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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, ALLAriABAD* 

-Circuit Bench at Lucknow.

Registration 0 .A* No. 13 of 1988 (L)

Smt. Manju Lata . Applicant

Versus

Union of India S, O t h e r s . Respondents,-

Hon ,̂ K.Madhava Reddy, Chairman 

Hon, B .C , Mathur. Vice Chairman

In this application under Section 19 of 

the Administrative Tribunals Act X III of 1985 the 

applicant has challenged the seniority list of Librarians 

in the office of All India Radio, Lucknow. The claim 

for seniority was rejected as early as 3*12.1981. No 

further representation was made so far as seniority was"^ 

.concerned. The question of seniority thus became final 

in 1981.That was long before the Tribunal was established 

and much more than three years prior to the constitution 

of the Tribunal. Ctaly when another Librarian,who 

according to the applicant, was junior to him, was 

promoted she made a representation on 20 .4 .1985 . As 

the seniority list had become final by an order of 

3 .12 .1981 , this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to her 

grievance in this regard.

2 . So long as the grievance of the applicant, wdth
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reference to seniority thi&v,-app4ixe«3â .. cannot be 

entertainea,the claim of the applicant does not seem to 

have any merit. Apart from the aba/e, the question of 

pomotion is said to be under consideration of the 

Competent Authority,upon the representation of the

t - • applicant * Nothing said herein will stand in the way
t

of the applicant moving the Tribunal later if  her 

representation is rejected.

In this vievj of the matter, the application 

is accordingly dismissed.

Vice Chairman^^^ Chairifian

Dated the 2nd May, 1988; 

RKM
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C e W t R A L  A D M I M I S I K A I I V E  I R I B l i W A L
ADDITIONAL BEi^ICH,

23-A, Thornhill Road, Allahabad-2 1 1C01

Registration No. of

APPLICANT <̂5̂ ' fvClu/tc.I UlV^ni^ I ^3  ̂ -••• ..•.••04ta« .A......... ....... ........

RESPONOENT(s) .. ......

• •••• «•••••••«••••••••*•««•« ••«•••••««• •»«»«•< a

V- Particulars to be examined Endorsement as to result of Examination

1. Is the appeal competent ?

2 . (a) Is the application in the prescribed form ?

(b) Is the application in paper book form ?

(c) Have six complete sets of the application
been filed ? ^

3. (a) Is the appeal in time ?

(b) If not, by how many days it is beyond ( j ^  L c/ qu y
t i me? *o€Ia  c^<;/€e/ô O'4'

(c) Has sufficient case for not making the « 4  ^
application in time, been filed ?

, ]>9/ i  ^ ^  w

4. Has the document of authorisation;Vakalat-
nama been filed ? ^

 ̂A/b

fL  V "

' 5. is the application accompanied by B. D /Postal- 

6. Has the certified copy/copies of the order (s)

Order for Rs. 5 0 /-

against which the application is made been 
filed ?

7. (a) Have the copies of the documents/relied 

upon by the applicant and mentioned in 
the application, been filed ?

(b) Have the documents referred to in (a) 
above duly attested by a Gazetted Officer 

and numberd accordingly ?
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IN OHE CEH i m  AMKISTRATEVE mHJHAL 

ADIE SOH j6L BIHCH- Itr ALI.AnAMD 

Case No. of 198?

B E W M

Smt. Man^u L 3̂  . . .  Applicant

V e p s u s

Union of India & others •*.BespoQdeQts

APPLICATLOR UKDEB SEC. 19 0̂ ' THE 
AMHIoTRAUVE THLHJHIl S‘

For use In trf.bunals office;

Date of ftllng-,- 
OR

Date of receipt-

by post«.

BegistjpattoHi no* »• • ,« , »* •**••••

Signature of the Regtstjpajp
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14» Annexa re Np;. 3̂3 ^ 3 -^!?,
Copy of direction Issued by respondent 
no. 3 dated 13,8,86

Copy of promotton order of respondent 
no. 7 dated 25,8,86 Issued by 
respondent no, 4

16» tofe:siare Np-jij
Copy of promotion order of 117 Transmission 
Executives for the post of Programme Bxecu- 
tlve dated 28th August, 1987 Issued by <̂ 7 — 
respondent no, 2

\ < b 3 ~  111

18- Bank Draft N o ,^  CiC%\Cl jjated ^

17- Â ftexqye„>.y.,̂ y.
Copy of reminder dated 18,9.1987

for Hs

19- Vakalat nama

Place t^udcnow 

Dated;

Raju/«

APPLICMT

k k o g h  ^

( R.B,PaHdey ) 
Myocate,, 

Counsel for the petitioner /  
Applicant.

618- Jawahar Bhawan, 
Lucknov.
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BEmi.S or ^PIiIuAHOHife 

1- PARHCulABS OF THE ipPLIGAHT:-

(I) Hame of tie Applicant:- Smt, Hanju Lata

(II) Name of Husbancl:- Spt B^D.Tewarfl

(III) Deslgaa'^on aQd oiUce Senior Librarian 
. In «hlch emplbyeds.

All India Badio

L a c k n o w ,

(Iv) Office Address:- 18- Vldhan Sabha Marg*

-Y Lactcnow.

(v) Address for service Sat, Manju Lata 
of alX notices;

Senior Librarian,

All India Radio, 

IS-Vldhan Sabha Marg, 

Lucknow,

1- PARTLOULABS 0^ W  RESPOHD® TS:-

(I) Name &/or designation of tae respondents;*

(a) Sec retard,Govt, d* India, Ministry of 

InformatloB and Bi^adcastlng*

(b) Director General, Aix India Radio,

(c) Station Director, A n  India Radio,

(d) Station Director, Door Darshan Kendra,
♦

Lucknow,

(e) Sri H,C,Sanwal, Progranime Executive,

(f) Sri Haresh Kumar, Transmission Executive

(g) Bffi, Suman Saxena, Floor Manager,

Door Darshan Kendra, Lucknow,

(II) Office Address of tbe respondents:- As abb«

(III) Address for service of all notlces^-Asabove
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3- PARTtCbLAR OF M  OBBER AGAINST WHtCS 
APPLlCiiHOH IS MABE:-

The application on behalf of the 

applicant Is being prefej*jea In natujje of 

dljcection for aetewdnatlon of sentorf.ty and 

consideration of proisotlon ultb retrospective 

effect. The matter Is related with service 

condition of the applicant.

P

r

i

4. JUBISHCUON Oi* Tii£ TRlBONALs.

The applicant further declares that 

being a central Govt, employee and serving 

nnder the Stalaon Director, All XndQ.a Radio 

Lacicnow \»nlch Is iflt^n the jailsdlctlon of 

this Hon*ble Trf.banal,

5 - L IM lJ E A T iO H } *

The applicant further declares that 

the application Is wltfeln limitation prescribed 

In Section 21 of the Adidnlstrative Tribunals 

Act, 1986,

6* FACTS OW THE GASBt .

The facts of the case are given belowt<

(1) That the applicant possesses the degree 

01 B,Sc, and B.I«5c, was Initially appointed 

as Librarian under respondent no. 3 against a 

clear and sabstantlve vacancy In the year 

1974 and sh« Joined on 16,20,1974,
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11. That OB 1.7.81 the pespoRdent no. 3 

prepared a combined seniority list of Pregpamnie 

Secretaiieg/Stadlo«Executlves/I»lhrajclans and 

Se&lop Llbrailang woriclng In the office of 

l̂ bor Darsban Kendra and J0.1 India Radio In 

^ .P . Though this senlojlty list was not 

circulated and the applicant any how came to 

know In the month of September, 1981 that her 

name has been placed at SI. No. 8 by lowing 

all the details which Is dls1^]xited.

: 5 )

111. That It Would farther pertinent to 

^  mention that respondent no, 6&7 have been

^  placed at SI. No. 4&5 respectively In the

aforesaid seniority list prepared on 1*7.81 

who are mnsh junior than the applicant.

Iv- That It  Is further ptated that the 

respondent no. 6 was appointed on the post of 

librarian on 2,6.1975 where as the respondent 

no. 7 also In similar situation was appointed 

on same post on 25.11.1975 and both the respon- 

dents I .e . e&7 were regularised from the date 

of their Initial joining, while In the case 

of the applicant the date of regularf-satlon was 

made w .e.f. 29.10.1996 In discriminatory treat­

ment, A photostat copy of the extract of Senio­

rity list dated 1.7.3981 Is annexed herewith 

as AaNEKJ BE Nft^gg to tfcls appllcatloB.
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It Is crystal clear that the matter of the 

applicant has not been considered according to 

legal requirement In detejminatlon of seniority 

A copy of the response dated 14th Octote r, 2981 

given by the Admlnlstrativ© Officer, on behalf 

of respondent no, 3 Is annesced herewith as 

^  to this application.

vll- That after receiving the reply dated 

14th October, 1981 the appilcstfit further prefe­

rred her application dated 17.30*3981 after
®v

narrating legal and factual poslllon. The 

applicant further stated that the appilBlatat 

of Sri H*G.Sanval was not made on the post 

of Librarian . The said Mr. SanwaX vas not 

even having necessary qnallflcaUon of 

Llbrailaa hence by his promotion as alleged 

by Bespondent no, 3 the post of applicant coiid 

not be affected adversely. The applicant was 

Initially appointed against a clear and substa. 

ntlve vacancy on the post of Llbi?ailan after 

having all tioe necessary qui|lia,£atlon fdrr the 

post. Hence the reply made by respendant no.3 

vide Annê ture No, 3 having no legal sanctity.

