
IN THE ·cENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, 
JAIPUR BENCH 

Jaipur, this the l41h day of July, 2010 

OA No.326/201 0 

CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. M.L.CHAUHAN, MEMBER (JUDL.) 

B.L.Gupta, 
s/o Shri Jagdish Prasad Gupta, 
r/o 12, Rameshwar Colony, 
Sitabari, Jaipur. 
Presently working as Inspector, 
Income Tax Department, 
Jaipur. 

_.(By Advocate: Shri Amit Mathur) 

.. Applicant 

Versus 

1. Union of India through Secretary,· Ministry of Finance, 
Department of Revenue, North Block, New Delhi. 

2. Chief Commissioner, Income Tax (CCA) Department of 
Income Tax, Statue Circle, Jaipur 

.. Respondents 

(By Advocate: ..... :) 

0 R D E R (ORAL) 

Heard the learned co\)nsel for the applicant. 

2·. ·The learned counsel for the applicant submits that he will be 

sotisfied at this stage, if direction is given to the respondents to 

decide . representation of the applicant dated 21 sl April, 20·1 0 
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{Anri.A/2) followed by reminder·- dated ·2nd July', 2010 (Ann.A/3) . 
'· 

whish repr~sentq_fiq~ has been filed a"gains"t the tentative" seniority 
·.' .. 

· •• ;}L '', 

. list of lnc.Qme 1a_"x lnsped~rs as on 1.1:201 b. 

- :3. I have given d_ue consideration to the subm_issio_ns made by_ 

' . _th-e _-learned ·co_"unsel tor the applic.ant. Sin~e ·represenfOtion of the 

·•.;; 

applicant regardi"ng seniority- of· Income Tax lnspeddrs ds on-
. ' ' ~' 

1 . .1.201 O.has riot bee;n decided. so. fa'r, as s~ch, I a~ of the v.iew th.at · 

· without ~icing_ into meriLof the case· direCtion can be give:n to _ · 

respond·e~t No.2 to- decide repre~entation of the applicant d9ted 

21st" April, 2010 CAnn.A/2) -Vvithin 6 period of six -Weeks from today by 
• I • ' . • 

. . 

passing reasoned and .speaking order. Ordered ac~ordingly. 

4 . T~e 0~- shall ~tand ·:disposed of· at admission· stage in the 

aforesaid terms ... 
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· (M:LCHAUHAN) 
_.Judi. Me~T~ber 


