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COR.AM: 

IN THE CENTRAL ADf'-UNISTRATIVE "fRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH 

1 a:ou-· ti-1;- .i.r...e ·1 8'"h d~·· ot- r::,.,b-·Ja·r· 1 '"'0~10 .) i I i I ~ t . t ..'.:> ·~ t 1 .1. l t ' c:1 y i- c t ~. . J ; /._ j ,. 

ORIGIN At APPLICATION NO. 92 / 2u1.0 

HON'BLE MR .. fv1.L. CHAUHAN, JUDICIAL !V1Ef·ti8ER 
LjQl\''!3' r:: r .. 1R R 1 l(b.i 11-rrir !\.l"'.~ .. 1T!\tTC""T'"" l\TT\!E Mi;::f.!IP,t::n r· i\i -L.t- l"i1 .. 1-'.i- .. \ 11Ml~ 1 Mi-li."I J.i\J.L..::> f\.f""\IJ.'./ J'li-i~iOLf\ .. 

I<. B. Sharma son of Shri .Kunj Bihari Sharma by caste Sharma, resident 
of House No. 2.312 1 Near·Sadi :<e Bo!aj, Puranl Basti, Jaipur. ?resently 
working in .the ofice of Assistant Direct.or1 National Archives of India 1 

•. rie-o•·d r~·11""er .;o '" "ll~~r~,,~ o~u·ng··-; i·a1'ou·--· f"\.-1.,. , "-"= l f .J. -1-.. 1 -'llCl!Cl Cl V l I 11 .J , I. 

( ,., Ad·1 '"i:i· '";1 •• p N J .... t.') _oy ... \oca,_. 1·11 ..... al 1, 

VERSUS 

.. ... APPLICAf\lT 

l. Union of India throu'Gh the Secre::tarv to tr;e Government of 
·- • 3 

India1 f\'1inlstry of cu~ture Information and Broadcasting, Shastri 
Bhav.tan 1 Rajendra Marg 1 Nev.; Deihl . 

.., Th'...._ r-,;,.,....L-~.~•- 1--. 1~,....•·-1 I\ •-,-l~hv;:::- T·,.-li- 1-,...p-~-h r\!""''" o~lh; 
.::.. I 11-::: Liii i:: I.Vi \.:!I:: i<::l cu, /""ll ... 111 -:::> J.I u10, .JC!! I en. I: Ht::Vv Cll ll. 

3. The ,,;ssistant Director· of Archives; National J:;.rcl1h/e of India: 
Record Center 10-A! Jhalar.a Doongri, Jaipur . 

....... RESPONDENTS 

{By Advocate :----------) 

ORDER. (ORAl1 

The applicant has fii~d this OA. against the impugned Ofv1 dated 

27.10.2009 vvhereby the applicant was informed tt1at if he \111ishes to 

make further reoresenl:ation he mav do so within 15 davs from the 
· I · ~ I 

date of receipt of the OM. It ls further mentioned in the saici 01v1 that 

inforrnatlon o·f the DOPT was also taken and the DOPT has reiterated 

its acivlce tr .. at th(-".re is no questron of' a11ow!ng A.CPS to ReservHtion 

,0,ssistant (F.:.s.3200-Li-900/-) in the next higher gr·ade ·of ,l1s.sist0nt 

Chernl<:"t Grcic!e II (R.<.: .. 5000-8000/-) for the reason that the ;-equ\red 



'] 

eHgtb!nty service in terms of the RRs of the revised RRs is 13 years 

and hence .the officers i'tave~ not 'stagnated', in the s;::rnse of being 

Plta 1 hiA t·cir 11 ... omot·1on · ..... . - t ~ .. .: ~ '-J 1 . I . l 1: 

2. We have heard the lf?arned counsel for the applicant. learned 

counsel for the applicant submits that he will file: representation before 

. the appropriate ;:nith0rity in terms of the OM dated 27.10.2009 anrl in 

the light of observation made by this .Tribuna(ln Para No. 11 of the 

judgment passed in OA No. ·227/2007 dated 09.03.2009. 

~- In view of what has been stated above1 the present Ot\ ls 

disoosed of with Hbertv reserved to the aoolicant to file reotesentation 
t f ' I I , i 

before .the 8ppropriate authority and !n_ case such representatton is 

filed- within a period of two vveek:s from to~ay, 1n that eventualJty the 

respondents sr1all entertain the 'same an-d pass re:asoned &_ speaking 

order \Ntth!n two montl1s from the date of receipt .of such 

repre::.entation. The decision so taken shail also be comrnunlcated to 

i.t-.e · a,...,~.i:-a--~ 
t,..~ i . .. r',!-' ;'l- .t~L .. Needless to add that in - case t.h2 aoolicant is stiil 

I ' 

ai;1grleved by the orcier to be 9assed by the ap!?ropriate authority 1 lt 

will be open for lilm to fiie substantive OA. 

4, \/Vith ·these observations, the OA. is dlsr.10sed of at ·admission 

·stf1ge'with no 01·cier as to costs. I no /1 ., . 

YJIJiJl ~ 

AHO 