A photostat copy of the representation dated

17,10.1981 Is also anaxed herewith as

to this application.

vlll- That It  Is also necessary to mak«« It 

dear, pertaining to appointment of Sri 

H.G.Sanwal (Respondent no. 5) that said Srf.
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That as already Baprated In the above 

papagjjaph of the application after the knov. 

ledge^mdde-trepresentatlon to respondent no.3  

after sfaowliig all the details ® d factual posU 

tloB* The applicant further made a request by

virtue of her appHcaitton/representatton dated

23.9.1981 that her seniority shall be deteimlned 

fiom the date of joining In view of the length 

of service and also regular!satlon be made

from the date when the applicant on dated 16.30.7^ 

had submitted her joining report. A photostat 

copy of the appllcaAlon/repregefttattoB dated

23.9.1981 Is annexed herewith as ^KE3(PHB No ^2 

to this application.

vl» That In view of the application made 

by applicant dated 23,9.3981 the Admlnlstrattve 

Officer on behalf of respondent no. 3 on dated 

14th October, 1981 made a responie to applicant 

In vhldi the reason has bem assigned "ttiat " no 

benefit of adhoc services for thepurposes of 

sealoilty Is gran tied. Her appolnteent on regular 

basis w.e.f. ^ .10.1976 was made when the 

regular llbrajAan Sri H.C.Sanwal (Respondent -5) 

Wording as Transnlsslon Executive on adhoc ba^s 

was regularised as Transmission Executive w.e.f, 

29.10.1976. She oould Bot toerefere, W  appolBtea 

OB regalar Wals prtor to 29.1D.1S76". By vlrlae 

of ateve saia response mafle by rewonaent no.3.
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Sannal as stated m&s Initially appointed oQ 

the post of StadloJB^ecmtlve vide an ojrder 

dated 22.7,1966 ander respondent no. 3. 

Subsequently vide an order dated 15* 12.1969 

said Sri H.C.S8®nai was ordered to look after 

tne wrte of librarian on adhoc basis In diffe­

rent cadre* Thas tbe status of Sri Sanvral cannot 

be treated for tne post of a regular Llbrajlsua, 

and the appilcantCs seniority cannot be blfar- 

* cated or damaged la view of the stand taken

by th« respondent no. 4, k photostat copy of 

the appointment order dated 22,®,66 pertaining 

\ to Sri H.C.Sanwai, (Bespondent No,5) showing

toe status In tne department, and further order 

dated 15,12,1969 by whlda said Sri Sanwal was 

ordered to look after the work of Librarian 

adhody in annexed herewith as JlHBSOiEi Horg&e 

to this application.

l3- That the respondent no. 3 on dated 

20th October, 1981 gave a reply over the 

representation of the applicant dated 17.10.81 

I t  Is surprising that Insplte of decide the 

mat^r on mejlt the said authority under 

prejudice Intention threatendd to applicant 

restrained her legal right that she should 

not raise unnecessary quarries. In this regard 

It Is further stated that tne repeated request
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of the applicant for determination of N r  seniority 

keeping her self on eorrect place la seniority 

list bas not been oosldered and under malaflde 

and prejudice Intention In dlsciLnliiatory 

treatment and In arbitrary manner* i  photo­

stat copy of the reply dated 20th October, 1981 

Is annexed herewith as 7 ^  this

application*

2.  That In view of the reply dated 20th

October, 1981 It has been alleged by respondent 

no. 3 that the respondents no. 6&7 were declared 

5 as regular employee against the post fallen

vacant ander StatlonDlrector. All India Radio 

Kanpur and respondent no, 4 respectively. This 

reply of respondent no. 3 Is quite wjong while 

In fact the entire seniority In question Is 

within thecontrol of respondent no. 3 being 

Head of the office of the StateSapltal Stations* 

The Station Director, All India Badlo, Kanpar 

and Station Director Doer Darshan Kendya 

Luclcnow both are enter linked under the control 

and command of respondent no. 3 being tue Head 

of tne State Capital Station. Thus the conten­

tion of respond^t no. 3 Is not Just and 

proper In determining the seniority and

reguiarlsatlon of the applicant on the post 

of Librarian from the date of Joining as 

prt̂ yed repeatedly*

j!ku
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xl« That the applicant after receiving 

th« reply dated October 20, 1981 further 

Invited the kind attention of respondent 

no, 3 by making her application dated 

22.10.1981* In ttils application the applicant 

specifically narrated that the respondent no*3 

being Head of the office of tfce State Capital 

Stations9 are maintaining the oombliBa 

senloxlty as such her seniority matter may 

be decided by said respondent 4o. 3 within 

his jurisdiction. A photostat copy of the reply 

dated 22,10.1981 preferred by respondent no, 3

Is also annexed herewith as to
\

this application.

A .

xll» That the matter of the applicants 

hag ntleher been decided according to law nor 

her prayet has been considered by respondent 

no, 3 ander maiaflLde and prejudice Intention* 

% e  applicant as already stated made numberless 

requests to redress her gilevance, u:^tlmateiy 

the respondent no.3 again on 10.11,81 gave a 

negative reply and rejected the prayer of the 

applicant. It  Is also very pertinent fe mention 

that the respondent no. 3 In the reply dated

10.11.1981 Infexlng the applicant that her 

matter has been reviewed. The applicant has 

no knowledge regarding this aspect that In 

whld£t clrcumstsoaces the matter of senlojltoy 

has been reviewed and the said respondent no *3
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also gave a nonspeaklng negative reply wnlch 

Is not sustainable In tne eyes of law, k 

photostat copy of the jteply dated 10.11.1981 

Is also annexed herewith as m ’EWKB Ifn.Q fb 

this applications.

: s

I-

xlll» That as already stated In aforesaid 

paragraph of tfcis application that the respon­

dent no. 3 became highly prejudice with the 

appifcant and her representations have not been 

decided according to law and nature justice. 

The sealojlty of the applicant has also not 

been deteimlned correctiyrln the combined 

senlojliy list dated 28,1.1981. The applicant 

further In due hope made a request by her 

appllsatlon to respondent no, 3 making detail 

facts and reiterated her previous gictevance 

what ever not redressed by the authorities 

In spite of mating numberless requests. ^ 

photostat copy of the representation dated

28,11,1981 Is also annexed herewith as

to this application.

xlv- That the application dated 28.11.1981 

was preferred by the applicant to respondent 

no, 3 at that time tnls offlcse wag holding 

by one Sil Ameek Haiffl. The said Mr, Hanffc 

on dated 30th Hovember, 1981 after seeing 

the application or applicant used unparliamentary 

language very loudly and publicly which resulted
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that on 1*12»1981 In sarprising manner an exp­

lanation was also called f»m  the applicant 

and the letter of explanation wag Issued by 

Asstt. Station Director on behalf of respondent 

Ho. 3«

A

XV- That the appilcaat sutoltted her reply 

against the explanation on dated 1.12,1981 and 

alleged the factual position regarding malaflde 

Intention to said Mr. Haafl but the reply of 

explanation furnished by the applicant fcas not 

been considered and ultimately a warning dated

28,1,1982 was issued against the applicant.

It  Is further stated that prior to warning 

dated 28.1.1982 the said respondent no. 3 has 

rejected the application dated 28,11.1981 

under maiaflde Infentlon by giving negative 

reply In view of a non speaking order, A 

photostat copy of the reply dated 3rd December 

1981 Is also annexed herewith as AMNEjgjRE Moiiaj 

to this application.

xvl- IJhat the main grievance of the appli­

cant to determine her seniority according to 

length of service hag not been decided or consl< 

dered InspltS of making many representation, 

ultimately the respondent no. 3 under maiaflde 

Intention several time thjceatened to the 

applicant also awarded warning In a fabricated 

matter In whlc h he hlmseifwas compliiialnt
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and rtghtly acted as ^adge being vltaess 

ox trie case In aybltpary manner after mls- 

astng bis power.

xvll» That It Would not out of place to 

mentioB that the reujwndent no, 3 vide an 

order dated 3rd Becember, 1981 (Annexare«ll)

Itilly restricted to the applicant no to move 

fofther on the point of her seifcrlt^, This 

act of respondent no, 3 was deBberate denial 

of law. In violation of natural justice 

?  against rigbtftil claim of Incumbent, Such type

of arbltraryness farther proves the maiaflde 

Intention of Mr, Hanfl who was holding the post 

of Station Director at that time. In regards 

the ban over right of the applicant It la 

also stated that the matter of seniority Is 

a matter relating to recurring cause of action 

and an Incumbent has a legal right to determine 

his/her seniority by way of making legal 

approach at any time,

2vlll* That the applicant repeatedly threatened 

by then the respondent no, 3 whlda also resulted 

the cause of warning and she was much busy for 

knocking the doors and exhaustihg the remedy 

by way of making approach to higher authorities, 

ISie main grievance of the applicant Is deter­

mination of her seniority on actual place In 

seniority list of llbrajlan.
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xlx- That In regards the seniority list 

It Is necessary to narrate specifically that 

none of the seniority list has been clrcalated 

by the respondent no, 3 and the applicant was 

In dae hope that her seniority shall be fixed 

In correct way, many time she made verbal 

app«baches to tfate authorities for circula­

tion of correct seniority list but none took 

any responie and the grievance of the applicant 

has not been redressed after much lapse of tlmm, 

ultimately In the year 1985 the applicant again 

made an approach to the higher autbojity for 

redressing her gjlevance pertaining to correct 

seniority according to length of service.

