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Hl THE CENTF'l\L l\DMHTISTFATIVE TP.IBUU!-',L, Jl\IPUF: BElJCH, JAIPUR. 

O.A.No.38.'3/94 

Chandra Bhan 

l. - -'= l_IL India 

Dat~ of order: 9.7.1997 

Applicant 

Vs. 

tho: Ministry --'= Ul. 

Industri~s & Com~any Affairs, De0tt. of Induatrial D~v~lopment, 

Salt Sectiori, Udyag Bhaw5n, N2w D~lhi-110 001. 

CGO Compl~~, Lodhi Road, new D2lhi-ll0003. 

3. Tha S~cretary, Ministry of ·Home Affairs, Deptt. of 

Jhalana Doongari, Jaipur. 

5. Shri B.V. PE:to, A•:::·:::·:·unts Offic·~r, Salt Commiszion2r's 

Offic~, ~-A L3wan Bhawan, L3wan Marg, Jhalana Doong9ri, Jaipur. 

Office, ~A, L3wan Bhawan, Lawan Marg, Jhal~na Doong3ri, Jaipur. 

Mr.M.M Bharathan, couna~l for 3pplicE:tnt. 

CORAM: 

Hon'bl~ Mr.O.P.Sharma, Administrative Member 

f-lc·n 'bl·~ Mr. P 3tar1 Pr ::tl:aah, Judicial Member. 

PEP I-ION'BLE MP.O.P.SHAPMJl., A[,Mlt1ISTPATIVE MEMBER. 

Tribunals 3\.:::t, 19,'35 1 Shei Chand~r Bhan haa claimed the 

following reliefs: 

invalid, iniustifi~d and violativ~ of rul~s for appointment. 

( l. l. ) . lSSUe 

LW 
3nd dir~ctiona to r~apondent 
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No.1, 3 and 4 to implement the letter dated ~1.5.1987 issued by 

_ (iii) issue appropriate order2 and directions to quaah the 

ord.=.-r .:l.=Li:·~d 6.1.198.3 Armx •• \9 decl3t"ing "it illegal, invalid, 

without jurisdiction and violative of rulee for appointments. 

No.1, 3 & 4 to regularize the services of respondent No.5 & 6 

post of Assistants. 

(v) iesu·~ ar:·.prc•priate. C•rd.;rs and directions to resport~:lt2nt 

Nos.l, 3 and 4 t.:. give appl·c.priate aeni.:.rit~r to the applicant 

on the poat of Asaia~ant and further consequential benefits may 

also h~ aw3rded to the applicant. 

case, in favour of the ap~li~a~t. 

applicant. 

-working in the said office as private respondents in the O.A. 

3. The applicant's basi.:: o;JL"iev=:tn•::·=.- is that contrary tu the 

-, the St3ff Selection Commisaion, Shri B.V.Rao and Smt.Asha 

vide order dated 1.4.1980 (Annx.A3) without follo~ing the 

proc·~dure (of L"•~Cl"Ui t rtl·~nt thro:•Uo;Jh the Staff So2lection 

Commieaion. Initi3lly the Staff Selection Commission had agreed 

to reqularise their aervicee w.e.f. ~1 .• 5.1987 but s0bsequently 
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h) 
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wanta now ia that if higher s~niorit7 ia asaign0d to him vis a 

vis ·~ntitl~d to 

consideration for promotion to the higher past, ~tc. 

~h~ applicant had sought p~rmition to withdraw th~ O.A on the 

Selection Commission, T~e O.A was d1sm1ssed ae withdrawn with 3 

to in the Tribunal's 3for0aaid ard0r is that b7 which the Staff 

Selection Cammiaaian had initially dir~cted that r8gul3riaation 

of ~ervicea of respondents Iloa.5 & 6 should b~ w.e.f. :1.5.87. 

following reliefs: 

regular from the date (in 1975) a cl~ar vacancy e~i2t~d. 

