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Mr. c.r .. Premi 

CORAM: 

FEF: rK1l·l' E.LE MP. 

J A I P U R. 

• • 

VERSUS 

Dat~ of decision: 29.4.94 

.hppl:icants • 

R~srondents. 

(\)1Jnsel f.:•r th-=:: applicants. 

rT<" ·r~ "'E 'D L 'rv!'""I~T" l.. • ....... : ._ ..L• _ _..' . • • ! .. ~J ... 11., VI C:C-CI-L~I EM.AH : 

Heard th·? learned couns·-s- 1 f;:.r the applicant3. 

2. The .5pplican-ts submitt•"?d thet sirn::e 1S79, they 

·~ntitled f~r the benefi~ of upgr&daticn w.e.f. l-1~-81. 

7hi:; applicants submit theit tt".:;.y m?id-:: repre~~ntatione and 

as ·well .31: ii: 1987. 'l'bi~y l-vcre granted. th·= u:r;::rgradCJ.tion 

w.~.f. 19S4 0:nd not from l.1'.'::.91. Th.;·~; submit that their 

juniors h.=-.ve been granted u,i:-:;:;r.~·:1ati·)n w.·2.f. 1-12-81 

prior to th.:: i~suance of the order of 1927. .:\s zu.::h, 

~ 

they ma.:le r . .;present&ti·::·n~ t.:i the c!llthoritii=:s 21')"air1 ::ind 

again. 

3. 

is no rea~0n to file thi2 petition in 1994, i.e. after 

- .r.. 
1_ .• J_ this 

B·:::nch th~t 2.;;,,:::ti·:•n 21 .:10.~2 n·:·t 2"tppl:i~ a::: this i<:! a :~as-=: :;f 
though 

un.::qu5.l £rt'=-'3ti°1tent. Even it is assunv~.J ./ ___ 1 it may not 

be .::orrect ir1 th'9 inst.:;;nt cc.._se th.=:t un-sq11.:.•.l tre.;tment has 
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UJJl/j 
<~.L. MEHTA ) 
Vice-Chairman 


