(U

IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE’TkIBUNAE,-JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR.
UNAL, JAIPUL ,

0.A No.518/96 1. Dpate of order:9.1.2001
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. Heera ial' Mehfa4 ;S/o Sh.T-C.Mehra, :Compﬁtér,' 0/9"

' Diféctor Census Opbrations,.Rajasthan,‘Jaipur."

Rahul Garg, S/B 5laté'“Shri R.P. Garg,l'Comptter, 0/o

‘ D1rector Census Operatlon Rajasthan, Jalpur.

«..Applicants..
Vs. _ .
| . . " 1y . . /

"Unidq of India through Registrér_General,-Mini.»of que

Affairs, 2—A, ‘Man Slngh Road, New Delhi..
The- D1rector, Census Operatlons Rajasthan, Jhalana

Dungrl, Jalpur. N - P

Shri Kunj Behar1 Sharma,

Shri Gokul Chand Verma.

'

Shri Mahaveer Kumar Ja1n.'

Shrl Rajesh Kumar Mlttal

,Sh ri Arun Kumar Ja1n. N

Shr1 Bhawan1 Prasad Sharmé.
Shr1»$atlsh Kr. Chaturvedl.
Shri'Krishaﬁ Mohan thndelwal;_
Shfi Mukesh Kf)BhargaVa

Shri Jawana Ram Jatj. .

~ Shri Shyam Sunder Sharma.

1

Kum Kusum Lata Yadav.' ’ .
: |

Shr1 Bhanwar Lal Kuldeep

I
Shrl Hazarl Lal Gupta,

.Shr1 Mahendra Kr. Jaln.'

o
- Shri Rajendra.Kr. Nagar. -

Shri: Mukum Cénd Dab?dia .
Smt .Kamlesh Sharma. | - g

Shri Mohan Lal Raigar’ L o

Shri Laxmi Narain Meena

.Shri Ved Prakash Singhal.
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- None for other respondents.

24. Shri“Manikanthharma. ,
25.7,h Shri Suraj Mal Tah. A 7
26. Shri Bhura Ram Taﬁang.

" 27. - shri Bach ittar Slngh Purva.

28.° shri Kailash Chand Gupta.

29., Shrl Vijay Mohan_Mathur.‘

36. Ehni-Nen} Chand K%manat. :

'31.  Shri Narendra Kr.Gupta.

32, _-shri'Suresh‘Chand%Sharma.

'.33; Shri.Vinod Kumar'ﬁnpta..

34. ‘Shri_Krishna‘Kuma% Sharna.x ' r*dd
. 35.  Shri Madhav Lal Tnivedi. .
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| "~ =« «sRespondents.

Mr.P.V.Calla - Counsel for the appl1cant.

|
Mr.S.L.Thodanl - Counselifor-reSpondent Noa&
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CORAM: . -
- Hon'ble Mr;S;K.Agarwal,:Judicial Member

’ Hon'ble Mr.Gopal Singh,lAdministrativelMenber._'

PER HON'BLE MR S.K. AGARWAD; JUDICIAL MEMBER.
In thls Orlglnal Appllcatlon f1led under Sec 19 of the

Adm1n1strat1ve Tr1bunals| Act, 1985, ‘the appllcant .makes a

Tt

prayer to declareﬂthe 1mpugned sen10r1ty list - dated 18 9.96

(Annx Al) and memorandum‘Annx A- lA dated 18.9.96 are - illegal.

2. o Reply was flled |In the reply,'lt 1s’stated tnat the
|

.answerlng respondents have 1mplemented the order dated 24.8.95 "

I

passed by thlS Trlbuna; grant;ng; hlghe? senlorlty to thL

_apblioants in O'A No.93/b4, O.A No. 121/94, 0.A No. 122/94 and

1

0O.A No. 172/94 and in compllance thereof a fresh senlorlty llst

was drawn ‘in wh1ch prlvate respondents Nos 3 to 35, were

placed below the applioants;hvide _orden: dated 18.9.96

-

. (Annx.Al). . It  is also 'stated .that the -applioant* has’ not
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‘represented aga1nst the 1mpugned order dated 18. 9 96 (Annx Al)

to the Reg1strar General of Ind1a and Census Comm1ss1oner, as

such the appllcant has not exhausted the alternatlve remedy

avallable to h1m under Sec 21 of the Adm1n1strat1ve Tr1bunals

-~

- Act, 1985. It is also stated that the order dated 24 8. 95 of

u"llable to be d1sm1ssed.

fhié Tribunal grantlng hlgher sen1or1ty to’ the appl1cants of
the aforesaid O.As plac1ng the prlvate respondents Nos 3 to 35
below the appl1cant was challenged before the Supreme Court bv"
filing SLP Nos lll3 lll6 of 1996 wh1ch were d1sm1ssed and

order dated 18.9.96 was ma1nta1ned Therefore, the. appl1cant‘

I

,has no case’ for 1nterfereuce bv tnls Tr1bunal and th1s O.A-is

3. Heard the learned counsel for ‘the partles ‘and also,

perused the whole record.

4. T On perusal it beComes abundantly <clear  that _the.
impugned seniority list'ﬁasfissued Enycompliance.of thehorder

dated 24.8. 95 passed=by'this Tribunal ‘as mentioned above. It

is also apparent that a f1nal sen1or1ty 11st was issued on'

12. 4 93 by the Deputy D1rector of Census Operat1ons Rajasthan,

G

Jalpur and the appllcant|made representatlon agalnst the said

’ senlorlty list to the D1rector Census. Operat1ons Rajasthan,

Jaipur, wh1ch was turned down in the year 1993 w1th some

| v

'changes. Thereafter S/Shr1 R.C. Ba1rwa, 'Tara' Chand' Sharma,

Smt .Asha Saxena and Sunll Kumar Garg, have filed O As before

this Trlbunal which was dec1ded by a common order dated

- 24. 8.95 and the pr1vate respondents Nos 3. to 35 were shown

jsen1or to the appl1cant by the ‘revised sen10r1ty llst whlch is

under challenge in this O.A.

5. :It is also ev1dent that . the applicanti"before~

approach1ng th1s Tr1bunal, did‘ not - make any .representation

agalnst the 1mpugned senlfr1ty list dated 18 9. 96, therefore,

1t can be sald that the appllcant has approached th1s Tr1bunal



Aorder as to cosrs

S
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without eihaustingfthe allternative remedy available to him, as

" required under Sec.2l of the Administrative Tribunals "Act,

: 1985_\ : o I - ' .

|

6; :ﬂIt- is also stated by the learned coUnsel for the -
respondents that SLP No 1113 1116 of 1996, Kunj Behari’ Sharma

& Oors Vs. UoI & Ors was'f1led before the Hon'ble Supreme Court

'whlch was d1smlssed by the ,Hon.ble. Supreme .Court. This

|

_content;on is also admitted'by the, learned counsel for the

applicant; Therefore, 1n view the dec1s1on of this Trlbunal

1

and the SLP dec1ded/d1sposed of, ‘we do not f1nd any. mer1t in
the 0. A and in our cons1dered view, the~ appllcant; is notf

entitled to any relief sought for.' S _ e A

7.«  We, therefore, dﬂsmlss the O A hav1ng no merits w1th no

Cupats

(Gopalein h).

(s.K.Agarwal)

Member (A). Member (J).



