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IN THE t;ENTF\\L ADMHJISTP~l\TIVE TF:IEUllAL ,JAIPTJF: BEUCH,JAIPIJR. 

* * * 

Date of Decision: 8.11.2000 

OA 2/96 

Hiro H:~rj:mi s_l.:. Late Shd J .s. H:~rj3ni r. '.:. Sindhi c.:.l.:.ny I Bani Park, 

Jaipur. 

• •• Applicant 

Versus 

Delhi. 

Bhawan, New Delhi. 

3. Chief Manager Tele.:x.rriiTltmi.:::ati.::.n, Rajasthan Cir..::le, Jaipur. 

· f:~ . . . Resr::.:·ndents 

COR.l\M: 

HON 1 BLE M..R .• S.r .Ao'~ARWAL, .JUDI•:IAL MEMBER 

HON'BLE MR.GOFAL SHJ•;H, ADMIIUS'IRZ\TIVE MEME.ER 

For the applicant ... Mr.S.K.Jain 

l'1r .M.Raiiq 

0 R DE R 

PER HON 1 BLE MR.S.I:.A•;ARWAL, ,JfJ[,I•:IAL MEMEER 

In this OA filed u/s 19 ·=·f the Administrative Tribunals Ad, 1)85, 

the relief E'•:•WJht by the ar:·pli.:::ant ie tc· dit·e.:::t the resp.:.ndents t·=· e:·:tenc1 

the tenefi t of tho? judgement ( Ann.=:·:ure A. '5) and ·=·ther such jud-;Jements to 

the applicant 1::-.ein;~ zirnilarly placed r:.ers.:.n ir·:·m the date his junior 

appli·:::ant at p3r \vith 2-hri B.Sin9h, \ ... iK· is admittedly juni.:,t· t.:. the 

appli·::ant and dra\olin-;J higher pay. 

2. On pen1sal .:.f tho? avermentz made in this OA, the main .::untn:.veray 

invc.lved in thie- case is th3t the ap,:.li.::ant is admittedly seni·:·t· t·=· Shri 
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B.Sin~h J:.ut he is getting less f.:iY than hie juni.:·t·. 

appli·:::mt eeel:s sten:dng ur:, at r::ar \vith Shri B.Singh. 1 

3. Reply vJas filed by the resr:·:·ndents. In the reply it is stated that 

Shri E.Sin3h \v3S all·:·\ved t.: .. :.ffi·::iate in TTS Gr.:x1p-E \v.e.f. ~7 .: .• 78 till 

July 1 198.4. 

peri~od and eon regular r,.rc.mc.ti.:•n appli·:::mt 1 e. r.:·3Y \·laz fl:-:ecl less th:m the 

r;:ay .:.f E'.hri B.Singh1 \·Jh:. was admittedly junic,r tc. the apr:·li·:ant. 

4. Heard the le3rned .:x•tmeel f.:.r the r:arties and als.:. p-:•cus.:-:1 the \·lh·:rle 

record. 

:.. In Uni·:·n o:.f India and Others v. M.Suryan3ray3na Ra·::r 1 Civil fl.pr;:.eal 

rJ-: .• 375.2/9!:::1 der:::ided eon 7.8.t;J.SI H:.n 1 ble the Supreme ('c.urt held that junic.r 

stepping ur:·· Hc.n 1 t.le the Supreme C•:.urt \·ktile c.:.nsiderin~ the- judo;,ement ,_:.f 

Unic·n ·=·f India v. R.Swamin3than ~md •:•thersl E1~0 (7} S·~C ~:.901 held that if 

junic.r ie gettin~ higher £:•3Y due t.:. earlier pr.:.m:·ti.:.n ·=·n ad he .. :: b3sis1 

rules de· n:.t distin3uieh between ad he .. : O:•r regular pr.:.m:•tic.n. Hen.:e the 

sen·:·ir i.s nc.t entitled to:. ste{:·t=·in;, Ufc• at 1:-:~r \vith his junior. 

r:.. In vievJ ·=·f the settled le:;~al r.:·:.sition and facts :md dr·::um:3tan:::es .:,f 

entitled t.:· the relief S•::rught fc.r and this OA dev·:rid c·f any rr..=::dt is 

liable t.:. be dismissed. 

7. We 1 therefc.re 1 cliemiss this OA h.3ving n:• meri te. n:. .:.rder as t.:r 

costs. 

C,f _,~Js--4--
( ~-rA- ~Ill~# t3_.1r1 

... L ;::, l~ j ) 
MEMBER (A) 

2-,_- -M..__...,_ 
I (SK.A·~AFvvAL) 

MEMBER (J) 
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