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OA No. 292/2005 with MAs 185/2008 & 346/2008 

Mr. S.K. Vyas, Counsel for applicant. 
' Mr. Vikas Jain, Proxy counsel for 

Mr. Sanjay· Pareek, Couns~tfo6resp'Ondents . 

. ;~()'.~'~: ~:~ W~ --~ 5~;_1L:_>~6t1 ~t:A~ r~tju~tqofdtie _pr_oxy~•counsel appearing 
on beha\f of th.e app\\cant, \et the matter be Bsted for 
hearing o·tf: ;;23'J09.2tro·9·~cc;:rr•qs·, •made clear that no 

. . Fu'fth~r: adjournment·~v.m be granted': on that date. 
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23.09.2009 

OA No. 292/2005 with MAs 343/2006, 285/2008, 
346/2008 

Mr. S.K. Vyas, Counsel for applicant. 
Mr. M.S. Raghav, Proxy counsel for 
Mr. Sanjay Pareek, Counsel for respondents. 

Heard learned counsel for the parties. 

F.or the reasons dictated seoaratelv. the case is 
· disposed l)f .. -- . · · · 

·.: (B.L~RI) _ ·:. 
_ MEMBER (A) 

AHQ 

. . ., . ·. t£7~ev-
- .. (M.L. CHAUHAN) 

M~111.1BER (J) 



IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,. 
JAIPUR BENCH 

Jalpur, this the 23rd September, 200<j 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 292/ 2005 

·MISC. APPLICATION NOS. 343/2006. 285/2008 AND 346/200E 

HON'BLE MR. M.L. CHAUHAN 1 JUDICIAL MEMBER 
HON'BLE MR. B.L. ·KHATRI, ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER 

1. Subhash Chandra Goyal son of Shri P1ioti Lal Go:lat,. agerj t~S :/E:arsl 
tiresently employed as Senior Accountant in t'ne Office of the 

' Accountant General (A&_E) Rajasthan, J,aipur, :esident ·of /.t.~/8 1 
Para.mhans Marg; Mansarnvar,. Jaipur. 

2. Madan Mohan Aarawal son of Shrl Ka1lssh Chc.nd Guote:. aaed 43 
- , I I w" 

years, presently employed as Senior Accountant in the Office ·cf 
the Accountant General (A&E) Rajasthan 1 Jaipu11 resident of 1A 

- 68,. Shivshakti, Colony, Shastri Nagar, Jaipur. 
3. Srijendra Kumar Sharma son of Shri Kewal Krishen Shc.irrna,. 5ged 

37 ye:c-irs, presently employed as _Senior Accountant in the Office 
of the Accountant General (~,&E) Rajasthan 1 Jaipur1 resident of 3 T 
33, Krishendeep 1 Jawahar.Nagar, Jaipur. 

4. Tara Chand son of Shri Thakur Das,. aged· 37 yea.rs,. present!y 
employed as Senior A.ccountant in t_he Office of the Accountant 
General (A&.E) Rajasthan 1 Jaipur1 resident of 236 Rani Sati Nagar1 
I\.;,_·,......,_ n.-.-d 1-~~,I .... 

l"''\jl l !~I !'.VCl 1 JCllJ-1\.1.,l; 

5. Mrs. Janki Nautiyal wife of Shri K.D. Nautlyalr aged 38 years 1 

~r·,...-,......;1-i,, "''TI'"" 1 ~"€d --· ce'""'o·· (l,..,..·o··n .. -"._ i~ .1.h~ ~+:l=•ce ~.i:: jJ '.:::;::».:::lil.lY ti 11-'IVY Cl::> .::; Ill' I 1"'"\\_.L Ul lClll!. .11 I.lit:: Vlll VI. 

Accountant Genera! (A&.E) Raiasthan. jaiuor. resident of 44. Ram 
.. r v _I , I I I 

Nagar! Soda!a, Jaipur. 

