
IN THE CENTPAL ADMHJI8TR~TIVE TRIBUl1AL 1 JAIPTJF, BEH::H, JAIPUR. 

O.A No.llS/98 Date c.f ·:·rder: 3/ )J) 1..-trrt> 

Gec.rge}:utty v., S.lc, Sh;ri I.Yc.hannan, StoreJ:eepar(T), AI'1SE Wing, 

Gec.lcgical Survey C·f India, vve.st :one, Jhalana Dungri I Jaipur • 

• • • Applicant. 

Vs. 

l. Union of India through Director General, Geological Sm:vey of 

India, 27, J.L.Nehru Road, Calcutta • ...,, 

2. The Sr. Der::u ty Director General, AMSE Wing, Va.sudha Bhae\·mn, 

Kumaraswamy Layc.ut, Bangalore. 

") ...,. Director I AMSE Win~, Gec.lc9ical s.urvey of India, Jhalana Dungri I 

G-BlocJ:, 3rd Floor, Jaipur. 

4. Shri N.R.Ravi, Slc· Sh.N.V.Ramarao, 8tc.re1:eerer(T), 0/o Dy.Director 

General, AMSE Wing, Vasudha Bhawan, Eangalore. 

• • • Res r:.:·nc"len ts. 

Mr.M.M.Bh:lrathan - Ccunsel for applicant. 

Mr.V .S.Gurjar - Counsel for respc.ndents. 

CORAM: 

Hon' ble Mr .S.f~.Agarwal, Judicial Member 

Hon'ble Mr.N.P.Na,vani, Administrative Member 

PER HOU' BLE MR.S.E.A•3JI.RWAL, JTJDI•.::!IAL MEHBER • 

.M-ainly the relief seouo;~ht by the applicant in this Original 

Arr;.lication is to ·:JUash the imrugned c.rcler dated 2-l:,::: ,98 (Annx.Al) so 

far as the applicant and res!;'<:ondent Nc .• ..J ie ·:o:.ncerned revising the 

seniority as on 31.12.9~. and to declare the ar:plicant as senior to 

respondent No.4 by prc.tecting the eenic.rity y_.:.c.e.itic·n of the arplicant as 

on 31.12.95 i~.rued vide C·rder dated 19.11.1990. 

2. The reepc·ndents filed their reply. In the reply it is 

categorically stated that in view c·f the directions given tr the order 

raeeed by Pan'}alr:·re Bench c.f the Tribun=ll in •J.A Nc..l.5~··3.'88, filed by 

N.R. Ravi, the eeniority of resr:·c·ndent nc .• ..J 'vas revised. Therefore, the 

impugned .:.rder ie perfectly legal and valid and not liable to be 
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interfered by this Tribunal. 

3. Admittedly, the aJ;:plicant has been senic.r tc. Shri N.H.Ravi, before 

ise.uing the imru~ned c·rder d:tted ;.o.~ ... ·39. It is also not disputed that 

in O.A tlc·.l556 188 decided by the Bangalc.re Bench of the Tribmal on 

2.0 • .:. •. 39, the afcplicant \vas nc·t a party and the followi~ directions were 

I:assed by the Pangalc.t·e Eendl .:.f the Tritunal to the respc.ndents on the 

apt:Jicatic·n filed by Shri N.R.Ravi, respcnclent No.-1. 

4. 

"26. In the reeult, \·1e allC·\·1 this ar;plicaticn, by directing the 

respc·ndents tc· prc.mc·te the at:plicant, on a regular basis, if found 

suitable, within a r:ericd c,f 3 roc·nthe. frc.m the date of receipt of 

thie order, under prorer procedure, under the 1983 Rules, in a 

clear vacancy, \mich e::isted and wae eanrarked in the r;~st of 

SK(T), for the feeder channel c.f Caretakers, pric.r to the 

implementatic•n c.f the EJ87 Rules, frc.m the date he actually became 

eligible fc·r prc·mc·tion to ttat r:·.:·st, under the E!:::3 Rules." 

On a rerusal c.f the above directions, it aprears that directions 

\vere given .:.nly with re-gard t.:· cc.neideratic·n c.f prc.mc:·tion of 3hd J:J.R 

Ravi tut there was no st:-ecifi.: directic.n re~arding revision of 

seniority. Nc. d:ut.t, [·l"C•ITrC•tion relates to senic·rity but it is an 

undisr;uted fact that the ar,plicant \vas not given any C•r,portunity c·f 

hearinglshc•\·1 cauee befc.re re7ising the senic.rity t:~·sition of the 

applicant as it ie st.:..:d c·n 31.1.::.9: .• If the res[::,c·.ndents \vere am~icus to 

revise the ::;.enic.rity list c·n the basis C·f the directions issued by the 

Pangalc.re Bench C·f the Tritunal, after prc.rncticn c.f reer;.c·ndent No • .J, it 

was incumbent on the part c•f the-resv·ndents tc. affc·rd an •:.r:t:<·rtunity of 

hearing to the a~_:plkant. Eut \vithcut affc.rding any C•t=t;:•c•rtunity c·f 

hearinglshmv cause nc.tice tc· the an:·licant, the .lmpugned order so 

passed is definitely against the principles C•f natural justice and 

liable to be quashed. 

t\ Cj 5. In vie\v c.f at<we all, we ·:.JUash the irrpugned c·rder &ted 2-1.:::.~'8 

~-- (Anru:.Al) sc. far as it relate.: tc. the seniority of the applicant via-a­

" -
vi~ reepo:·ndent Nc .• -1 and senic.rity pc.sition eof the applicant as on 

~-- -----
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31.12.95 is maintained. If the respcndents are desire to determine the 

seniority, the same can only be do:,ne after follo:.wing the principlea of 

natural justice. 

6. No order as to costs. 

( N .P .Nawani) 

Member (A). Member (J). 
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