(14)

XX- That as already stated In aforesaid 

paragraph of this application, the applicant 

vide her application dated 20,4.1985 Invited 

'v  the kind attention of respondent no, 2 through

proper channel. Under this application tiae 

humble applicant further made the same request 

to Opposite Party Ho, 2 and after reiterating 

her previous request for obtaining the correct 

seniority at serial no, 4 In gradation list 

(Annexure Ho,l), The photostat copy of the 

representation/application li&ted 20,4,1985 

Is also annexed hej:e\dth as jMEgPIE..No~̂ '̂a2; .to 

this application*
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xxl- That by virtue of leagth of mejA- 

tojAous services the applicant has been 

promotea OB the post of Senior 1*1 brarf.an In 

pay scale of Is 380-640(now revised) and the

applicant hag submitted hep joining report 

on 22th September, 1986 on the said promoted 

post.

r

1.,

xxll- That the response of the representa­

tion/application dated 20.4 ,1985 for determi­

nation of her seniority Is still pending before 

respondent no, 2, Ultimately the applicant 

caiae to know that Opposite Party Ho, 6&7 have 

been promoted furtiier In dlscjlmlnatory treat­

ment on tne post of Transmission Executive and 

floor Manager respect!veiy. These posts are 

superior than the post of Senior Lib rail an 

having the pay scale of B 425-750(old),

xslll- That the dlsciimlnatory treatment of 

the authorities Is hereby proved up to this 

extent mainly that the applicant has been 

pronioted on the p®t of Senior iibrarian having 

pay sG^ e of £3 380-640 where as in similar 

situation the junior persons have been promoted 

on the post of Transmission Executive and floor 

Managei’ having pay seals of 425»7£a)* Thus 

it  is crystal clear that 111 case of the applicant 

the authorities under arbitrary and also with 

prejudice Intention what ever decided Is not
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3ust and proper and al® violating the manda 

tory provision of Art. 14 and 16 of tbe 

ConstituUon of India.

xxlv- That In view of tee length of service 

respandent no. 6 has been appointed in similar 

situation after the applicant, and It has come 

to the icnowledge of the applicant very recently 

that the said respondent no, 6 has been promoted 

on the post of Transmission Executive, His 

jrromotlon order may fclndly be summoned for 

perusal ^ffore this Hon’ ble Tribunal, So far 

as the concerned of promotion on the post of 

Floor Manager pertaining to respondent no, 7 

the said respondent no. 3 vide his order dated 

13th August, 1986 Issued her promotion order 

directing to respondent no, 4 to make It 

compliance. A photostat copy of the dli^ectlon 

Issued by respondent no. 3 dated I3th August 

1986 by whldi the promotion of respondent 

no. 7 has been made for the post of Floor 

Manager Is also annejed herewith as MSaJRE No^lS  ̂

to this application.

XXV- That the respondent no, 4 In compliance 

of the order dated 13th August, 1986 Issued by 

respondent no.3, Issued a promotion order to 

respondent no. 7 for the post of Fib<rr Manager 

In the alleged pay scale of Ks 425-7S0 which Is
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also discriminatory after Ignortiig the rlgnt. 

f\3l claim of the applicant. The said repre­

sentation no. 4 after making the compllanee 

of the order of respondent no. 3, promoted 

the respondent no. 7 and also InformBd to the 

respondent no* 3, A photostat eopy of the prt>- 

Eotlon order, ismea by respondent no. 4 to 

respondent no* 7 dated 2Sth Aagastj 1986 Is also 

annexed herewith ag to this

appileatlon.

xxvl- That fey vlrtae of promotion order wWLch 

was released In favour of the respondent no*7 

by respondent no, aSfc4 as a controller being the 

Head of the State Capital Station acted accordingly. 

Thus Itls crystal clear that the services of 

applicant and respondent no. 6&7 are In similar 

^taatloQ within the control of said respondent 

no. 3.

;'(V '

sxvll- That the appllcaatlon dated 20*4,1985 

of the applicant for determination of seniority 

before the respondent no* 2 Is still pending 

without any decision o^ disposal. Ultimately 

applicant came to know that a banch of cases 

©f Transmission Executives working in All India 

Badio and Door Barshan Kendras have been decided 

byHon»ble Central AdiAnlstrative Trlbanal of 

Its Jabalpur Bench vide case no. TA/3X)4 of 1 986 

In the said case the Transmission-Executive
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vojridng 1q AXl lacJLa ladLo and Dooi^arshan 

Kendras preferred tfcelr cages for obtaining 

entire seniority and promotion according to 

length of their services. The Hon‘ble Bench 

of Central Administrative TxlbaSal,Jabalpur 

decided the matter In favoar of the alleged 

appilc^ts and adhoc services rendered by the 

Transmission Executives have been credited.

The alleged Trsmsmlsdon ExecuHves have got 

their respective seniority according to length 

of services. The Hon*ble bench of Central 

Trlbanai, Jabalpar also directed to the autho­

rities to consider their promotions from the 

date of thetr entlttfeement. It  Is further stated 

that by virtue of the decision made by Hon*ble 

Central Administrative Tribunal Jttialpur In case 

no, TA/104/86 the applicant of this application 

has® also got the fresh cause of action for 

determination of her seniority according to 

length of service and the promotion In toto.

xsvlll* That In view of the decision as already 

alleged by Hon*bie Central Admlnlstrattve Tri­

bunal Jabalpur bench, vide an order dated 

28th August, 1987 the respondent no. 2 has 

^  ' Issued the promoton order to 117 Transmission

Executives for the post of Programme Executives 

The promotion order In view of the judgement 

given by Hon‘ble tribunal were made with
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retrospective effect. I .e . from IS.4.1983.

It  not oat of place ts mention for the 

kind notice of tnls HoA ble Tribunal tnat the 

respondent no, 5 namely Sri H,C,Sanwal has also 

been promoted on the post of Programme B:^ecn* 

tlve by giving the benefit of his adhoc 

services rendered on the post of Transmission 

Executive, Thus the observation made by the 

respondent no, 3 In view of Annexur® No, 3 of 

this application does not stand and sustainable 

In the eyes of law. Jk photostat copy of the 

order dated 28th August, 1987 Issued by respon­

dent no, 2 making promotion of 117 Transmission 

Executives for the post of Programme %ecutlve 

Is also annexed herewith as AHNEaJRE Nn.TS to 

this application.

xxlx- That the applicant by aggrieving the 

promotion of juniors I .e . respondent no, 6&7 

preferred her reminder dated IB.9.87 and 

Invlljed the kind attention of respondent no. 2 

with request tSiat her matter of seniority be 

decided In view of pending repdpes^tatlon 

dated 20.4.1985. A photostat copy of tiie 

reminder dated 18,9.1987 Is also annexed here- 

with as j m m m v m m  to this applfcatlon.

XXX- That the applicant In her detail 

reminder dated 18,9.1987 (Amemre No, 16)
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specifically dlsciosed alX the xegax and factual 

position by narrating the promotion of respondent 

no*657 swd the baseless observations made by 

respondent no, 3 dated 14th October, 1981 (Annex,3) 

also explained by narrating tne legal position 

In view of deddlon already taken by Hon*ble 

Central Administrative Trlbanal 0f Its Jabalpur 

Bench In case no. TA/io4 of 1986, but the said 

respondent no. 2 toobi no response and cxf the 

matter of ioter-se-seniority of the applicant 

Is sttll pending. While she Is legally entitled 

to obtain her senloAty fjom the date of 

jolnig.

xxxl- That by promotion of 117 Transmission 

Executives vide order dated 28.8,1987 

(Annexure No, 15) for the post of Programme 

Executive, now 4 posts of Transmls^on 

Executives are fallen vacant under respondent 

no, 3 and 4 and the applicant by virtue of 

her length of service, experience and quali­

fication has a legal right to be promoted, 

prior ihan the promotions of respondents no,6&7 

on the post of Transmls^on Exe(«ti.ve , I t  

has also come to the knowledge of the applicant 

that respondent no, 3&4 are |^ln§ to make direct 

selection for these vacant posts of Tranmlsslon 

Executives while the applicant has a legal right

to occupy one post*
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Itet the Instant case of the appUcaot 

for Which this appiicatton labelng preferred 

before this Hon'ble trtbanal U  that the appU. 

