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CKNTHAi. ADy INiSTHATiVK THmUNA]..

PHlNCiPA!. HKNCH, NKW

OA NO. b10/20{)2

yA NO. 5,]b/2U{]2

rh! f? the 12th day of .Noveirsber. 2002

HOM'Ki.K NH. KOi OfP HiNGH, MKyHHH (,J )
HON'HtK KH. M.P.SINGH, MKyBKH (A)

1 . St ran S i ngh

.P/o 1857-A, Seotor-h. Hahado'r Garh,.
Haryana.

2. M.S. Preroi

H/o .548/1 , Ghoda.) ya,rg, P3.rhat. i Bh.a.ra.m .Shala,
Cr a t a. h a. d . IJ11 a. r P r a.d e h .

3. Gyan Ghand,

7-B3-H/ 1 8 , Otn Nagar, Gurgaon,
Haryana.

4. Pavan Parveah,

H.No.H-13, Brtj Vthar,

Ghaz iabad, Utter .Nradenh.

5. Ms.da] l.al ,

H. No. 1 32, Gal t No. 54,

'J\/a Molar Hand Ktn, New Delhi . . . Ap.pl i nantn

(By A d V o a a. t. e .' S h. V. H. .H. Kris h n a )

V r* G 7 j

1. Chief Secretary,

Govt. of N.C.T., Delhi Sachiva1aya,

1  . .P. .estate , New De 1 h i .

2. Secretary (Services)
Govt. of N.C. r. Delhi Kachivalaya,

, I.P. Hstate, New Delhi ...Kespnndentn.

(By Advocate: Sh. Vijay Pandita)

O M IB E 11 C01g^L>

By Sh. Ko1d i n Si ngh, Memhe r (J)

Applicant had fi led this OA seeking fol lowing rel iefs:

i) To cal l for the records of the ca.se and set aside the

action of the respondents whereby the appl icants are

being considered for promotion as senior P. A s.gainnt

their option exercised for Grade-1(DASS).



i i ) lo t.hfi rs snofid f?n 1". a I'.o c-oni-. i df?r !,hfl nfiJiitrS of f.h-...

ann) ioani; for promotion Grade-f <DAKH) strictly in

accordance with their option everciaed and to promote

thorn accordingiy retrnapectiveiy with all

f-.riTiQfjouentia] benefits including pay and al lowances

p /i n B ji i o F i ti v -

i t if To net aside the impugned order at Annextsre A~1 and

direct the respondents to consider the appl ioant for

pr-omotion as Grade-1 DASS and he accorded nroittoted and

^1 1 r'on??wCii3f?n1. i h. 1 f i t". fs.

iv) Any other rel ief which this Hnn'hle Court deems fit
s  i cir. He I'o t.he aool ioant.japcl F niH.V S-- - ^^'5 i.-\- iJ.-niS. s .-v- ^ *

.  j , 4~ ri +- o r» 1 i P. r? ft A tV a S

2  Counsel for appl icant pointed ou^. ^.ha.;. — -
■  1 riA i iop/onni KfHfafeir: the same

decided by this Covvt vide nA-tlh5/^t-=

seniority l int, same rules, same facts and circumstances was

involved. Appl icant is also simi 1arly piaced. Ho judgment
dated 27.2.2002 of the Tribunal is also upheld by the Hon'ble

Hi^h Court and we are also informed that judgment has been
implemented too. Counsel for app1 icant makes a prayer that

the benefit of this judgment be given to the appl icatn. ... .so.

as the aool ioant is simi larly placed.

•j F°-cd i ta. aooe.aring for the respondents sun'.... .. ,.-..n ti =

since the recruitment, .rules have been amended w.e.f.

2a. 5. 2002 so appl icant cannot, be granted t.he simi lar benefit.

Kb. Krishna points out that he is claiming for the vacancy

was available prior to amendment of the recruitment rules and

this fact was also taken note by the Hon'ble High Court.
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