IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISfRATIVE TRIBUNAL; J%IPﬁR BENCH; JAIPUR.
.0.A N0.520/96 | .~ Date of order:9.1.2001
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17. Shri‘Mahéndfa Kf.'Jain.'
18. ,Shri Rajendra,Kr.,Négar.
l9.v Shri Mukum Cand Dabodia
20. Smt,Kamlesh-Sharma.
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'Mr‘P V»Callaf— Counsel’for'the'applicant.
~Mr S L. Thodan1 - Counsel for respondent No 8 o o T

'None for other respondents.
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Kailash Chand Gupta. . - .. °
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.Narendra Kr.Gupta.
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-« « sRespondents.
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Hon'ble Mr. Gopal Slngh, Admlnlstratlve Member.

PER HON'BLE ‘MR. S K. AGARWAL, JUDICIAL MEMBER.

In this Orlglnal Appllcatlon f11ed under Sec 19 of the

: Admlnlstratlve Trlbunals Act, 1985, the applicant makes a

k-

,prayer to declarekthe 1mpugned senlorlty list dated 18 9. 96

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

2. Reply waS-fiied In the reply, it is stated that the

»answerlng respondents have 1mplemented the order dated 24.8.95"

”’passed by thlS Tr1bunal granting hlgher senlorlty to .the

appllcants in O0.A No 93/94, O0.A No. 121/94 O.A No. 122/94 and

O A No. 172/94 and 1n compllance fhereof a fresh senlorlty 11st

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

lplaced below the appllcants v1de order dated 18. 2. 96

'_(Annx Al). It ‘is also stated that the appllcant has not

N

represented agalnst the impugned order dated 18. 9.96 (Annx Al)

to the Reglstrar General of India and Census Comm1s51oner, as-
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" under challenge in  this.O.A.

. '1985.
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,such the appllcant has not exhausted the alternatlve remedy

avallable to h1m under Sec 21 of the Adm1n1strat1ve Trlbunals
ACt: 1985 -It is also stated that the orde ‘dated 24.8. 95 of-

thls Trlbunal grantlng hlgher seniority to the appllcants of

;che aforesald O.As plac1ng the private respondents Nos. 3 to 35

.below the appllcant was challenged before the Supreme Court by.

E f111ng SLP Nos 1113- lll6 of 1996 wh1ch were d1sm1ssed and

order~dated 18.9 96 was malntalned. Therefore, the appllcant‘

_.has no case for 1nterference by th1s Tr1bunal and th1s O.A is

l1able to be d1sm1ssed.

3. lph Heard the learned‘ counsel for, the.-parties and also
perused the whole record. S ;

. : | ST o -
4. - On perusalf,dt‘ becomes abundantly clear that the

impugned seniority'list was issued in compliance'of the“order;

~

-dated 24, 8 95 passed by . th1s Trlbunal as mentloned above. It

*

‘is also apparent that a f1nal sen10r1ty llSt was 1ssued on

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

Jalpur and Ehe appllcant made representatlon agalnst the sa1d

.senlorlty list - to the D1rector Census Operatlons Rajasthan:;

Ja1pur, which ,was Jturned> down in the. year 1993 with some

changes. 'Thereafter 'S/éhri' R.C. Balrwa, ‘Tara Chand Sharma,

Smt Asha Saxena and Sunil Kumar Garg, have filed OLAs before

A

th1s Trlbunal wh1ch was dec1ded by a common 'order.\dated

24 8 95 and the prlvate respondents Nos .3 to 35 were shown'

senior to the applrcant by the rev1sed sen1or1ty l1st whlch is
, o 4 A

RN

5. . It ]is : also',’ev1dent 'that ‘ the'_ appllcant . before

o approachlng th1s Trlbunal, did not make any epresentatlon

;;agalnst the 1mpugned senlorlty list dated 18 9.96, therefore,

it can be sa1d that the appllcant has approached thls Trlbunal
w1thout exhaustlng the alternatlverremedy ayallable to hlm,_as-

required under Sec.Zl. of ‘the Administrative Tribunals Act,’



- & Ors Vs.

- (Gopal Singh)

6. It iS' also stated by the learned counsel for the

respondents that SLP No. 1113 1116 of 1996, Kunj Behari Sharma

uol & Ors was ‘filed before the Hon'ble . Supreme Court-

_which -was dismissed' by tthe Hon'ble' Supreme Court. ThisA

contention is also admitted by the learned counsel for the .

3 appllcant. Therefore, in view of decision-of this Tribunal and

the SLP de01ded/d1sp0sed of,iweido not find any meritvin the
0.A and in our considered vdew, the»spplicant is not entitled
to any relief sought for. |

7._- We, therefore,vd1sm1s= the O. A having no merlts with no

order as to costs.

_(z;yuécégl_é;e;

Member. (A). o o - © + Member (J).