caot has been fleprtvea deliberately ftf her 

senlonty aceordlng to length of serrtce ahd 

the auth,rltt.s also Ume to tl«e make wrong 

aedslons wBlch resulted that the applleaat 

has been Ignored for her rlghtfua claim of 

promotion. The repeated request, representa 

tlon preferred by the applicant has not been 

considered by the jpeepoBdent no* a&3. Ulti­

mately In dlscrimlaatory treatment ax® la 

similar situation tb« promotion of respondent 

no* 6&7 have been made for tdie post of Trans­

mission ^zecutlve and Floor Manager respsctl» 

vely. The legal position also have been made 

clear by virtue of decisions given by Hon’ble 

Ad mlnlstratlve Trlbanal of Its Jabalpur Bflnch 

In similar situation and H 7  Transmission 

Executives have been promoted on the post of 

Programme Execuftves with retrospective effect 

l*e* 18,4,1983 by addadlng their adhoc services 

for the purposes of seniority. The applicant’ s 

case also stands on the same footing and the 

Is entitled for her seniority prior to respon­

dent no, 6Sc7 along with promotion and other 

service benefits*

( 21)
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xxxlll- That the matter of seniority and 

promotion has been decided time to time by 

Hon’ble Supreme Court of India and this 

Hon’bXe Tribunal also In ^hldi the incumbents 

have provided the benefit of ail services 

what ever they rendered adhocly. Thus in 

these guideline the applicant is ai© enti­

tled for her seniority fj»m the date of 

joining by adding the entire length of service 

i .e . from 16,10.1974, and conse<:]u^tly she is 

further entitled fbr promotion prior thsm the 

respondent no. 6&7 who are too juKdors than 

to applicant,

9- BELIEF SOUGHT; .

In view of the facts mentioned in 

paras above, the applicant prays for the 

following reliefs;

This Hon*ble Tribunal may be pleased 

to issue following direction to Opposite Party 

No, 2 to 4.

odn

(A) To determine the senioilty of the 

applicant on the post of Libfarlan 

her date of joining i .e .

16.ID,3974 subsequently the applicant’ s 

piomotlon on the post of Tranmisslon 

Esecatlve be considered ia lbs pjcior 

to the respondents no* 6&7 with
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retrospective effect, along with 

all service benefits lacladtng pay, 

seniority. Increment etc* on the 

basis of following grounds|

(I) Because the applicant Is entt.ta.ed to 

get her senlojclty wltti effect from 16.10#74 

when she joined on teepost of Llb^-arlan according 

to length or service,

(II) Becanse the applicant Is entitled to 

place her name In the combined seniority list 

above than respondents No, 6&7.

(III) Becaase In all respect tdae applicant 

Is senior than respondent no* 6&7 due to reason 

that the applicant has sabmltted her joining 

report on 16* 10* 1974 where as the respondent 

no, 6&7 joined Initially In the department on 

2.6.1975 and 25.11.75 respectively In similar 

cadre,

(Iv) Becaage the genuine request of the 

appllosmt; has not been con side red by (Respondent 

No, 3 In spi te of repeated request.

(v) Because the reason assigned by Respon­

dent no, 3 In Annexujje No, 3 Is not tenable 

In the eyes of law*
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(vi) BecauaP the applicant the agh her 

repeated requests cfotsScSc elajplflea tiie legal 

and facta^al posLtlon ^hlch has Dot been considered 

by the respondent no* 3 In deteriolnfig the correct 

senloilty according to length of service,

(vil) Because the respondent no, 3&4 always 

acted In discriminatory treatment after tgnoAng 

the applicant which Is violative of Art. 14 and 

16 of the Constitatlon of India.

(vlll) Because In determining the seniority 

^  of the applicant every service rale, principle

of natural jijstlce atteily violated by respon­

dent no. 2 & 3.

llx) Because the matter of the applicant

^  has been decided In negative sence I .e . not

a speaking order hence not applicable In the 

eyes of law.

(x) Because thependlng representation of

the applicant dated 20.4.1985 (Annexure No. 12) 

before respondent no. 2 Is still pending with- 

out any disposal or decision.

(xl) Because tho respondent no. 3 & 4 In 

colourable exerdse of power acted In dlscrl- 

mlmtory treatn«nt and In arbitrary manner 

prbmotLng the respondent no, 6 & 7 and ignoring
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the applicant which Is baa la law,

(xll) Becaase la similar ^tnatloa too 

juniors ( I .e . respondeat no. 6&7 ) have 

been promoted on upper post and also In 

upper pay scale which Is discriminatory and 

amounting as pnnlstment«

(xlll) Because the worfc and conduct of Ihe 

applicant always rendered merltgrtous services 

have not been considered by respondent no. a&3

h In pjcomotion and detejaalnatlon of seniority*

(xlv) Because Xm sliollar situation the 

matter of Transmlsdon Bs^ecutlves have been 

decided by Hon*ble Central AdnflAstrative 

Tribunal of iza Jabalpur bench vide case no,

TA 304/ 1986 and even adhoc services have been 

V  credited In favouj? of the applicant In alleged

matter. The entire matter of applicant subject 

to tbis case Is also on same footing but none 

of the authorWtes has considered her case Ins- 

plte of repeated request.

(xv) Because tho respondent no, 5 with 

retjEospectlve effect has further been promoted

on the post of Programme Executive after 

providing benefit of his adhoc services rendered 

In the department , The applicant*s case Is 

also based on similar footing . Thus she Is
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entitled for all benefits oi prombtlon ancier 

respondents no. 2 & 3,

--i

3

J

\

(xvl) Becaase the respondent no. 3 time to

time wb««i pioaotlbn of applicant \ias dae, acted 
and prejudice 

under malaflde/lntentloB and the applicant’ s

benefit of promotion and senlori-ty has been

denied deliberately against law^

(xvli) Becaase the applicant repeatedly Invt- 

ted the kind attention of respondent no, 2 

after reiterating her grievance bat none took 

any response which Is bad Inlaw amounting as 

punishment and harassment*

"V.

A''

(xviil) Becaase In view of the decision given 

by Hon*ble Centjeal Ad at ni strati ve Tribunal of 

its Jabalpur Bench in case no^ Tk 104 of 1986 

the respondent no, S as provided the benefit 

01 h^F adhoc services what ever he had rendered 

on the post of Transmission Executive adhocly. 

Thus tie contention of respondent no, 3 vide 

Annexure No, 3 Is not tenable and the applicant 

cannot be suffered adversely for that views.

Ag such the applicant has a legal right for 

pronwtlon and detejmlnaH on of her senloilty 

w .e,f, the date of joining I .e . 16,10.1974,
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(xlx) Because the matter of senloilty and

pjPoiflGtloD bas been decided In many liaportant 

cages By Hon^ble Supreme Court and Hoftble 

High Courts and tne same guide line has b-sen 

laid down that ttie Incumbent Is entlited to 

get seniority on fee basis of length of service,

!Ehus the applicant deserves to be allowed as 

prayed,

(xx) Becaase the matter of seniority and
M-

promotion have Its recurring cause of action,

(xxl) Because ttie applicant has been denied

deliberately for obtaining her lnter-se-senlor|?ty

according to date of joining which Is Illegal, 

bad In law ®s there Is no single day break In 

applicant's services thjfougiiout,

8- INTEHLM OHDER IF  PMYBD R)R:-

Pending final decision on the appllcattonj 

the applicant seeks to Issue of the following 

orders?

(27)

“That the respondent no, 3&4 b|" directed 

ttiat one post of Transmission Executive be kept 

reserve for the applicant under their control 

during pendency at and final decision of this 

application before this Hon’ble court In the
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Interest of justice as the balance of convenience 

Is entirely sapportlng to the applicant due tb 

reason tbat 4 posts of Transmission Executives 

are fallen vacant under respondent no,3&4 which 

are going to be filled particularily In near 

future.

J,
9- DEmLii OF REMEDY ExpASIEDs-

That the applicant declares ttiat h« 

has availed all the remedies available to him 

under the relevant service rule, etc*

(1) First representation dated 23,9,81 

before respondent no, 3&:4 about 

detepialnatlon of her seniority from 

the date of joining In \Jhlch negative 

reply has been made by respondent no,3-S 

on dated 14th October, 1981(Annex.aS:3),

( 2)

(3)

(«  )

Second representation dated 17tia October, 

1981 for same relief has been relied by 

respondent no, 3 In view of non speaking 

order vide order dated 20th October,1981 

(Annexures 4&7),

3rd representation dated 22,10,1981 for 

same cause has been refilled by respondent 

no, 3 (innexures 8&9),

4th representation dated 22,11,3^81 after 

narrating full legal and factual position 

has been replied by respondent no, 3 In 

same manner and restricted to applicant 

not to move further under maiaflde
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vide order dated 3rd December,1981

(Annexures 10 :̂11)
/

(5) 5th Representation Innature of appeal 

to higher authorities I.e . respondent 

no.2 dated 20,4,1985 has been preferred 

by the applicant again after reiterating 

factual and legal position which Is still 

pending,

(6) Last reminder dated 18,9,87 to respondent 

no, 2 after reiterating legal aad factual 

position when It has come to the tooledge 

that the respondents 6&8 have been promoted 

which is stlU pending without any decision.

Hence ttie alternate remedy Is left to 

applicant only to prefer tials application before 

this Hon*ble Trlbanal.

