17n' Jan. U~'· 2008 

(illed by opposite parties m MA) to show that apphcant had· 
knowledge of the contents of le ter dated 7.7.2003 and he 
wafJ in pooo~ssion of relevant m~erial for seeking rcdressat 
of his grievance, if any. In para of cotmter a reference is 
also tnade to the consequential Seniority List dated ll 0' 

May, 2005 and Order dated 281h July, 2005. TI1e above 
avem~t>nts, haw to be read fong with the pleadings 
contamed m para 4.18, 4.19 an

1

d 4.21 as lNell as Annex. 
A/21 :md Annex. A/23 to the q.A. Annexures re~en·ed in 
the said paragraphs which will spow that the applicants had 
taken steps for redressal of thef grievance (now raised in 
this O.A.) by filing representatibns as early as in the year 
2005. 

ln this vit.~W of!he mattet~ explanation given in 1\,f.A 
ftll' col!doning delay in filing 0. \. cannot be accepted :md 
his ~·LA praying for condonin" the delay, deserves to be 
\~.iected. 

. ~ ·~ . 

The le:=~rnerl co1 n~el fi1r tho :lnnlicruJii-1. 

PT~ 



~towever, sul~mitl,ed that, though, ~here is no specific pleading 
tn the O.A. ttselt that reprosentat10ns made in tho year 2.005 
wot\l dc\cid,•d or no order deciding these rept~sentatiatis ,las 
bt1<HI commtmicHlod t.o the applicm1t.s but; ho lms instmct.ions 
to stnte that said n~pre~ntation/s are st.ill pending. 

· Shri Manoj Bhandari, Advocate (fllong v.~th Sbri Salil 
TriV(Hli and Shri B. Klnm, Advocates), appearing on behalf of 
th~ Opposite Parties, ho,.,.·ever, stated that as per 
r:.<cordliustructions available today Vlith him,aforesaid 
represental.ion(s) filed in the year 2005, \\>""ere decided vide 
order dated 7111 December, 2005 but, he is unable in absence 
of specific instmct.ions, ,.,.nether, said order dated 7.12.2005, 
w11s communicated to the applicant and, if so, whorL · 

Bt"\ thnl as it may, if the representation(s) flled by the 
applicants in the year 2005 still pending, there is no rea':lon a.'l 

to why the same should not be docided and if s.-lld 
rcpres~.mtalion(:;:) have been decided vide order duted 
7.1"2.2005 tlP:•n said 'ordet·'ought to have been communicated 

. to !he appiic;mt. It. goes without saying, tbat if tl1e 
r"Bpt'¢:'Wnlation(') have not been decided, tl1e san1e ma.y now 
be decided prderably \Vithin. three months of receipt of a 
C<'I1ili~>d COfl:,' of t:!Jis order and decision be communicated--

.. . .. ' 

- forthwith to the applicants. lf resentation(s) have. already 
been decided vide order dated 7.12.2005 (as per statement of 
Sh. Manoj Bhmldc'1l·i, Advocate, as noted above in this order) 
then, it must be commlll!icated to the applicants for taking 
such sf eps ;1·,: may be advised. Further, it is clarified that irJ 
case, order daf,~d 7.12.2005 (referred to above) exists and 
also communic;!t.ed in the past~ then the respondents are not' 
expected to nnd·.'ftake the 'exercise' again. 

In vi~w of the above discussions, tl1is M.A. praying 
for condon a! ion t'or delay is rejected. 

jrm 

-~./J_L __ d._ . .J?_ 

s:e~-~ 
[ A.K. YOG_] 
MEMBER[J) 


