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<IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR

\'\

O‘.A.No 560/96 " .

o Mr.:anjay Pareek

' CORAM:

PER| HON BLE MR S.K. AGARWAL,

- ,
L

s\

-

R: C Ba1rwa,i S/o

Mr;>h1v Kumar

1

)
1
)

N\

Naresh Kumar Sharma,

' Rajasthan, Jaipur.:

Home Affairs, .Govte. of Indla,

Sh Tara Chand Sharma,

Hon ble Mr S A.T. RlZVl,

rDate pfwcrder. 11.9. 2001

VS.

's/o Shri\C.M.Sharma, employed

as Computer,‘o/o D1rectbrate'of-CenSushOperations,

) L) oAppllicant o .

-

New DelhiL

- Jo1nt Dlrector, Census Operatlons Rajastnan, Jaipur.

Sh<Gopal Lal,_ Computer,- 'O/p

Y/

“Census, Jalpur through - 1ts D1rec+or.-' e T

’Dlrectorate of Census, Jaipur. through 1ts D1rector.

1

\,

Computer,- D1rectorate‘ cf

-, T~

;f...Respondents.

: Counsel for appllcant

: for respondents.v

/

1

|
: ] : :
Hon ble Mr.é K. Agarwal, Jud1c1al Member.

applicant makes a'prayer\(l) the 1mpugned senlorlty llst

Adm1n1strat1ve Member,

’

JUDICIAL MFMBER.

T In thls 0.A f1led under Sec 19 ot the ATs - Act, 1985,

L}

)»

dated 18 9.96" may be - mod1f1ed by 1nterpolat1ng the name of

algo

Reply was flled.

~

S/.No.lz to/45 as necessary partles.

I

In the reply,

' %appllcant above Sh Ramesh Chand Balrwa and below Shr1 Mahesh'
. Chand Sharma and necessary consequent1al benef1ts may be

wed, (ii), the appllcant may be exempted from maklng _

it'has been stated

spec1f1cally that the grlevance of the appllcant has already

..been

A

!

v

redressed by plac1ng h1m at ‘senlor p051t10n than

Union of India-througn Registrar General, Miniiof |

/

L

4



—

respondent No.3'& 4 fn the seniority list issued'on 23.10;98

in.cbmpllance of the judgment of Hon ble Supreme Court dated

J13.8.984 It is. also spec1f1cally made clear in thne reply

be | dlsmlssed. :

,perused tne whole record.

ey

| tha%ﬁhtheg,appllcant has- already . been made. seénior to

respondents No. 3 & 4 in the— seniority list Annx.R3 and

statled that other off1c1als -shown from Sl. 14 to 45 have been

declared as sen1or to the - appllcant in accordance w1th the

\

' judgment of the,'Hon»ble Supreme Court dated~ 13.8.,98 and

~

reference'has also been_made‘of the recent 'judgment dated

l3l7ﬂ2000/dellveredfby this Tribunal by which the 0.A filed

by | certain employees of the respondents' department

‘ . impugning the letter dated.11/12.3.9l”regularising the ad .

hoc| services rendered by respondents "Computers -and also

I
-allow1ng these ad hoc app01ntees in the grade of statlst1cal

Ass15tants and Computers to count their servites for the

purpose of senlorlty as well as ellglb111ty for promotlon to

the nlgher grades, were rejected.

3. | Heard the learned counsel for the partles and also

1

a, | In- view: of the reply filed‘ by - the respondents'

department and judgment dellvered by Hon ble Supreme Court

'dated . 13.8.98 .and -order "passed by this Tr1bunal _dated

13.7. 2000, we are pf the considered op1n1on that the'
. /

applicant has already been snown senior to respondents No. 3

& 4 and other off1c1als from Sl.No.1l4 to 45 have been.p

declared -as sen1or to the appl1cant in: accordance with the,

' judgment dated 13.8.98 passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court..

Therefore, the appllcant "has no ‘case for interference by

_'thJs-Tribunal and tn1S'O.A dev01d<of any merits'fs~liable‘to

e

' We, therefore, d1smlss thls 0.a hav1ng no merit w1th

. {
BN
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(

(S.A.T

- Membel

!.Riz/i/g f

- (PI\) .

er as to costs..

\

o~

;(s.K.Agarwal)

Member (J).



