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fﬁdla Graduatc Eng1 &,Telecom Officers Assn. Vs. BSNL

| ]
MA 3659/2012.
Aoft\ 4100/2012 -

Itcm Nq. 52

P“ressnt‘: . Sh_ri‘ MK Bhardwaj, couf?é'el for applicant.

[ e '

| f ! T:h'is MA tx‘as besn filed by the applicant;lfor granting the
int‘lerimjr 'rslief in the matter. _He has _stated that earlier, when we
ha\;ve cbnsidéred the case, we have not granted the interim relief

sought by the apphcant and the case has now been adJourned to

(Di o1. 2013

\ \
2. By thls MA apphcant brought to our notice that in the
-"Y'.

51m11ar case bearmg No 1413 / HP/ 2012, the Chandxgarh Bench of
thlS Trlbunal has passed the following interim dxrectlons on
17.12.20 12:
| ‘

- “CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
CHANDIGARH BENCH -
CHANDIGARH

- ) o ‘i
| 32.0ANo0.1413/HP/12

. & MA 1249/12
| Ra_]lnder Smgh and Others Vs. UOI
S 17.12.2012

| ' Present: Shri M K. Bhardwaj, Counsel for he

N , L applicants.

‘ |, .. Shri D.R. Sharma, Counsel for the

' respondents. ‘ i




' appeé.r -

[ : . .
_accordingly disposed of.

VIrs. Man_]\hhka Gautam )
Member A

-2 -

1. Shri’ DR Sharma app(,armg ‘on behall of the

respondents requests adJournment to file counter as
-also to react to the interim relief plea. The learned

counsel for the applicants states that the interim relief
pleas deserves to be considered urgently in view of the
fact that the last date for the acceptance of
applications for appearmg at the relevant examination

is 26.12. 2012 and, in the abséifce of a direction in the

context, the respondents would not eptertain the

-applications of the applicants in continued obsession

of their stance of their averred ineligibility.
2. In the peculiar circumstances of the case, we
deem it “just and appropriate. to order that the

‘respondents shall allow access to the applicants at the

|
‘relevant -examination provisionally.

3. Llst on1l.1. 2013

4. DASTI.;‘

(Ranbir Singh)
Member (A)

(Justice S.D. Anand)
Member (J)”.

in the. aforesaid examination provisjonally. MA

o

Issue DASTI. T

In parity of "‘t“he aforesaid order, we allow.the applicant to

1S

( G. Gedrge Paracken )’
Member (J)