10- MATTER IS HG T PMIENG Ml Tti M J O  ToER 
COUETETC,:-

The applicant declares that the matter 

regarding the relief sought In the application 

Is not pending before any other coart of law or 

has been rejected by any court of law or proper 

authority,

11- DETAILS OF INDEXs-

The Index In duplicate with details 

of docaaenus be relied upon as enclosed;

12- LIST OF MCLOSEJi^S:-

Bemo of appllc^sUon,along 
Postal order of Ss ^  ^
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1 3 -  P A R T E B U L A R S  O F  P O S T A L  O H D E R : .

P o s t a l  order No, for 2s

Date

VEHilCAIttON'

a--

I ,  Manja Lata aged aboat 36 years W/D 

B.D.Tewarl, working as Senior LlbarajAan, All 

India Badlb, Vldh^ Sabha Marg, Lucknow resident 

of A/iii9/i,Xndtra Hagar Colony do hereby verify 

that the contents of paras 1 to 13 of this applica­

tion are true to my personal knowledge and belief, 

and that I have no suppressed any material facts.

Place:Lucknow

Dated; SLGHAOUnS OF iyPPLlCMT'

T i l K ) U G H

( B,B,landey ) 
Advocate,, 

618-Jawahar Bhawan^ko,
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IN TH. HON.BLE A .U H .B .D

APPLICATION NO....... ...  "
1988

Smt, Manju Lata Vs Union of India and N O .1 ^ . . . .

a n w w r n t , pisto 

' f ^  t I  ? n :g ^  y .

I. A % ^  ^  ^irm  p r  ^  ^  o t t

fJtTT ?0 #  ?̂qr gttGrm*

^fiT gift- 5f.5nrr ̂  p  ^  a qr sf|-1 ¥ 3rnrf̂  w  ti
^  ^  ^  ^  t  1 %  Jftr §:?! - f t P m  i f  1 6 - 1 0 - 7 1 *

^  inwitn^itjn

^  f  f  ^  5* iir  ̂ % 3rq% rrta* hw
1̂  t  p p r t  2 ^ ^ 7 s  funnr 25-1 m s  #  m  t i  m wft 
^  ^ T %  f ?  TOtfiT ifN ^  -ftr ^  l ^ m  5f igû  ^rftwr t  >rft5?f

3t?t: iflirm ^  fqir 95#  ^  amcr ®n% wm^ #
W W T T  1 ^  %  m  ^  I 6 - I 0 ^ 7 i »  tr 

?T  2 9 - 1 ^ 7 6  ^  T<t>m ^ItTT ^1 ^  1 ^ JT IT  cUTTT ^0
?f5 to T #  3 ^  ftT ftn r  p n - i  2- 6-75  mrr 25- 11-75 ^  ^  ^ w  ^

w r i j

3rt; jiiH  ̂ piFfW  1 m t ^ w r  gt-rrr ^  5rrr ^

q ^ q f i T  g R r^ ,.%  f f  t ¥ r r  t o ; ^  t c r i f ^  29-‘ f o - 7 f  ^
^t'»[iiil!<  ̂ P rift l 1 6 - 1 0 - 7 ^  I t  f f  t W r  W T I

-o

J^ffl*  JR pRTTj

arrS'^f^iu Tt* (^t o

\
V.,



IN THE HON'BLE CENTRAL TRIBUNAL^ ALLAHABAD
at LUCKNOW B m m  

APPLICATION NO................................ . 1988

ANNEXURE N0.3l . 
Sfnt, Manju Lata Vs Union of India and others

^■7

Government of India 

All India Radio i Luoknow

No. Ll»-9(4)/81-S(Prog.), Dated the
O C T  1981

M E M O R A N D U M

Reference her application dated 23-9-81 regarding her placement 
in the Conbineii Seniority list of Programme Secretaries, Studio Executives 
and Librarian (Jr. & Sr.) in the offices of All India Radio in U.P.State 
as on 1-7-81 , Smt. Manju Lata, Librarian is hereby Infonned that her 
appointment as Librarian on regular basis was made w.e.f^ 29-10-76 where as 
the regular appointment of Shri waresh Kumar, Librarian, aIR, Kanpur 
and Km. StJman Lata Saxena, Librarian, Doordarshan Kendra, Luoknow'aa 
referred tff by her in the representation is fi*oa 2-6-75 and 25-11-75 
respectively* No benefit of adhoo appointment for the purpose of seniority 
is granted, ^er appointment on regular basis w.e.f. 29-1D-76 wed made 
when the regular Librarian Shri tr.G.Sanwal working as Transmission Executive

on adhoo basis was regularised as Transmission Executive
She oould not therefore be appointment on regular basis prior to 29-30-76.

l.Parwani) 
Administrative Officer 
for Station Director

Smt. Manju Lata, 
Librarian,
All India Radio, 
Laoknow

/

If
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IHh HON BhL ChNiRAL ADi)|^WIS'I^;PlVE TRIBUNAL, ALLAHABAD
a t  lucxnow  bench

APPLICATION NO.................... ..............

Smt. Manju Lata union of India and .......

"PdSTTOi

a i tiii n n gf f.  
n an s  i

•WRsf 8!T jrarr &  a M  a<ft iR #OTT-vftot-9il<«j/ai 

O T lj^ jtn tl i>* a m p r , n a i  If s n r  J i« t  >ifnaT % a » -io -7 »
^  ftfffafl H st Ti^ wr TO >m  yn»T , ifr w o  ifro jtotci ^  

% TO qr wmnr 1 1
%

f?T ^  fTSH'I ^

p r  S «lt WO ffro ?mTFr ^  f r  p t  Ir wmfm 
% W « J T i n ' ,  %  tre q r ‘»

»

V cnr tnr wewW f  ̂  %g fiftr̂  

^ilxyR V rsifr |y» ftnrr ^  ^  irr

^  t ¥  w  j  ift* w o  ?fro ?FiErm % ir^ «rr >r
%  TO tW fV if frfttW ntnrmj *ff «ff i 

^rftr i T , lit w o  # 0  m m  I f  ^  fwir ^  ?fr ?fmr >r

w o  # 0  imm  p r r ^ f m  % tr^ qnr 
?r f Nuf f m  rtfk(ii¥ ^  \  €t 3 w r  f r r ^ f ^

TO «rr ‘jpnfjwT aiJJfiT w tm  y > f t » g?r siw r^r 
3 ^  wr W r  W a f  % -ftprftiiT ^  gr ^  g y m  ? p t  i 

f  aiTTii^ w  *fr c=m  f ^ H R r  iirgifr g  ^  t ^ f W  
TO If w  W f  lit g r r fr r  w  *ir  •ftF, 5rtt tr  w o  # 0  

m m  % ?OT qrr ^  ^  t aqr nf^ ̂  W* Irof wr 

liroff w  |wm  #»rr I

^  inff qr f^qiff V a p n *  ^

It  ffapfr artriT ^  fill* ^  1 1

#Tt aa i98W9^ ^  w  ^tV t  1 W  t o * » *fv ^ '
TO tJT t W V  2^»0-74 ^  flf|5^ t^?ptT t W  TT 

T S T & i  2M (H 76  Ir 9*T T ^  3 r r V r ^  m t  ^

^  i i r m j  1^  fm r w r  |  a iq t^  g?r r t s r  #
--- -2 .
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* i W  Tirt %  tfft m m  w r m ' f

^frrtW’̂  §TT|rftor % m  anro wT̂fr- 

iTsi|r If 2H*75 ^  ?»r gi^rhf PtSTO 5f

25^1 H75 #  ift* #  3W »Tr *1^ W t l W  iwf |

f  i W m  V !r ?rnfftf tfr, 3̂  lh  pssrf^

w R 3i % f m  tf? «nr w m w r i g  ^  ifr «ir 1

arm liPm ^  jr fcm aqrtrr t qr

j<¥ *toTr f?% 5«t TOroff w  w m r n  ^ W r

1 ^  H^i(h7k }{ f r n m  iR% ^  |irr #  I 

TO! €t ?TO ̂  if iTcm¥ % ai=̂  iiTWfW fiHiff ?T mm ¥n% 

W hm r g?ft #  w  jf^  ifi’ ?̂f gf|* unr ^  i

?nnê .
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IN THE HON'BLE CENTOAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, ALLAHABAD
a t  LUOCNOW BENCH 

a p p l ic a t io n  n o .............. ........... . 1988

annexure\n o , .'V. .  . . 
Smt. Manju Lata Vs Union of India and others

Wo. Use, 1 (3) 66*ff Bated 22,7#66

Srl H.C* Saa*al V o ,  Sad G*D* Sarai»al is bereliy appointed ae Studio 

^ e otttlvo at Uto w*e.f. U*7#66 until further orders la a

temporary oapaolty aa an Initial pay #oale Ba. I jW p l u s  allowanoes 

adBiisalble uader rules In tbe scale of R0,i3O-5-16O-EB-2OO-EB-8--256-EB-lO- 

500.

