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IN THE CE1'1TR.,,'\J.. .. l:.DHIHISTR..74.TIVE ·rRIBUN.Z'<L ~ JAIPUR BENCH, Ji~IPUR. 

CP 22/94 in 
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Dr Ashok Kumar i 

Sunil Sood & Others 

Mr. Rajendra Pd •. Shann3 

Mr. v.s. Gurjar 
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0.3 te of order 20. 2. 95 

Petitioner 

Re spc.nden ts 

Counsel for the petitioner. 

Counsel fer the raspondents • 

Hon'blelv1r. Gopal F~rishna, Eembe::r (Judicial) 

He-n 'ble Hr. O.P. Sharma, NewJ:. .. :l~ (Administrative) 

PEP. HO H 1 BL E IvL R • 0 • P • SH{\Rl··i11. • :vi EL-i 2.E R ( AfXJI IN IS 'TP-'\ TIVE ) 

In its order d.~ted 17.5.93 in oA no. 253/92, this 

Bench of the Tribunal had given the follvt·ring directions:-

11 The appli~ant h:.pe that th: responJents will 
consider the instructi.:·ns datr:zd 20.8.S7 and the 
ot.servations .:.£ the H,::-,n 'bl·:: Supren~e Court, referred 
to above:, and fr.Jrn<::: th.s rules prcv·iding for promo­
ti.:m.:tl a•.renu,.:;,s to the applicant arid similarly 
situated P·~rseons qithin t~1E: peri•:: .. j of si;.: months 
from today." 

t-..he rule~ t.'lhich have be8n fr.':!m.~d. az ref•~rred tc. .3bove, 
..) 

a copy of which has b88D .;;riven to him., do not pl'·:·vide 

proper and .::.:.-::1equ.:::..t.:s avenue:=. of pronK·ti.:-:n to the applicant. 

He has added that still h~ has not been grant~d any 

promotion. 

3. The Tribunal had not i.:::::ued :tn~· epe.~ific diraction 

ths ~pplic?tnt shoul:J t.e granted prowotion. The respc.ndents 

record by us. If the pe1:i ti·:•n•:r f.:::els that th2 rules a.re 

the notices i:;sued are discharged. 

Co.P. Jl~ 
l'ftEMBER (A) 

0Kl\,t.j.) 
(GOPAD KRISHNA) 

~~EHBER(J) 


