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IN' THE CENTRAL ADM IN IS TRAIT I VE TRIBUNAL • J AIP~~ BENCH. JAIPUR. 

' 
O.A No-.518/96. ; Date of .order:9.l.2001 

1.' 

2. 

/ 

Sh.T.C.~ehra, ·comput~r, O/o _ Heera Lal 
' I 

Mehra,: S/o 
l 

Director c'ensus Op~rations, Rajas than,• Jaipur.· · . 

Rahul Garg, S/t, ! late .. Shri R.P.Garg, Compu~er, O/'o 
'i 

Director· Census Op~rat ion Rajasthan ·, Jaipur • 
. ·1 

I ••• Applicants •. 
I, 
! ,,.. 

Vs. 
I 

l. ·union of India thr9ugh Registr~r Gen~ral, ~ini. of H~me 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9.' 

lo.·· 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

'16. 

17. 

-18. 

19. 

20. 

21. 

22. 

Affairs, 2-A, .Man Singh Road, New Delhi:. 
•. I. 

' < 

The. D~rector, Ce~sus Operations 

Dungri, J~ipur. 1 

. I . 

Shri Kuhj Behari Sharma, 
• ! 

Shr i Gokul Chand Verma. 
I 
I 

Shri Mahaveer Kumai Jain: · 
,,.. ; 

Shri Rajesh.Ku~ar ~ittal. 
. . I 

. • . I 
.Sh~r1 Arun Kumar Jain. 

Shri Bhawani Prasad Sharma~ 
! -

shri s~tish Kr. Ch~tu~veai. 
I 

I 

Shri Krishan Moh.an \Kh~n~elwal •. 

Shri Mukesh Kr.Bhar~a~a 
i 

Shr.i Jawana Ram Jat\ •. 
. " I 

Shri Shyam Sfinder Sharma. 
r . 
I 

' ' Kum.Kusum Lata Yaday. 
. , ! 

Shri Bhanwar Lal .KuJ.d.eep 
I 

Bhri Hazari ~aL Gup~a, 
. , I 

. Shr_i Mahendra Kr .• Jain. 
1 

Shri RajenQra. Kr. Nagar. 
! 

Shri:Mukum C~nd Dab6dia 
I\ 

Smt. Ka'inlesh Sharma. J . - I . 
Shri ~ohan Lal Raigar 

. . , : I . . 
Shri Laxmi ~arain Meena 

Raj~sthan,' Jhalana 

' 

I 

. i 
I . i 

23. .Shri Ved Prak~sh Si~gh~l.· 

'. I 

! . 



I, 

/ 
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24. 

25 •. 

26. 

27. 

28. ' 

2.9., 

3Q. 

31. 

3.2. 

33. 

34. 

35. 

·2 -
.·\ .. 

Shri Manikant Sha~~a. 

Shri s~raj Mal Ta.J./ 
I 

Sh,ri Eihura Ram Tarang 
I . 
! 

Shri Bach:ittar Singh Purva. .. . .. I ,, , 

Shri Kailash Chan~ Gupta. 
! 

Shri Vijay Mohan ~athur. 
i 

Nemi Chand Kumawat. 
I i . Shr.i 

Shr i Narend.ra Kr. ~up ta. 
I 

Shri Suresh Chand:sharm~. 
I 

Shri Vinod Kumar Gupta. 
I , 

/ 

Shr i Krishna KumaJ Sharma. . · ' 
. I 

Shri ·M~dhav L~l TJivedi. 
i 

. 1 
I 

I 
. I 

' . 

• • .• Respondents. 

Mr.P.V.Calla Counsel. for the applicant. 
I 
I . 

Mr.S.L.Thodani - Counsel 1for respond~nt No~8 
I 

I 
~one for 6th~r res~onden~s. ) 

CORAM: '\ 
. . . . . I . 

Hon' ble Mr .s·.K .Agarwal,. Judicial Member . 
. I . . I 

Ho~'ble Mr.Gopa1- Jingh, Adm_inistrativ~ Member. 

PER, HON'BLE- MR.S.K.AGARWA:L-; JUDICIAL MEMBER. . . I . . 
. ., l 

· · In this o'rigina,l ~pplication filed under _Sec.19 ·of the 
. I . 

' I , . 

Administrative Tribunalsi Act,' 1985, the _applicant .makes a 
. . rht1-f- . I • . . 

prayer to dC?clareA the· iFpugned seniority list ·_dated 18.-9.96 
-. . . I - . . . .· . ' 

(Annx~Al).and memorandu~\Annx.A~lA dated 18~9.96 ~re·illegal. 
I . _.. 
I. 