.. ... APPLICANTS 

(By Advocate: Mr. S.K. Vyas) 

VERSUS 

L Union of India through Secretary to tile Government· of Ind[;,, 
DepartTTrent of Expenditure, Ministry of Finance,· North Block 1 

Nevv Delhi. 
2. Comptroller & Auditor General of India: 10 3ahadurshah Zafar 

Marg, New Delhi. 
3. Accountant General (A&E) Rajasthan 1 Janpath 1 Jal pu r .. 

...... . R!2SPONDENTS 

(By Advocate: Mr. M:S. R21ghav Proxy to Mr. Sanjay Pa;·ee~c) 
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ORPER (ORAL) 

The· applicants have filed this OA th~reby praying for the fo!lovvi"ng 

reliefs:-. 

\\ ( j) 

{ ;·) 
\. :i 

The Comptroller & Auditor General of India may be dirncted 
· to sanction number of posts to accommodate the applicants 

on the post of ad hoc Section Officer w1th effect from the 
dcites their rights becam_e due. 
The Accountant General (A&E) may be directed t;) promote 
-<=:.--1- 4 /af+- O"r ~l"""';t---e- -,.,~:~.,...i. A -o-.i.s ;1·r.e~"'ar/\ 1 .. ~.1-~:.-.~--1 lll:::>L ·- t. '-11 C!VVC!I I::::> C11::JCllll:::>t. ~ f.i :::>t. I l' ':JUI I 'f lCL<:l!llCV 

since last 2 years notionally from th.: date they were 
sanctioned. , 
That the Hon'ble Tribunal ma.v grant such other relief as 
they may consider appropriate in the circumstances of the · 
case." 

2. Notice of this application was given . to the 1espondents. The 

respondents have filed their reply. In .the reply, the respondents have 

categorically stated_ that pursuant to the eariier OA No. 183/2004 ·flied 
., . th i · I- I • I h .. , • .. h d. .j. h . . • oy 11e app.1can1.s1 wnicn was suusequenLiY Wli.., rav~m as ~ 1e gnevance 

of the appllcants was being sett:ed administratively_, th.e applicants have 

been granted promotion to the Section of Section Officer (ad hoc) in the 

pay scale of Rs.6500-10500 from 19 .07 .2005 or from the date of taking 

over of _the charr;ie of the post vvhich ever is later. It ls further stated 

that ail the 5 appllcants have been promoted. vlde order dated 

19.07 .2005 (Annexure R/1). Thus accordln9 to the respond2nts, the . 

pr2sent OA does not survives now. 

3. Learned counsel for the appiicants submits that the grievance of 

the applicant is stlll subsistlng in as much as the applicants are entitled 
,· 

to ad h_oc ~1romotion from the. earlier date in terms of the ooilcv . ' ' 

decision, which has been placed on record subsequently by 

respondents. 

4. 'Ne have given due consideration to the submission made by th2 

lear~ed· counsei f,or the applicant. The applicants ·have not specifically 

pleaded the vloia.tion of fhe policy decision taken by the respondents 
. -

· \Nhereby certain number of posts was to be created in orde1 to adjLlst 

the applicants and other sirnil_arly situated persons. The. material has 
~ 
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been placed on record by way of MA and pursuant to the orde:r passed 

by this Tribunal. 

5. Lear11ed · counsel for the applicant submits that he may be 

permitted to withdraw this OA with ·liberty reserved to the applicants to 

agitate the matter regarding their ad hoc promotion ·i\·0m earlier date 

based on the policy decision taken ty the respondents. 

6. In view of what :;_3s beeh stated above, the present OA is disposed 

with liberty· reserved to the applicants to agitate the matter regarding 

their oromotion from back date oursuant to tr1e oc.ficv decision tarcen b-,1 
I _.-- 1 1 I 

the respondent$. 

7. VVith these observations: the OA is disposed of with no order ·as to 

costs. 

· 8. In view of the, order passed in the OA, no order is required to be 

· passed in MA Nos. 343/2006 1 285/2008 and 346/2008 1 ·which ar~ also 

disposed of accordingly. 

(B.L.~~I) (M.L. CHAUHAN) 

AHQ 


