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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,JAIPUR BENCH,JAIPUR. 

*** 
Date of D2cision: 30.4.2001 

OA 4::;0. ·~:;, 

1. All India Telecom Employees Union (Group-III) throuyh 

its S~cretary Shri K.L.Sharma, Jaipur Dietrict Telecom 

Branch, Di vie i.:•IEtl C.lif ice, JA-B, Sen C.:•l.:•ny, P.:.wer House 

Reoad, J'aipur. 

2. · Shri Bimal Kishore Pareek, Chief Telephone Supervisor 

1. 
Versus· 

Union of India through Secretary, 

Applicants 

Ministry - .t:: 
'-'.L 

Cc·mrnunio::.=ti::i.:•n, Deptt. of Tel•:!CC•mmunicatio:m, ·zan char 

Bhaw~n, New Delhi. 

2. Chief General Manager'Telecom', Pajaethan Telecom 

Circle, Near Govt.Preas, Jaipur. 

\ 3. The Principal General Manager Telecom District, Opp. 

GP0, M.I.Road, Jaipur. 

.. , 

CORAM: 

HON'BLE ,~R.S.K.AGARWAL, JUDICIAL MEMBER 

HON'BLE MR.A.P.NAGRATH, ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER 

For the Applicants 

For the Respondents 

••• Mr.P.V.Calla 

••• Mr.V~S.Gurjar 

0 R D E R 

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

In this OA filed u/s 19 of th~ Administrative 

Tribunals Ao::t, 1985, the applicante m3ke 3 prayer to 

restrain the respondents from cancelling the promoticn 

orders in re2pect of the applicante, by which the applicants 

were promoted on the pozt of Chief Telephone Supervisor in 

the p.~y s·::=tl•:: .:.f Pa.:::ooo..:.3200 \R•:!vis·~d Rs.6500-lOSOO). 

2. Reply ·was filed. In the reply it l."" ,_, 

applicant2 h~ve come on the b~sia of apprehension of 

revereion. Ther6fore, this OA be dismissed at this staye. 

3. Learned counsel for the applicarits haa ~rgued that in 

other casea ot zimilar nature, applicsnts have bean revered 

by the d~partment. Therefore, hie 3pprehension is not 
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. 

4. It is settled law tha·t any adv.~r 2'-·~ .:·rd•=:r, 1t it 
ent:tile .:::i vil r:::.:ons.:::qu·=n·::'!•::3, 3h·:.ul.J. b.::tV•:: be·:::n i3.3u•:o;d .:.nly 
af·J:,::r f•:·ll·:·win'] th·:: princir:.le of audi al t.~r:w1 partem i. •':!. 
af·t.:::r 9ivin•3" ::tn Ctpfc··=•r'cunity •:·f hearin9 1 2-hc·w-c.::tU2'.•':: t.:• ·th.:;: 
affected per2.on. Therefore, in view of settled leg3l 

p0:·3iti.:•n, ,:,t thiE~ :=.t=:toJO::: we car1 .:.nly say ·that in ·~33•':: ::my 

c.dv·=rse ur.::ler is p332·:::d by ·the .:1epartrn•::rct, principle c·f 

natural justice must h3ve been followed. 

5. We, therefore, di$p02E: of this OA with the direction 

to the respondents that in case any 3dver.=e order regardins 

r.-:::v.:::rsi.:.n o)f the applicants is issued, the same shall be 

issu,:::d c·nly after fc•llm,ing the princjke of audi al t.=:ram 

partem and due process of law. 

t._--f,.f) 
(A. P .l~AGRhTH) 
MEMBER (Ai 
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