
c::-"'I ~ IN THE c.BNTRAL IOMINISTRATI\IE TB.tBUNAL, JAIPUR BENa-I, JAIFU.R 

':_,, __ 

OA No~1 505/2002 
with 

MA No~ 565/2002 8. 450/2003 

.t~ Rcbi t Bajaj son of Shri Jetha JI. Nand Bajaj, 4 to 16, Jawahar 
Nagar, Jaipur.ci. 

2~~ Mahandra Saxena- son of ~hri J~p:;i Saxena, C/o 51/ 156, Pratap 
Nagar, Sanganer, Jaipu~':\ 

3~:1 Smt~~! AnjulaQJ Scni wife of Sh:cl Vijay ·Soni, 2614, Moti Singi 
Bhomio Ka Basta, Johri Bazar, Jai pur0;i 

4; Madhu -Paraek wife pf Sbri Ashok Pareek, 4781 Matka, K-J-B Ka­
Rasta, Joori Bazar, Jaipur~;i 

51fj Ranavtar Jhalani, zon of Shri Birdhi Chand Jhalani, 65/114, 
Pratap Nagar, Sanganer ,. Jaipur~~ 

6~ Kuldeep Singh aged 4o years, son of Shri Raghu Nath Singh, 
resident of Boraj House, Kishanpole Bazar, Jaipur~ 

2:&i .. 

M~~ Pumim~Sha:rma aged 35 years daughter of Shri Nand Lal 
Ji Sh aIIDa, c...-)E-21, Gokhle Marg, C-Scheme, Jaipur~! 

VERSUS 

The Union of India through the Secretary to the Government 
of India, Ministry ~f Info.Imation and Broadcasting, Govt·~j 
of India, New Delhi~ 

The Director General, Prasar Bharti, Bhartiya Prasaran 
Nigam, Doordarshan Kendra, Mandi House, New Delhiµ;1 

The Director, Doordarshan Kendra, Jhalana Doongari, Jaipur 

Shri Sanjay Dutt Mathur 

8~,;~ Shrl Vasudev Sharma •1 
Al"ll Private respondents are working as Productim 

Assistan·t at Doordarshan Kendra Jaipur and Service through 
Director, Dooxdarshan Kendra, Jhalana Doongari, Jaiputil 

~.·~·t Respondents 
- Mv 



-~ 

Mr1f! Rajendra Vaish, Counsel for the !lPPlicants. 

Mr~~ Tej Prakash Sha:i:ma, Counsel for the respondents nos~. 1 ta ~.;i 

Mr~;t Saugath Roy, Counsel for the respondents nos~4 4 to 8~~ 

OORPM: 

Hon1 ble Mr~ M~ll~ Olauhan, Member (Judicial) 

Hon 1 ble Mr."· Ail<·~~ Bhandari, Member {Administrative) 

OFDE R { ((i)BAL ) 

The leained counsel for the applicant submits that he wtnts 

to VJithdraw this 10>A at this stage with a liberty tJ:> reseIVed to him 

to file· a substantive OA regarding seniority"~ Pennission granted 

···i#·- subject to just exceptions; The (JA stands dismissed as wi thdramti 

2. Aocerdingly, in MAs nos~ 565/2002 and 450/2003, no order is 

required to be passed ~n view of the order passed in the •OA and the 

sane too are dismissed~ 

. . -.--= 