Sd/- ILL3GIBLE 
SIATIOH DIH0O2?Ofi

V'
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IN THE HON'BLE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, ALLAHABAD
a t  LUdCNOW BENCH

APPLICATION N O . . . . . .................... ...........  1988 x

ANNEXURE N p . . ^ . . . .  
Smt, Manju Lata Vs Union of India and others

lia-bed 15,12.69

OEFICBOgm

r

Srl H,0« Sanwal, Stex at thia fltatlon is hereiy appointed to 

efficlfite aa libaiarian on an adhoo basis at Xwilcocw with

©feet ^yoa 16.12*69 until ftorther order,

tShe aboTe appointment lias baen made only on ad»hoo l>asis aM  

does not confer any gliifat or px^vilage on, Sii Saxgwal tor appointment 

to the poet of IsLbiaiian on a regular basis.

L

Sd/ Illegible

( D.K. Sen 
Station Director.
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IN THE HON'BLE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, ALLAHABAD

Government of India 

All India Radio : Luoknow

No, UtO-9(4)/Sl-S(Prog.) Dated the

2 0  0CT198^

M E M O R A N P g M

"Reference her application dated 17-10-81 Swt, Manju Lata,
, Librarian at this Station is hereby informed that her representation 

has been duly considered and it has not been found possible to regularise 

her services aa Librarian prior to 29-10-76•

Smt. Mtoju Lata, Librarian is also advised that she should not 
raise un-necessary querries which are not related to her case* It was 
for‘the Administration to see whether ^ r i  H.G.Sanwal possessed the 
requisite qualifications of Librarian before he was appointed as 
Librarian. She is further informed thatjlieads of the Offices of All 
India Radio are the appointing authority in case of Librarian and no 
reference is needed for any of the office to refer the recruitment case 
of Librarian to the State Capital Station, Thus the question of her 
considering on regular basis either at All India Radio, Kanpur or at 

Doordanshan Kendra, Lucknow does not arise. .

(A.A.wanfee)

■ Station Director

smt, Manju Lata ,
librarian,
a5l1 India Radio,
Lucknow
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IN THE HON BL£ CKNTCaL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL' AIJlaHABAD
AT lAJGKNOW BENCH ♦

APPLICATION NO................... ............... 1988

smt. Manju Lata vs Union of India and N O .S . . . .

< •

TMe fitatloa Direatar« 
fU. ladla Badlo, ’ 
XtHitkiiQv*

'■'v;

V

«lr,

\ ^ tJaankfiil f#p jour Maaoraailiui Ho* LKD-9(4)yai

ilSrarlL 2lth f  ?*“  “®* *’* »e«“i«»l-ss< aswxtn o .f, 16«10«74 l«e* njr aotuad date
B«tw9m99 In tkd 4eyart*oat*

jw jM u tS  t f v  s a s

^ between tke liaoii It seama tfaat I feave been
4 tfaj?0«toi»e4 fep questioala^ tiae actioaa

W i v e 5 ^ f “the 'daiStJ«?^ * boaafieade^aytaoat aa4 aa a eltlaea of tfaa liberal
rlslat t® brias to or to polatout tho

l5*?Sr*2f as far atatuea, rules & pro«e4ure
i ^Wrtaeat. Oa the other hand I faeifi tnat tbe 
cofartaeat or the QoFernaaat of ladla atoould welaoma If 

vitiated action oa Hepotlaai Is brought to 
tueii* knowlodca*

^   ̂ ^ you will permit ne to subalt that
- *̂ *1®̂  end establlabed laws & protsedurea ara

really aupreae and tMe adnlalstratloa Is obliged to follow 
tisiaii*

you nave very kludly further l̂ iformed me tuat,
" Heads of the Officej of All fedla Radio are the 
appolatliig authroltlaa la ease of Llbrarlaa aad ao refereaoe 
la needed for any of the offlceito refer the recrultiaexit 
ease of Librarian to the State Gapltal Station. Thus the

fuestlon of her conalderlng ©a regular baaIs el|her at All 
adla BadlO| Kanpur or at Oeordarshan Keadra  ̂ Luoknow does 

not a^rlae'’* In thla eonneotlon X am to atate that , If 
heada of offlaea of All India Badlo are Indepeadeat appointlag 
authorltlea In the oase of |ilbra|‘lan and no refereaea Is 
aeeded far any of the office to refer the/xeerultmeat case 
of jLlbrarlan to the State Capital the tiatural
eoralary ef thla atandlng prododure should be that oach Head 
of: Off lees of AH  India Ra^le ̂ heuld nalntaln their own senior; 
Xlst liibrarl and the state coital stations should not 
aalataiii Ik oeiiQil4ed aenlorlty list of the Librarians appointed 
by the heads of the offl ĵoa .fther than that of All India 
' a a d l # ' ' l i i t 6 k i i 9 i i « . ’-:v. ■

f he fuHei? and categerleal position of the easo 
haa boon «;Kilalned to yeu and agnln In sqt represeutatloa yet 
I have been d ^r lT #  ef the Juailee. In this eonnectlon It U 
to imbai* farourod to: supply the

of boea done
at :th  ̂ appraprl îte #iae« t would have not be so .
aa It is ao. X eaa not be allowed to sustain any leas la the
aovvlea If I  aia hot given full apportunlty to explain ay case
as it has been allowed undei; Artlele 311 of xhe *CQnstltutlon 
of India'"the Supreme Law of the Land**. Here It aay also be 
Intlaate^ that adopting the Indlscrlalnatory action amoag the 
am»leyo4  ̂ of the siallar oadre of the Llbrarleui Is In 
eontravention to Article, 14 & la of the Constitution of liidla 
SHO aaaea are not laeklng where such actIona have been
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Smt, Manju Lata Vs Union of India and others

I#

0o7ernmant of jndla

All liidia. Radio t Laoknov 
, innm» '

Bp, U»-9{4)^W^ ■ W h  Ho«*«r, 1981

iU .y .0B tffP 7H

a - j t e  a w a  ! s ‘ j s , i a ' s s ^  t a w M B f * . ,
la In order and no raotlfleatlon or error haa been notlSed*

station Slreotor

Smt. Manju Lata» 
librarian,^ 
ill India Radio, 
lAOknotf
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To
She Station I^reotor,
A U  lodta fiadiot 
luoknow*

Sir,

In oontlnu^tlcm of my representation dated the 22nd October, 1981,
1 Tenture to give below for olArificatlon and consideration,

X* According to the instruotions, the cadre of Progzenme 

Secretaries and studio Executives is no longer In existence. It is a 

dytog oadre with effect from scane time in 1973 and xk> more appointmente 

as programme Secretaries and Studio fisecutives are to be made. These 

persons are considered as Cleric Grade-I for which there is a seperate 

line of promotion to the post of Head ClerV'̂ Slocountant etc. Thus a 

separate list of seniority is to be prepared of Studio Sxecutires, if 

at all working any where in All India Badio. Hence, the list prepared 

at AIR lookoow on 1.7.81, ia not correct as tliis should not Ivive

eontained the studio Executirea* If at all this list is prepared at 

Imcknow as per instructions of the filrectorate, a copy of such 

inBtructioris nay please be gLven to me for my record and future 

reference.

2. As f(|r as I know there is a separate line of promotion from Jr. 

Idbrarian to Sr. Idbrarlans from the scale of !?30»̂ 6(V̂ ]}80-640, to 

425«>730. Accordingly a separate list of librarians at the Zonal list

is to be prepared and the same is required to be circulated for 

a^thentioatlon the correctness of the particulars incorporated in this 

list.

3. One thing is not understandable as to how the services of two >
*

studio Sxecutives have been reguOfirised w .e.f. 29.10,76, when the 

oadre of atudio Bgedutive does not exist in AIB and the posts of studlc

BacecutiTes have not been aanQtioned or rerived/contlnued by the 
ocaijpetent authority. This is an waission of the part of iM s ' etetion,

Pointing out this glaring bltmder on the part of Administration is 

however regretted,

4* Shxi H,C, Sbnai^l does not possess the qualifioatlons prescribed Jk 
for the Idtaerian, He was perli&ps asked to loolc^fter the work of 

Idbrazy in the absence of a r .gu]ar Slbxarian. The scale of Stex and 
IdJbmrlan is an identical scale, hanoe the then S.I), might have

appoiot^ hla ao Ubrarian, thou^  ̂it was irregular,

5« Thus Sh« Sanwal is to be treated only Stex for which post he mi|^t

be having the lion and regularisation of hie senrloes as Trex w .e.f.

29.10,76 as per your version does not and should not have effected the 
oadre of librarian, Gons«qiu«itly the librarian i.e . myself should have 
been appointed on regular basis w,e«f. the date of ay appointment i.e . 
16.10.74 imtead of 29.10.76,

6 , I would like to mention here one thing tl^t £in. Niraala Da^ni wag 
appointed as CO-II on adi»hoo basis some time in 1970 and her services 
were regularised in 1974 w.e.f. some other date. But 3h.I.,C.i.Parwani, 
A ,0. some how issued the orders regularising her servioes w.e.f. the 
date of her initial appointment, hence why au ancanoly or deviation of 
procedure in oy oase.

I shal,l be highly grateful for looking into tiie mtitter and regulari­
sing my services, w .e.f. 16.10,74 and issuing a revised Seniority list

of librazlazis only placing me above the librarians appointed during

1975* Xou may kindly take action as deemed necessary in the case of

by reverting then by clanging their names as CG»I instead of Stex.

