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IN THE CENTRAL ArMINISTRA'rIVE ·rRIBUl~AL,JAIPfJR BEl'CH,,JAIPUR. 

* * * 
Date 0f Deci3ion: 06.01.~004 

QA 542/2:>03 

Kailaah Chand Parewa a/0 Shri Khemchanj Parewa r/•) A-19.:., Out.side 

Surajpole Gate, Laxminarayanpur Jatiji ti Bagichi, P.O.Ramganj, 
Distt.Jaipur. 

• •• Applicant 
Versus 

1. Union of India through Se·::retary, Ministry ,:if Sdence and 
•rechnology, New Delhi. 

2.. Direct0r, Council of Scientific and Industrial Research, 

Anusandhan Bhawan, Rafi Marg, New Delhi. 

3. Administrative Offi0::er of Institution of Himalayan Bioresource 

Technolvgy, Palampur, Himachan Pradesh. 

CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR.M.L.CHAUHAN, JUDICIAL MEMBBR 

HON'BLE MR.A.K.BHANDARI 1 ADMINISTRA'rIVE MEMBER 

• •• Respondents 

For the Applicant 

For the Resp~ndents 

... 

... 
Mr .Raghunandan Sharma 

ORDER (ORAL) 

·rhe applicant has filed this GA th>E:reby praying for the 

fol lowing relief : 

"direct the respondents t..:; gi'Je app:>intment t.j the applic~mt on 

the post 0f Stern.)3r.apher with :tll C•)nsequential benefits." 

2. Facts of the case are that reapc .. ndent l-lo.3 i.3s;1.:d .an 

advertisement (t~0 • .:./::000) (Ann.A/l) for re..::ruitment on v.ari 1)1JS posts 

including the post of Sten:>grapher. The applicant applied for the 

said post. The grievance of the applicant is that he has been 

selected f0r the p)3t of Sten:>3rapher but no appointment ·:.t.·~r has 

been given to him. Hence this OA. 

3. When the matter was listed f.::ir admission on 20. ll • .?.003, tnis 

Tribunal observed that prima-facie this Tribunal has got no 

jurisdiction to entertain this matter and the matter was adjourned 

for 21.11.2003 at the request of the le.:trned ·::ounsel for the 

applicant. On that date, the learned counsel for tne a[:lplicant 

further sought adjournment to prepare the matter and the matter was 

adjourned to 2.1.2.004. E:ven today, the learno?d counsel for the 

~ 



' '· 

,. 

- 2 -

applicant ..::ould not .:;atisfy as t.) h1:iw thi.; 'rribunal h.~s jurisdi.:::ti.:>n 

to entertain this matter. 

4. Adnittedly, appointment 0n the p)St •)f Steno;Jrapher was to be 

made by reapondent N.:>.3, wh•) doe.3 n•)t fall within the territ·:>rial 

jurisdiction of this Tribunal. . Further, the relief claimed by the 

applicant als.:, does nt")t fall within the jurisdicti.)n •=>f this 

Tribunal. As per Rule-6 of CAT (Pr.:1.:::edure) Rules, 19.'37, an 

appli.::ation has to be filed with the Registry ')f the Bench within 

whose jurisdiction the appli 1:::ant is .P:>sted for the time being and the 

cause of a·::ti·:>n, wh·:>lly •:Jr in p:irt, h.~s arisen. The applicant has 

not made even a single averment in this OA that the cause •)f action, 

wholly or partly, has arisen within the jurisdi·:::tion of this 

Tribunal. As already stated ab:>ve, the advertisement (Ann.All) was 

issued by the Aanini.3trative Offi.::er, Instituti.:>n of Himalayan 

Bi0resour•::e Techn.:>lvgy, Palampur, Hima•:::hal Pradesh, and appointment 

has also t·:> be made by the said Institution. As such, the present OA 

is not maintainable and the aame is hereby rejected. 

5. However, the Re~iatry is directed to return the p3per b.).:>}: to 

the applicant. The OA stands disp)Sed ·:>f a•:::C•jrdin~ly. 

'\ ' ~ f /bi,Rl.r., 
~~I :~~· 
(A.K.B I) (M.L.CHAUHA ,. _, 

~ MEMBER (J) 


