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IN 'rHE C~N·rrtAL AD1'1INIS'!'AA'riVE: ·riUBUL'lAL, ... TAIPUR BENCH,JAIPUtt. 

* * * 
Date of DeClSi.)n: 0:;).9 • .2003 

OA 112/.2002 with t'1A.5 231 .~ 511/2002 

1. K.L.Meena, Assistant in the office of Salt Corr~iBsioner, Jaipur. 

2. A1ladeen Khan, Assistant in the office of Salt C~Th~issioner, Jaiplr. 

3. R.C.Joshi, UOC in the office of Salt Commissioner, Jaipur. 

4. Hanuman sahai t'leena, uoc in the office of Salt Commissioner I Jaipur • 

••• Applicants 

Versus 

1. Union of India through Under Secretary, Ministry of Commerce & 

Industry, Department of Industrial Policy & Pronntion (Salt) 1 Udyog 

Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. Salt Commissioner, Lavan Bhawan, 2-A Lavan Marg, Dak Pati No.l.39,. 

Jhalana Doongri, Jaipur. 

• •• t<espondents 

HON 1 BLE MR.M.L.CHAUHAN, JUDICIAL M.&MBER 

HON 1 BLE MR.A.K.BHANDAAI, ADMINrs·rRATIVE LYlEMBER 

For the Applicants 

For the Respondents 

. •.• Mr .Anupa.m Agarwal, proxy counsel for 

Mr.Manish Bhandari 

Mr.S.S.Hasan, proxy counsel for 

Mr.S.M.Khan 

ORDER (ORAL) 

Applicants, four in number, have filed the present OA .3gainst their 

reversion from tile post of Asaistant/UD.: vide impuqned uJ:.·.je~:.· d~c-=d 22 .• 2.:200:2 

(Ann.A/1) and have prayed for the following reliefs : 

"i) by an 2ppropriate order or direction, tne impugned orders dated 
2-S.::::.::oo:: (Anns.A/1 & A/2 re.:;pe.::ti·Jely) may hndly oe quaahed and 
set 3Side with a further declaration that the appli.::.:mts sh•Juld 
not be reverted to the lower post from the prom..::,ted post. 

ii) t·J issue an appropriate order or direct1on, the Hon 1 ble ·rribunal 
may dire·:::t the respondents that While implementin~ the ju<i3ement 
of the Hon 1 ble ·rribUnal , the rights accrued in fav•J",Jr o E 1:11e 
present .;tppli.:ants sh•Juld n•:>c be affected in any manner, ratner 
the seniority position already obtained by any empl.:;,yee sn.)uld 
not be affected in any manner." 

2. It may be relevant to mention here that tne impugned order of 

reversiun was passed by the respondents pursuant to the orders passed ny 

tnis ·rribunal on 22.11.1000 in AA 35/20)0 (OA 558/03), uor v. Sri Deepak 

sardana, and the order <:Bted 20.4 • .£1))1 in RA 10/2001 (OA 3:25,1.:::001), iJ}I v. 

Ramavtar Verna. Against these orders, tne present appli·::ants nave also 

filed D.B.Civil Writ Petition Nu.2207 /2002 bef·Jre the H•:Jn 1 ble Hign Court uf 
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l{ajasc:han, whi..::h is still pendio~. Vide ·xder dated 13.1:2.200~, the said 

writ petitiun lBs oeen adnitted and the •Jrder t·.) m:tintain status-que h.:t.s 

been passed by the Hon'ble t:H9h •2ourt. G•)PY ·:>f the said ·Xder d:tted 

13.1.=:.20:J2, passed in D.B.Civil writ Petiti•)n No.2297/2002, is taken on 

record. 

3. In view of this deve!.;.pnent, n•) ·)rdet· is required t·:> be passed in the 

present OA as the ·:>rder t·:> naintain statua-:.tU·j in respe·:::t .. )f the applicants 

has already been passed by the H·:>n'ble High Court. This order i.s still 

operative .:tnd as such the interest ·:>f the .:tpplkants has been fully 

safe~arded. It is, however, m:tde clear th:tt the present p:Eiti.::m with 

respect t0 the applkants shall n.;.t be disturbed unless S·~1le order, ·:>tner 

than the .;.rdet· ·:>f m:tintainin~ st:ttus-qu•:'l, is •)btained by the respondents 

from the Hon'ble High Court. 

~vith these ob.servativns, the pL·esent OA :tnd the .:;.)nne•::ted t1A.s are 
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