.103/20014

)

Lakshmi
Shri

i’bie

New Delhi, this ist day of Aprill, 2002
n

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, PRINCIPAL BENCH

U]
32
[
©
(&}
ot
o
Q
Q
<L
ey
- [
- (6]
P
[}
@ 5
O Q [&)]
g (O] [
- w ®
O 4
[ G- [
)] [¢)] (0]
- 3 - 3
s ~ Q] Lo o
~— (1)) [ Q ®
[O) +2 U] 0OV
[} (] > ® ™~ O]
Q = — @ S
[ond o] 42~ O -
- > Nl o R «©
O e D = 4
w <L Mo Y- O S G-
[ 30 O - <L
(© - O r—
~— C -~ 00 ®
(82 = S DL =
[ <~ 3 1 +2 @ < z (@]
() o [ns] (] -0 -0 >~
[ - = b e (DT S
[T T © ) B w [v2) sSam oo QY-
@Y CW MU O 4 e =42 O
= - [ ) I 4 £ PP —— DO
3 =l @ (&3] 0 £ Q4 b NG
[WY ()] W — S C ® O E0. @ O S
o e O 0O e m 4- @ O + D42
Il Sl ol ( B iy -~ O O QO WL ”
0@~ ®O - @ & > Sl -
. ) > LT 3D S O -1 O [() N S
S@ @O DC O X ~ O S ®0OL o
(D0 L0 ) H4 <C k- S ZO QO -3
e e e e < .
s s e A DY NO) e W - » .
Wr~ DD v v v v <L ~ - cd [ay]

Respondents
raspondents toO
—~m
wa
counsel for
have drawn

iearned

the

to

ORDER(oral)
.direction

Swaminat
g them as belonging to the tachni

New Delhi

are Constables (Buglars)
dents.

akshmi
They
have heard Shri Yogsesh Sharma,

further
benefits which are applicable to the technical
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¥

for the respon

They
the




-in the . afors

Tribunal in Murli. Dhar & Others. Vs. Govt. of NCT of

Delhi & Cthars. in 0A NoO.586/2002 which was dispossd of

vide order dated 28.2.2000 and Bharat Bhusan & Ors. Vs.
0

of Delhi & Others. in DA No.1i10/2

01 which

was disposed of vide order dated 11.12.2001 and certain

A+ P P R B ~in - ~ iaa o
oiner GeCisions mentionsed in thess uldG(S, copises placsd

Oon record,

3. We are informed that the applicants in the present CA

o
o
m

ars. Bu rs an

(e

w
8]
—
Q.

-

similarly situated as applica

J

Bharat Bhusan & Others (supra). Applicants have also.

submitted that thsy have madse repressntations to ths

respondents, which have not been replied till dats.

4, In thse T

m

disposed of with the following directions:

(i) Respondents shall -consider the repressntations
dated 20.11.2000 along with the grounds taken
in the pressnt OA and dispose of ths same by
passing a detailed, speaking and reasonsd order
in accordance with rules and instructions, with
intimation to the applicants, within three
months from the date of receipt of a copy of
this order.

(ii) If any grievance still survives, applicants are
at libsrty to procesd in the mattsr as advised
in accordance with law. ’

(iii) No order as to costs.

<
{M.P. Singh) (&mt.Lakshmi Swaminathan)
Member{A) vice-Chairman{J)

¥ _
re similarly situatedT%ug}ars mentionsd

case of Murli Dhar & Cthers and also .

cts and circumstances of the case, ©OA is




