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l.

AU & wiead o7 yg 2 fF el @1 wom Mgl smew
&I 29.03.1988 (ST h—1) & NI ALAUS g vl (HTHAT)
& Ug WR o e ewfimRer war fm1971 @ M 20 &
JT B T3 A | et B T B F S B UMD Bl
IR FAUH & UG W UYard &f Ts 7| Sl | e
01.07.1988 I HRIUEU fHAT o Sdfh IHA HITS SHAT HHAT
AT Td SMAcHl WaH « hHY: 07.12.1988 Ud 05.12.1988 I
SHRUEY fHar 1| srdiemedi &1 ame™ § & yedier 7 Fifts
fa9mT & gRY= fasie 10.04.2001 (ST DH—5) Bl IFUTA T8I
D AR 3RS aRSA FAl & MR W UG < faid
21.08.2003 (3TgcTi-h—6 Td 7) YR fbar | FRIATIER aiRssdr &l
faRo frafta fgfaa o G 9 o S g1 et @
A Hamye 8l § fbg e W1 S99 ua=a 9 dfed <
T 3R A TS HIHDI B aRS eATYH & I U= UG
< Q& g | 3fa: Irdiereil bl W IRS UG b U WR I AR
A U UeE B S O IR ¥ el h—6 gIRT HA:




IfieT =T 2674 /2003 ST T <Y

A g9 v AT HHAT 3T Bl YSIi=fa €7 T8 2 | ey
AT UTRTAS o™ UG R BT TRy 41 fhar 2|
TGN BT AR | Uil B I Ulcare fbar war € fob srdrernedt
a9 O Q1 gDl HHe: Al E=H Ud ST BHeT ST Bl
Iooid AU H fHaT € I AW UAGR B & d1dolg YeTdhR
T8 g1 B | fQWNT T bEAl € fh Sad Nl EAUdl bl
Jrera e fawm & 8w oar| Rem 9rT &R ge=mdl ’1e
fvmT & JA ol SrEaTuel BT 111 B U HOSIAIT B
gRsar MR &1 T8 o e o gaR el sl ee-H ud
ST BHST Sl ¥ aRS 81 © | yoddl fa9rT =1 adiereli &
fFgfda smewr femid 20.03.1988 &1 fdare samm 21 fawr &r
FHedr © b dienedl &1y emewr fadie 21.08.2003 3R
18.08.2003 &I fafdraq SMaRI off fog S8 &1 1 ST FAMH
T8l | RT & gRT SN ugr=ra Jee I ¥9iq § i
IRYTE IRSAT Tl ORI PR U AR & FUeR & gean &
AT BIHGI B A & gaR Uara & g ot | gxuefi
fqTT <1 59 amery &1 st 9 eR uF | YaIiRia &1 o | Ul
Retfcr & ardiarefl &1 a8 Fod & 39 aRsar g & g1 =161
S e AT IRSAl & T § IW GBI i o 71 Buld
Bfeud | f¥rT &1 P 2 & SH @i four & gRux
eI 10.04.2001 & fAfdaq Urer @1 2| UG Srciad &
AR AT qH BT IRl hHib 1167,/ 88—90 Td ATl
PHAT 3T BT IRl HHIDG 12091 /88—90 & it IdTermet
M dT &7 IRssdr HHid 165 /88—90 & | Ig A fHde= fohar
T b Jrdrenfar sl AT <dl U= U et BH
SIS AT ST A | IR T8l & | SIRI 377ae Ay T3 2 |
9 UBR STdeneft dig W A urd aRA @) Af¥eRNT T8 2|
3T U Ty FRET &1 91 |

el 7 yedi faumT & SR A1 I8 YTk fQdr © b geedi
faamT 9 S Hwerg Fgfaa @ f&d 29.03.1988 &I WIHR IR
forar g &R I8 Wl WIeR &R forr g & sl e airelm iR
At 999 | foamR, 1988 H HRIUEY fHAT a7 3 UBR
aqreneft o 99 1987—88 H BRIVEN fhaAT o7 Safds Ml A




IfieT =T 2674 /2003 ST T <Y

AT iR Sl oraad o Q=R 1988 H BRIUEY fdHar or|
qrenedt 4 99 1987—88 H BIRIUBYN fhdAT o Sdfds Nl HHA
3MeAT UG il =¥ o 99 1988—89 W HRIUEU fham o1 fo™Ash
HA®d d ARl ¥ ds off | aRS Jeuud b us W
UG aRSdT & SER R UG &I Sl & SAfely 3diereil o
TeHa | A T8 B o1 dear 2| Uil & o guR
AUIIS Jdera &1 Pl Urae= |ar |t § 98 2| Al

gfT fO9RT 1 3IuTfae Jrdelad & Gl &1 IR fhar g
ATl VAT B HFAMI, 3y Td AT © | IR gAl BT YD
Sfaa de | T2l fdar ar o1 iR 7 g fderey d srika Riee!
DI IAD! Bl AT el & Tg AT | (@ T WBR Bl DB
ATl B I IRRG ¥ AR UIRUMAG o |fzd aiks
JHUh & Uq W UGG UG Bl Sd 59 aRiE 9 a9
BTG ST 29w &R A BHAT BT Ul <7 TS o |

T 9SWF Ul @ fagr SiffaaanTor @) orfial W 9Ew gl foraH
IR IUA—3Ma AWl & TRIGRT B | ISGell W IuAT
AMAG BT RN B #49 fbar Tar| srdiemefl & fdge
31feraedT 9 Food Corporation of India Vs. S.N. Nagarkar 2002 | AD

