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IIN '£HE CEN'rAAL AD1'1Ii.US·rAA·I'IVE 'l't:UBfJNAL ,JAIPUR BEN'2H ,JAIPUR. 

" * * 
Date of D.adaion: 08.10.:2003 

OA 460/2003 

Pramila Surana, Dy.Commi.:s.sioner, C0.)tnmercial 'faxes, Jaipur Zone-II, Govt. 

cf Rajasthan, Jaipur. 

• •• Applicant 

Versus 

1. Union of India through Secretary, Dap.2rtment. of Pers·:HltHi & 

·rraining, Horct1 Block, New Delhi. 

2. Ul?S.:! through its Chairman, Dholpur Hcmse, Shahjahan Road, New 

Delhi. 

3. Chief Secretary, Gc·vt. of Rajasthan, G·jvt. Secretariat, Jaipur. 

4. State of Rajasthan through Secretary, Dep:trtment of Personnel, 

Govt. of l:{ajastt1an, Sei::ratariat, Jaipur. 

COAAl.'1: 

HON'BLE MR.M.L.CHAUHAN, JUDICIAL MEMB~R 

HOl~'BLE MK.A.t<.BHANDAiU, ADMINIS'I'RA'fIVE M&MBER 

• •• Respondents 

For the Applicant 

For the Respond.ants 

Mr.Virendra Lodha 

ORDER (ORAL) 

The applicant has filed this OA ther.:by praying for the following 

reliefs : 

II i) oy an .3.ppr•Jpriate order or direction the Hon' ble ·rribunal 
rn3.y }:indly direct the reapein::ient.s t•::. .::•)Sider ch~ 0:.:ise of t.he 
applicant foL· pc0:im:>r.ion to IAS by treat.ing her to be a 
proni.:>t:ie to RAS Se0:tion Scale a':Jain.st the vac:ani::y 0f. l·:J,::d-•~~l 
(Merit) in pur3u.:tnce to the confit.1ned stay .:>rder p:ta.::ed by 
the Hon' ble Division Bench of Rajaath.3.n Hign Court on 
24.3.2003 t:ead with jud;t.einent p2ssed by the Hon'ble ·rrit.un~l 
in Appeal N..:..::::o.so/99·:-in ~5.10.09; 

ii) by furcher appr·:>priate order or dire•::ti·)O the i:aspon:lents be 
dire.::tej to pr•::irnJte tne 3.pplicant to IAS !Jy wa•t of 
app.Jintment by treatinq her to be pt.·.:.motee a9ainst tne 
va.;.:in.::ies ·Jf l·.:).S.S-39 (Merit) on the atrength •Jf ·::.::infirmed 
stay order p:tssed by the Hon'ble High i::0m·t and ac·:ordinqly 
include her name in t.he final aelecc list ·:if eli9ible 
pers.Jns prepat:ed for the purpvse of p1:0mot:ioin to IAS by 
treating her to be prum:>tee .~qainst the var;andes of 1;)8:3-
89; 

iii) t•Y further appr.:ipriate order or direction tne respondents oe 
dire.::tej tt1at after •3rant of RAS 3elactic.n Scale .;~ainst the 
vacan.::::ies ·:>f 19°'313-.:39 (Merit) to che applicant., chereupon to 
C·:>n.sid.::r the 0::ase of the applicant by noldin.J a review 
meetin~ .:,f tt1e Selection Board forthwitn for c.he purp.).3~ •Jf 
appointment by way of prorn.:,tion to IAS against c.ne -Ja•::am:ies 
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of year l·:.i·;,2, 10;,3 °.x 1995 as pers.Jns junior to her have 
been c0nsidered/prvm.)ted to IAS against these years." 

2. The grievance of the applicant is that despite the specific order 

granted by the Rajas than Civil Serv i 0::es Appellate ·rribunal and the 

Hon'ble High Court, the respondents are not taking any action for 

implementation vf the said ordea. Further grievance of the applicant is 

that she has also made representati0Jn dated ~7 .3.2003 (Ann.A/4) in that 

behalf, which is still pendin;y c0nsideration before the authorities. ·rhe 

learned counsel for the applicant sul::Jni ts that his client will be 

satisfied if, at this stage, a direction is given to the respJndents to 

decide applicant's representation (Ann.A/4). 

3. without going into merit of the case, we are of the view that this 

OA can be disposed of at the sta9e of admission with a direction to 

respvndent No.3 t•.) entertain and decide applicant 1 s representation dated 

27 • .:..200.::: (Ann.A/4), re;yarding her selection to IAS for the year 1993 and 
lttall.5 

l'.:>~5, and di.sp . .).se .jf the same with a speaking ·Jrder within four &ll~R::rlS 'tf-· 

from the date of receipt of a •::.Jpy of this ·:>rder. ·rhe OA stands disposed 

of accordingly. 

~'1~~ 
(A.K.BHANDARI) 

MEMBER (A) 

(M.L.~~f 
MEMBER {J) 
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