JA TED - . X,a-U-8\
Yours faithfully, 

(Smt.llaju lata)
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G«tf«rnRicnt «f In^ia 
All India Railia t Jjucknam

ftmtf

J«)LK0-l(3)/8&-S(TREX)

Tha Qiractoc (by nwa) 
Oaariacahan Kaniira,

^  nisabal naVQt 
LucknaM*

Oatad tha 13th Auguat| I98i

r

f

Subject f Pasting af Trantsnissi^n Executive against 

tha paat af Flaar Planagsr*

Sir,

Canaaquant upan tha anaiganatian af cartain posta af 
ataff artiata with thasa af Ttanaaiasian Exacutiva it has been dacirfed 
ta paat Kum« Sunan Lata Saxana, Librarian af yaur aPfioa on promatiKi 
againat IS % praaatian quata ta tha paat af Trana^a^ian Exatutiva 
againat tha availcbla past af Flaar Ranagar at yapr |^nira*

It ia tharafara raquaatai that tha affar of aippeint(sn t 
ta tha paat af Trananiasian Exacutiva nay kindly ba iasuQfij to Kum* S 
Skxana an uaual tbraa and eenid.tlana at tha aarliWat under Intimatien 
ta thia affica and alaa ta tha Olraetaratatt

Uhlls iasuing tha affar af appaint^ant to thf past 
af Trananiasian Exacutiva ta Kua« Suaan Lata Sax9na» it may tia anaurad 
that na dapartnantal pracadinga ara aithar pandir̂  ̂ ar baing’ centamplatid 
and alaa na vigilanca case ia pending againat har'd

She will ba an probatian far a pariad af twa yaara fra® 
the data af her appaintaant aa Tranwiiasian Executive*

The date af her jeining nay ba intimstew ta thia aff^f:«t—

Your a fai th fully,

{C»K« Chaturuadi) 
Statian Qiractoc
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tmBAX

tlM yactfit «f Fi««r Maawrl 

i* f C w t a f i  Stmw q»««-m i
c#xjrt«s tlM 8€il« mi ^

3  ” ■ S I  s s S ^
f s  •  Ml 
>'l»frtJMIfl»#

U  tli« «wnt #f hw  r«fitsa t# «6c«pt tlM

s * i K r ^ r “ >

>*teii It Muid^bi nm  
P**nmt0 tktt tk» affcr ts imt ace«pt«U« t* h«r.'

/; iMBeSttaMMEtilstS SSMmiMg t A B^rUM  \

fiM9Ni«jr«|iin KMiiXA.

Tti» iniia

4«tMl 13tli AUiy«|,a6#
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JVi, Uug5̂ Â...i&\3 fi»ajvx^^

JNvafvSLX'oĈ '̂ '̂ - " 0 ^

S\ŵ Wo-ŵ cro V̂âOk \is ^ vvxSa/v. <fc!̂'5rV'>.£̂ôA-- ^

Govermnent o£ India 
Directorate Gene.rai , All lndia Radio

^ *  A,W87~SI. (B)
New De^dhi,

Dt. August 28, 1987,
Q im R  No.79/ff7,,y

'^ '  T r a n s m iL lo iT E S L u w ^ f  itoee ^^!^e^-^"'D^»' 1'®'®'''' ®PP°l"ta the
officiate as P r o a r L Z  vv= , f? ® “PPear in Annexu,-e I to 

Offices mentlonpd ayainet each''and^in*^* India Radio Statiors/
capacity. These apiolntoentfa™ 1, ? in a temporary
tlons of a special t e p a S n t = f ^  ^eing made on the tecomm^da-
the 2 5th and 2&th August 1907 in Committee convened on
at. 5.3.1967 d e l l „ .^ r b y  Judge<«,n?
Bench, wTabalpur, in ca.,e No. W io I/fl6  Tribunal
Rules provide promotions on^Ba h^y !  %  f® Recruitment

^  tions of tine i^jecial D P c arp ^ °  nierit  ̂ the reoommenda- 
In ten.s oi thL said judgement tL 'tf r" ^^^ion of merit,
have been f'>rom-oted with eff ort- f shall be deemed to

their Junior started o ?ici1una a r i ^ ^
be on probjktion for a period of t!o They w in

a  date tĥ ey .̂ake over cha^gTas the '
P ed againgtleach. Annual prob-♦■Inn r mention­

ed . duct in th4 f')rescrlterfo^ on their worh and ^ n »
^  or Doordarshan Directorate a forwarded to this Directdrate

the instructions accordance with

C  pay-scaS'’" f ; | i  ^ndej FR^aL'c^ur “ ■'*'? i» <*e
\ the same sbaie from that daU to increments allowed in

' o''e*r as Pe 5< at the pral^s , om-i n f  ^
However, t̂ .ey' w in  So? te e ^ t x I n  An,iexure
aiiowantes jfor tha period irom 18 4 19(. T t  ^'^^ars of pay and 
actual taking over cha^e pv^^n °  their
no pay', and from the litter date ,niv -h
tl‘e pay and i.ncrt^ments notio. aiiv start drawing

>  anowances aa .i3. l M .  S \ i “ne?'"'^'

, e H e c r k T i ^ : j ? " : 9 , i r i \ T l o n  notional ba.,1 s with 
^  persons only  after tho

Offices indic.t^.d ® Station^

» » p ^ t e i iS o r « .r i ,r « b f e . .r s “S 5 > ^ r ’“ ^  m A ..n ,x u » i
t^'juircd to bi „,ad. in tta i n  1 M i
ed.vlde thi:, i.,i„,eto rate's OM  I =irculat-
‘̂ nd dt. 20.f;(.i9A7, as a n-̂ 'u]t *of n n .■'.3,8.1987
raccivod, It any, or any o « .“ '

oont.d,2.
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ta e s  of Transmission Executives appointed 
tp officiate in the cadre of Programme

provisior^l basis vide Order 
No ..YQ /8 7-SI ( B), d ;̂ t . 8 7 ______

li®.® ..of Transmj 
Ixeoutivi

n

1 « <^ri A«S. 5ethumadhavan

2. " Atmaram Martglani

F«R* 'Bendigeri 

M .S , Ram an at h an 

Ram Murti 

R*B# Dabhade 

Om Park ash 

Ham Gopal 

9, ant. S .P , Naik 

iO.Shri K ,P , Phadke 

1 1 * ^ ^  p.L .  Kaul

3,

4. 

5^ 

6,

7.

8.

n

II

II

IZ-. 

I a,

14^

15.

’6,

17.

18.

19.

20. 

21 .
122.

'** i3,N. 'Goswami

* -jE-T. Ramanunny

* Ashok K. Manna

i ' .

Oakshini 

** R. Ramachandran

•' S .B . Dash 

** S.S., Govindpuri 

" M, Bhasikaran 

” R.V.  Potti 

” S.K. Mandal 

” J . P ,  Bhatt 

7;
123.'® Budh Pa^kash

IM, Jt G . Guhanamasivayam 

1-5 0 A .S. Govilkar

|6. ” Ravindran 

|7. '• B .V .S . Murthy

££§^iltv,.,?pst_ij3£* Posting on Promni.ĵ n

CBS, AIR, Bombay

AIR, Jaipur

AIR, Dharwad

AIR, Madras

AIR, Aim ora

AIR, Nagpur

AIR, Jalandhar

UDK, New Delhi

AIR, Bombay

AIR, Sangli

03S, Radio 
Kashmir, Srinagar

AIR, Guwahati

AIR, Calicut

AIR, Nagpur

AIR, Nê w Delhi

AIR, Tiruchi

AIR, Jeypore

AIR, Jalandhar

AIR, Calicut

AIR, Trichur

AIR, Calcutta

F?r;dio Kashmir, 
Jammu

CBS, AIR,
New Delhi

vdR, Tirunelveli

AIR, Poona

AIR, Calicut

AIR, Vij ayawada

AIR, Trivandrum .

ESD, a i r , New Delhi

AIR, Gulbarga

AIR, Tiruchi

CBS, ^ 4 ,, Kanpur

AIRj,fiQQna.

AIR„. S)3imla

DDK, Jaipur

DDK, Bombay

AIR, Sangli

Radio Kashmir, 
Srinagar

AIR, Dibrugarh

AIR, Trivandrum

T8PES, AIR,
New Delhi.

AIR, New Delhi

AIR, Pondicherry ‘ "

AIR, Sambalpur

DDK, Jalandhar

AIR, Trivandrum

AIR, Calicut

AIR, Siliguri

R^dio Kashmir 
Srinagar

AIR, Rohtak «

AIR, Madras 

AIR, P an aji 

AIR, Trichur 

/vIR, Visakhapatnam

Contd. . . . . . . , 2 / -



: - 3 -
■I-

63 .'5hri C.W, Pathak

6 4 .  « A . V .  S u b h a  H a o

6 5 .  •• D h a n j  a y  i Q W a r i

66. •' li.D, Bhai'Qav.-i

6 7 .  ’* M o h d .  J a m i l  K h a n

6 8 .  G .  P r a s a d

6 9  . “ J  . / i r u l r a j

7 0 .  ” S .  P o o r n a c h a n d r a  R a o

7 1 .  G . a .  V i t t a l  a a o

'"2. R .K . Unnikrishnan Nair 

’3. K .V , John 

/ 4 .  *' S . N .  Kapur 

To. '• M . L .  Baruah 

^  7 6 .  R.C . Dns 

\ 7 7 ,  “ B.N. Nandaawar

^  7 8 ,  ^  Lallu Prasad 

^ 7 9 .  '* R ,D . Chaudhry 

\ 8 0 . *• Ramashish Prasad 

O i ,  '• Raj endra ' N a t h

v J R ,  J a l g a  o n  

A I R ,  A u r a n g a b a d  

C B S ,  K , ' :n ' ; . u r  . 

