
IN THE CENTP.AL l\.IIMII\II STf'ATIVE 'I'P IBUNl\L, J AI PUP BEUCI-I 1 J AI PUR. 

Dat~ of ard~r: 28.2.1996 

Na.rend.;r I~umar 
_, 

Applicant 

Vs. 

Union of India & Ors. Respondents 

Mr . J . I~ • I~ a. u 3 hi k Counael for applicant 

Mr.M.Rafiq Counsel far respondents 

CORAM: 

Bon'ble Mr.Gopal Krishna, Vice Chairman 

Hon'bla Mr.O.P.Sharma, Administrativ.; Member. 

PEP HON'BLE MP.GOPAL FPISHNA, VICE CHAIP.MAN. 

Ap~licant Narend.;r Kumar in this application under 

Sec.l9 of the Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985 ha3 challang.;d 

the l~gality of the impugned order dated 11.4.1990 (Ann2.Al) in 

so fa.r a3 it lowars the seniorit7 of the applicant vis a vis 

dir~ction to assign him seniority above respond~nts Nos.4 to 6 

in tha r.;visad 3aniority list dated 11.4.90 impugned by him. 

2. W.; have heard th.; learned counsel for tha partiea and 

have gone through the records. 

') 
..Jo To cut 3hort the controversy it should be not~d a.t the 

scale Ps.380-560 ( P J.:- - -- - -- l - - j ) .: ~=-L =:V C.•=l \'1. ·= . f • 1.1.198-1 wh·::r,:::as 

raspondant No.4 Shri Nand fishora was promot~d to tha post of -

Trurn.:::r GL-.I w .. ::.f. ~9.8.86, L·,:;.spondent t1o.5, LeJ:h P.aj Has 

pt·ornoted w.e.f. 1.6.87 ir. tho;. said l:.c._y acal.:: R3.32.0-560. It is 

unquestionably true that the applicant wa.s promoted to the po3t 

of Turn~r Gr.I w.e.f from a data much earlier in point of time 

that th= dates on which respondents Uoa.4 to 6 were promot.::d to 

the date of ~ntry into the grade in which tha seniority is to 
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than the [)rivate r~spond:o:nts, i.=. ·~ntitl.~r:l to high.:r a.:niol·ity 
• 

than respondents Nos.Ll to 6 h.::r·::in-l::e:fore no.m.;::d. This O.A, 

seniority of ihe applicant over and above r.:spondents Nos.4 to 

6 and th9 seniority list at Annx.Al dated 11.4.1990 b.: modified 

accordingly. There shall h~ no order as to costs. 

01_} 
(O.P.S~arma) 

~-t. 
(Gopal Krishna) 

Member ( Adm. ) . Vice Chairman. 
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