(S.C.) 529, Kuldip Chand Vs. Union of India And Others (1995) 5 SCC
680 and Mohd. Ahmed Vs. Nizam Sugar Factory and Others (2004) 11

SCC 210 BT Sgd [HAT FTAHT AFYdD AIT B I
ARTee ure fhar T |

AT & I, SfWael Td 3Afed W I8 Wied wU H YT T
5 srdiemelf o e FMYfdq S ofas & Wl o999 ud
AT BHAT 3T F Ugd &I T o7 | gt faumr 7 ) 39 a3
DI 30 ST W WeR fhar & | yedl fauer =7 v fadl fafdre
UTIe™ &1 ool Aol fhar & rad R fawnT &k g I
fvmT & Fgad sreame gdg Sl & SUIid  JiieidT bl
g ufcarfad fear = 811 erfiemeft &1 FeT & f5 v @I
graeTe ot e if¥frm, 1971 H femE T8 ' A
qdred =TATTT = Kuldip Chand Vs. Union of India And Others (1995)
55CC680 H 1 YR 3faeniRd fHar g —
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"5, When the aforesaid facts are taken into consideration, it would be
obvious that the preparation of seniority list per se was illegal.
Therefore, the mere fact that he did not challenge the seniority list,
which was illegally prepared, till he was aggrieved for non-
consideration of the claim to the post of accountant, his legitimate
right to be considered cannot be denied."

Sudad fafeeg & #9 # gIRT 7a ¢ 6 Ak aRsar g fafds
U & AR el daR & T3 off ar 98 Sfad =8 off A=

qdred RARATAd o Niranjan Prasad Sinha and Another Vs. Union of

India and Others 2001 SCC (L&S) 877 # aR=dl & Ir= # f=
JhR JaeTRd fhar 2 —

"8. It is sell settled that in the absence of any rule, seniority in particular
grade to be determined on the basis of length of continuous service in
that grade. The appellants were legally promoted Firemen Grade A
whereas the promotees were promoted subsequently. It is an admitted
position that the appellants were senior to the promotees in all the
grades of posts of Fireman. No rules have been placed before us to
show that persons promoted on the basis of written test would get
seniority over the persons promoted under clause 5.1. We, therefore,
hold that the impugned seniority list where the appellants were shown
junior to the promotees is contrary to the legal position and accordingly
it is quashed."

Sy fafeey 9 I8 Ude © & aRsar &1 FuRer <R dar
D THEE B AER W fHAT SET AT AT | drermedi i
YEH 3R SN BHET AT W 3ff¥eh 3fafey ol FR=R dar &1 off
e @I @oed gl fvmT =7 981 fHar g1 o g9R w7 H
FR=R FarT & AR R Aqrenedi e oaq iR ST B
3Nl ¥ Aqd ARk &I 2 |

qreneft &1 d@ 7 & SH@T {6 W & 91 8 usr=fa | dfed
far T B | AMAIY Waled <A77 Food Corporation of India

Vs. S.N. Nagarkar 2002 | AD (S.C.) 529 (Y@idkl) & UhRoT H IfFeTRd
BT T b —

"19. Having regard to the facts and circumstances of the case, the Court
was satisfied that the respondent was not only to be considered for
promotion to the promotional posts, but was also entitled to arrears of
pay and allowances since he had beende deprived of those benefits not
on account of any fault of his but on account of the fault of the
authorities concerned. It is well settled that in exercise of writ
jurisdiction, the Court may mould the relief having regard to the facts of
the case and interest of justice."
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SWRIFad fafeeg & yar § g1 7d & 6 ggeli fawrr ag
A B H %A @ T b dS wHArRAl &I srdrardl &
Pl Y & BRU IAD Ul Ui & T3 A | UAD ST
HHAN] BT I8 AWBR & b ugr=a & oy Il paffdr wR
IAD! ARSI HH b AR IR {Har SR | URgd o H
Uil w1 W IE ANPR U & B aRS Jeued b Us W
TR @ oIy S9! IRSAT & AR SHG! rgfar iR f[aaR
fhar S | gIR wd | U fhar S =rafed | gRm |

el d% $9 fd=g & & rdiermeil =1 sl 2rawH iR ST el
JATAT BT U H YeIHR Agl 101 &, I+ ©, 89K Ad © fh
ardqtereff =1 gt fawrT @& fOwg Iy areT | Jrdienedt =1 fohedt
FHAN ey & fOeg @I oAy =&l =@rer ¥ A gem H
el & forg ¥g smawye 8 o b ag Sl weeH 3R
ST BHEAT 3Tl Bl Uh Aaedh UAHR & wU H AU AU H
HANSTT BT | 37cT: & Al eaH Td Sl HHAT 3T Dbl
gadl fIMmT & Maedsd UdR q R SN |RRT 3MEY Bl
IRATHR B ¢ |

Iugad fqded & AR R Ul WHR B Sl & 3R I§ 3
fear S & & ordiemeft @ snafdfar R Sve aRsar & IMmuR
R IR JMUH & UG W Yar=d =g f[dar far o ik 0|
R § W UG & AT IR S R SN IR 9 OGN
ged & S O aRIg 9 S8 $is W@ Al 9eEd gl

A HHAT AT DI IR 3JAYh b Ug UR UG~ Ugld dl
g ofY | MY B gTAAT i F A1 § DI O |

(@ M 39S (ST HToST)
RESS RESIQAIIRED)