C B S ,  / J R ,  J a i p u r  

A I R ,  J  g b a l p u r  

/ J u ,  R a n c h i  

M a d r a s  

C 3 S ,  / J R ,  M a d r a s  

y ' J R ,  H y d e r a b a d  

- U R ,  T r i v a n d r u m  

A I R ,  T r i c h u r  

D D K ,  J a l a n d h a r  

/ J i t ,  G u w a h a t i  

/ J R ,  S i l c h a r  

/ J R ,  J a l g a o n

^ J i i ,  i ’ o t n a

C B S ,  / J i { ,  P a t n a  

/ J R ,  P a t n a  

/ J R ,  l i e w a

/ J R ,  N a g p u r  

/ J R ,  V i j  a y a w a d a  

y J R ,  A g r a  

7 v I R ,  R e w a  

/ J i i ,  C h h a t a r p u r  

/ i I R ,  S u r a t g a r h  

D D K ,  A ^ a d r a s

/ J R ,  N a g e r c o i l  

A I R ,  G u d d a p a h  

u D K ,  T r i v a n d r u m  ■ 

A I R ,  T r i c h u r  

D D K ,  J a l a n d h a r  

A I R ,  D i b r u g a r h  

A I R ,  S h i l l o n g  

A I R ,  N a g p u i -  

D D K ,  M u z a f f a r p u r  

/ J R ,  R a n c h i  

A I R ,  / ^ l i T i o r a

8 2 , tl
C h .  K o t e s w a r a  R o o A I R , P o r t  B l a i r  . / J R , M a d r a s

8 3 , II
K . S . M u r t h y / J R , M a d r a s / J R , T i r u c h i

8 4 . II A « C ,  i i a y . -x IR , S i l i g u r i / v I R , C a l c u t t a  ■
8 5 . II

C .  P a n d a A I R , S ' ^ m b a l p u r / J R , J e y p o r e
8 6 , II S . K ,  S a d h u D D K , S r i n a g a r D D K , S r i n a g a r
8 7 . (1

T h ,  L e i b a k a c h a  S i n g h / J R , I m p h a l / J R , S h i l J . o n g
8 8 . () S .  P i s h a k  S i n g h - J R , I n i p h a l / J R , I m p h a l

8 9 . tl K . / v .  R a m a r a j u / J R , V i  s a k  h  a p  a t  n a m / v l l t , C X i d d a p a h
9 0 . (1

)
G .  M a d h a v a  y / ' ; r r i e r / v I U , T c i  v a n  d r u m / J i i , , T r i c h u r

9  i  *><
y'

K . S . S .  i l a c j h a v a n . /  J  r l , M a d r a s / v I R , P o a d i c h f t r :
V'2 . (1 L . C .  G h a u h a n I v l  i i , A h m e d  a b a d A I i l , ■ B h u j
‘. M . u

S . M .  R a n i 0,a A L i , R - ^ j k o t A I R , i i h m e d a b a d
9 4 . tf K . H ,  J a d a v / J r , A h m e d a b a d D D K , / ■ v h m e d a b a d

l 9 b . li
N .  B h a d r a / J R , G o r a k h p u r / J R , P a t n a

u . 11 A U L .  S i n g h / J - t i , L u c k n o w A I R , P a t n a
^  -X "X V

C o n t d ..............4 / -
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^  ?nrT ^  ^  »1^s55f smr #fiKT mswlt 3 n ^  
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?TMr fmmnriii^rfwfiPRT ^ssktt ^  k rttir 5 *nr 

’ m rffw r f m i l t t w  p in  a t i?t?T { jttt  W  ^TT fr^FTT
?t<3T3if W rfsfs® f  ^  vjI •̂ cfhr-

> *T5 «rr q ^t«Tfn  ^ ^  âf % i f f «  s w N fr ^  F r r i l f j w  
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^3Trr ai'-i mv. i# trltTOT- ^ ^  ^  i

iii(1« irdvrffinf I ^  qrlTs«»flT-^ if w v^ wcwra m r n r  |r 

^  3ftr f ^ JTTjgmr *ret^fr I  j«rrra iM u n  «4qrrlTEjt’

ri* «rrwtt jTTffrr i?% ig aT|fe ^  ^rrft îTtf?? i

trhr iTJrtrf $t t w  % f35. a*#, giTO?rr 1-=iErfr«T 

5irT 3rr«i% Tm  m  tt foinTnflpr t  snm*

^  fiwT bi % fni W *  tffsw rft1?tTff[Kf ^  ^  ^
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a lim  :;q'T't TfTL2,Trr % tti l^siis
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31**% «r̂  !*♦ 81 % STTT ^  V t  fTffW

16. io« 8H h ^  ^  in% JfT JTrai « m  ^taii ^
ft W  <4T 1b :-
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• • • • • * •  Wo b«Q6ilt of fldhoo appoln^eot for tbe 
purpose of Mnlority ia gr&nt«d» Her asppolnta«nt on 
regular b&aic k\e.f. 29.10.76 was »ad« when the r«gular 
librarian Siarl H,C. banwal working as TransnissioD Executive 
on a^oc baolii iî as ro^ulairlsed as TranaaiieaioB Executive 
w ,e .f, 29«10«76. £iifc could not tuerdfoi'fe be afppolotnent on 
regular basla prior to 29#10»76*

^ 3 ?  ?f^a  ̂ I g  1-5̂ 1̂  iTdTyUf I  i m t CPTf « m  1981

9t v«i5 # e t  giTT ^0 I qr |  i

t t i T R  ir r , ^  u f  ITT c n w r t  "W T  Ir 1 ^ , •rp=gci ^ r h r f w -  
itm  tg*fw* «t 5i8ii^ ^  2r ^  ;fo 2t*vi»*»/96 K  ‘fw ni m r  

•TOiTf-w1%r «nr ti^ ^  ?rsf!“ Rft fst Krim  mf(

. ^  t C T %  5 . 5 . 8 7  S T T T  * f T  I P S O T

«r1im  Twrcrr 9t?t 3^  * gr^^ffw -^sfhi^fey I  qr

^  U h l i O T  ?r S t ,  IT R ^  3T!*f •  3W frr l 8 . * f - 8 5

Ir 3T# • I tmt»=RT ^  I 5Tg?i ?r creiWfW ^ eft % 1
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iifl, 3T«u ^ K 3«% m ?fo

i*jj8j6-7-Ftfi' - gUR i=f(fIT 28, 1987 I  ^  3^71 ffê TT

79/87-^-! i'iil'S iiTT 5̂̂  f|5S?t f? :-

• *»««,« These cppointioats ar» being is6de oq tan reco* 

BHi«adatloaft of a %>eoial Depariaiental Pronetion Cosmittee 

convened on the 25tî  and 26tb August, 1987» In pursu«ioe of 

the ^udgoBiont dt* 5.3.1987 delivered by the Central Adminia- 

trative Trlbtm-?! Benob, Jabalpur, in case No, Ti5./loV'36.

Sirioe ihe lieofuitment Rules provide promotions og tne basis 

oi Bterlty the rtfcoiiiGiettdations of the fecial i>*P.C* sxq based f  

^   ̂ on consideration of merit. In tetws of the said ;}udgemecrt,

these persons sb^ll be deened to have been pronoted with 

effect from 18.4,1983, the date on which their junior started 

ofXioiatiug as Programme Executive. ......... .
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T̂ ĝ T̂ JTTm if fr î ?T«rr ar̂y?? r̂ x̂lf̂ i ^m̂ lr aft?

wiTm^
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Central Administraiive Tribunal 

- a d d i t i o n a l B ENCH,

?9̂ A, TlwfR]>Hf̂ Qath~’Atighftbgd^»24^^
Gy(j/w4rPv̂  ^

L42-V
No. CAT I 4 U tBI

L-4AfiJS(V»4S’T̂  ,

Dated AlldhciUadr  the

OFFICE MEMO

C>'A^

91-T|6>^
as** *•••*•*>

Registration No. 1 3  of 1 9 8 0  ( [ l. )

-5ov>V"•••• ••• ••••••• ____ APPLICANT,

Versus

•••• *•••••••••••••••••<. .R E S P O N D E N T S .

A Copy of the Tribunal's O f^ r  d a t e d t h e  abovenoted 

case Is forwarded for necessary action.

O'V̂  *'
Enclosure : Copy of p r^ r  dated'

To,

I—0~feA

e? (/D.

( J ^ e p u t y  Registrar

^ 0  A \\\̂ J ] Ko^-
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