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Cubtack, this the 22ud day of March, 2004,

FRINYHLE MR, JUSTICE V, 3. AGGARWAL, CHATIRMAN
G TLE MR, B, N SOMy VIOB-CHALAMAR
{0 ILE MR, MANDRANOAN MOHANTY, MEMBER( DL, ).

e 1 Udit Kumar Sahu, 42 yesars,
RAL AP 3/0.Lato Jagnehan sshy,
. ﬂ?;\i Banaeighrh,Dist,8undargarh,
7 Y at present serving s Asst Dheineer,

y. fﬁ All YIndis Radie,Rourkela,

" Aok Kumar Patrq,42 yeacs,
S/ .Pragamna Xunar rPatra of Matizheda,
1 Dhangrisola,Dist Mavurkhanji,
at progaat Asst, Ehgineer,Doordarsankendcra.
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L Undon of India,Ministry of Infornation
and Bloadcasting, New Dalkhi-110001,
throush {its Secretaly.

2, Director, Ganerel of .'l India Radio,
ARaskani Bhakun,New Dalhj,

8 Director General of Doordarshan ,
HMandi house,New Delni,
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the Divisien Bench ef this Triwaral st Cuttaak

2, The dispute fall within @ vaery short compass,

In fact,it was 30 fairly conceded at the Bar that there
is wreseatly hardly any dispute,Reasons &re obvious aad

are not far to fetah,

3, Suks Kule«2{7)(k) of the Indlan Bueadcasting

fngineeriny sesvice Rules,l96l was the sub ject
watter of controversy,The validity of the Rules had
been challenged,Thus, arose the difference of opinion,
ylille the Hyderakad Bench of this TXikunal in 0,4,
NO,9G0 of 1993 followed My & later dacision in OLA,
NO, 185 /96 usheld the validity of the said rules,the
Luc know Bench of this Trleunal in O,A.No,218 of 1995
decided on 28th day of October,22 titled Ramesh
Chander Nadir and others Vrs, tsion of India & Others

i-ad- axypresged and held Lo the cont:ar.y./-z-
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4. Durin® the course of submissions,our
Wttention was drawn to the ponultimate findings
wrcrived at by the Apex Ceurt arlsing frem the decision
ni the LW know Boteh, It Game up for consilderation in

e vileyre of Wpeal(Civil)No, 21643 of 2003 dacided
oy wlim Apay Court om Bth Decwmber,2003 titled tanwsh

2ay. ;¢ Nadite and another Ves, Unlon of India,ve
reproduce the order passed by thae Apex Court which

regds as underie

‘Hoard the learned Senlor Coeunsel for thae
potitieners,

In the light of the view taken by
this Court in The sState of Jammu and
Kashmir Ve, shri Txiloki Nath Khosa and
Otherns {1974(1) SCC 19) mo excepltivs could
ba tukKmh to the ressons asslygned to reject
the challenge te the dmendment in question,

The learned senilor counezel for the
petitionals by relyiny upon some of the
subsequent Jjudgments contends that unless
soma ralief im some other Jorm to mrevent
tho total ctagnetion of the cluims fox
mromotion, fer the gest of thelir service
career,1s devised for mitigating such
grievance there will be total imesediment
for any promotion resulting in an lcrepagakle
scar in the rest of thelr service carecer,
Though the grievance may seemn to ke genuine
put the remedy,if any,would lie with the
deparftment since they pertaln to matters of
poliay and it is for the department to
conslder suah claims aspropriately, e lauve
liberty with the petitloners or their
replesentative bodles to ourgue the mattecr
wefore the approprlate authorities,with
these liberties left with the petitioners
and the re jection of the SLP may not stand
in their way in this regard this special
leave petition shall stanhd rejected“, 7.
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5, The findings are cleer wnd reguize no
interpretation, We have to follow the same like true
sélldors,The Supreme Court in uwnuneiguous term have
uplield the validity of the game,The riuht of the

setitionacs before the Apoi Court is prescntly only
T‘*descripted to swnlt & representarien which can e
considered in the light of the findings which we

Lave reproduced above,

g, 8o far as the presont petitioners aie
concerned, keepiry inm view wlat we have recorded
avove, also can repreéent?aftesh.WG are informedg
that the petiticoners have already represented,In
the light of the subgequant events, they may susmit
= osuvplinentarly detalled Cepresentation which can
wa congidored by the Respondents alongwith tche
sepresentytion of Rameash Chander Wadilr and ancther,
referced to akove,If such @ representation is made
within a fostnight Erthoday, the Respondents chall
consider the same effectiyely,within a pericd of four

moath f£rom thie date ©f recelp: of the sane,
7. Heeplng in view of the aforesajd, it becomes
unnecessdry to express anvthing fucrther, Thisoclwinal

Aoalicetion 1s accoreiraly,disposged of,No coshs,
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