( i i ) The o 1· d ·~ r C • ll •) • c -18 0 13 I 1 I 7 8 IV i gIL', 0 7 3 d ~ t e ,] 4 I 5 • : .• 81 

(iii) The appointment of Shri E.Vinayaka Pao and others iQ 

...... 
LV the F.·~·::l· u it Tn•O:rtt Pulea G•:OV t. India 

irregular and not in order 2ince the7 were nat appointed by the 

Staff Selection Commission. 
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of 

(iv) The promotion,L'Slu·i B.Vim,yal:a F·.a·=· th·:: the-n A.se.istant 

th~ post of Sup~~int~nd~nt vide order c.na.A32015/l/83/Ad-

I/36026 dated 20.ll.i984 (Anns.Al5) w~s aleo not in o~der since 

it was o~·:ier,;d on the basis of a e•=:niority list Hhi,.::h itself 

was disputed and repr~aent~ti•)na were p~nding for conai~eration 

and aa such needs re-examination. 

(v) My seniority _in the grade of U.D Clerk/Assistant may be 

fixed aa per the 40 point r.)ster. 

(vi) On fixiny ID'/ seni.:.rit'/ :\S U.[• Cl·::d:/Aaaiatant may be 

strictly in accot·d~n·:e t•:O r.:.st•::r, ·r would be•::O:•rne the senior 

moat Assistant belonging to Scheduled Cast~ snd as such I may 

be promoted to th~ grade of Superintendent (Min.) from the date 

in the 40 points t·c.ster." 

6. The present O.A has been filed by the applic:lnt on 

to the maintainab.ilit'/ oft!·,,:. J:·t·.;aent O.P.. on th·= 9round of 

limitation. We have, the-refore, heard the argument2 by the 

7. The reliefs claimed in the e~rlier O.A are not the same .as 

claimed in the present O.A. P~ther the reliefs claimed in the 

two O.As are quite di ffet·.:-r1t. p.:;,-1 ief !:1o. 1 r::laimed b~l the 

~ 

.·'applicant in the pr•=2··=-nt O.A arises ft•(jffi 1··2 j ·=- ·::: t i .:.n of his 

representation b7 order dated 7.~.9~ (Annx.Al) of th~ pr2sent 

O.A. The applicant h3d made a representation on 21.12.93 

against the grant of ~egularisation to Shri B.V.Pao and 

Smt.Asha Cha.bb::ox::1 w.•=.f· 1.4.t:O ::ta a •::•:.na.::quen•::·=- c-.f the Govt. 

of India's 6.1.e .. c:. ( ll~nn:-:. A9) •. Thus, the 

representation itself wae msde after a lapse of about 5 years 

from the date of the order in . qu.::stion. The applicant, 

th~refor~, cannot bring the- matt~r within limitation in view of 

the fact that th·? r·~pr~aentatio:·n its.?lf 'i:l:tS mad·= vo?i:j late. 

~·~ 



I 

Peli~f clauaa (ii) aeeta direction to the reapondents to 

implem.:-nt tho:- letter dated ~1.5.87 isaued by the Staff 

Chabbara, ahc·ul.:l its 

beyond limitation. The ap~lic9nt haa alao a~parately ch9ll.:-nged 

hit by the bar of limitation. Pray.:-r clau~.:- (v) flowa from the 

applicant 1- - -· Ia.::. 30:•U·~lh t of 

Ann:·:.A9 .]at.:,.] 6.1.88 9nd this a.:-ni.:,rit~r p.: . .=itic.n \vaa not 

'·f. ll sp·=:Cl J.C5 -Y 

long time. 

the earlier O.A, 

1 ..... 8. On a car~ful conaider3tion of the matt.:-r ~nd after hearing 

the present application in which the reliefs cl~im~d are 
/ 

subatanti~ll7 different from those earlier filed b~r the 

applicant is hit by the bar of limitation and it is therefore 

Therefore, we 3re unable to consideD 

grant of any relief to tho:- applicant ~t this atage, in view of 
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the bar of limitation. 

(Ratan Pt-.:d~ash) 

Judicial Member. Administrative Member • 

. -... 