' 
2.- Reply was filed •. 'iin the reply, it is stated that t.he 

answer in~ re~ponde(ts. haJe .implemented the :o;der dated 24.8.95 · .. 
1 J ' . I 

passed by this Tribuna~ granting high~~- seniori_ty to .the 
. i . : . 

applic~nts in O.A No.9~/94, O.A No.121/94, .O.A No.122/94 and 
I . . . 

O~A No~l72/94 and in comdliance ~hereof a fresh seniority lSst 
.. ! . . ,. . .. 

was drawn in which p~~rate . respondents_ Nos.3 ·to 35, were 

below the applicants vide order, dated 18.9.96 

It . is ~~so _.,!stated - that the applicant· has: not 

placed 

(Annx.Al). 
i 
1· 
;· 



I 
j . 

/ 

I 

3 

•.I . . 
'·' 
i 

I represented against the impugned 
I 

order dated 18. 9. 9.6 (Annx.Al) 

to the Registrar General .of.· lndia and Census Commissioner~ as 

such the applicant has ~ot exhausted the alternative remedy 

~vailable to him under s~c.21 of the Administrative Tribunals 
i ' 

' . ' ' 
·Act, 1985.· Lt is also st~ted that tha order dated 24.8~95 of 

l . . 

th.iis Tribunal. granting h~.gher seniority to· the ·applicants of 

the aforesaid.O.As placing th~ private respondent·s Nos.3 >:o 35 . ~ . ~ 
! 

belo~ the· applicant was- c~al lenged befor·e the Supreme Court by 
I . 

filin-g SLP Nos.11.13-1116! of 1996 which were dismissed and 

order dated 18~9.96 was ina.intained~. Therefore, the. applicant 
; 

has· no case· for i~terfereinc::e· by.· this Tribunal and thl!.s. O.A- is 

. . ·1 iable to be dismissed. 
·, -

3. ·Heard the lE!arned' counsel for the parties ·and also 

perused the·whole record.· 
I 

4~ ·. On per.usal it b:ecomes abundantly ·clear that t·he 

impug_ned seniori.ty 1 ist · Jas ·issued 'in compliance .of the order 
! 

dated 24.8.95 pass_ed- by this Tribunal. as mentioned above. 'It 
, I , 

is. 'also apparent that·. a: finai seniority list was issued on 
I 

• I 

12.4.93 by the Deput'y Director 
I 
I 

. • • I I 
Jaipur. and the applicant 1maa·e 

of Census· Operations Rajastha~, .,. 

representation against the said 

seniority 1 ist to the . oi'.rector Census. Oper~t io,ns Raj as than, 
i 

Jaipur'· which in 1993 with . some was turned down 
. . I 

t_he year 

changes. Thereafter S/Shiri R.C.Bairwa·,. Tara· Chand Sharma, 

Srnt. Asha Saxena . and. SuniJJ"-Kurnar Garg / .ha v~ filed 0 .As before 
/ - I. 

this Tribunal which \oja~: decide.a by .a common order, dated 

24.8.95 and the private 'respondents Nos.3_ to 35 were shown 
. . : - - . . 

. I 

·seni.or ·to the ·applicant by t_he 'revised seniority list· which is - :·· 

under challenge in this o.~.A. 

~ 
fl . 

! 

5. ' is ·also the applicant before that . It 

approaching th.is Tribun~:t, did not make any . repre.sentation 
I'. 

against the impugne~ senir~ity list_ dated i8.~.96, therefore, 

if can be said that· the a~plicant has approached this Tribunal 

~.---·----



,( 

/ 

~ithout eih~~sti~g·~he alternative remedy avail~ble t-0 him, as 
\ 

_required under Sec.2J, b'.f the Administrative Tribunals Act, 

1985. 1-

1 -

6. _-rt is .also stat~d by the learned counsel for the 
' 

respondents that SLP NoLlil3.;..1116 of 1996, Kunj Behar_i- Sharma . I - . 
. - -- - - ' - - ! : ' - - - - ' -. ' 
& Ors Vs. UOI & Ors wa~ jfiled before _the Hon' ble Supreme Court 

which was disniiss'ed _ ~y - the .Hon-' ble . Supreme _Court. This 
i - - -

contention is also .admitted -by the learned counsel - for the 
. - . . . - l . - ~ .. . . . . 

' applicant·. Theref~re, i!n view the decision of this Tribunal 
! • -

-- I 

and the SLP decided/disposed of, ·we do not find any mer'i t in 
- I 

' -
the .O.A and in eur considered vie-,.,, the· applica!1~, is not~ 

I 
entitled io any relief ~6ught for. 

I - \ 

I 

7 .- We, therefore, di!smiss the O.A having· no i:nerits with no 
I - ' 

order as to co8ts~ 

L~--u~-·-- -LL/ -~ , ,.. . 

(Gopal- ~in h) - - . 

Member (A},. 
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Membe"r ( J) • 


