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CENTRAL ADPIINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH

NeM Delhi; this the-2 ' day of AugustVZOOO^

H0N »BLE PlR^'sfRVAOlGEjUICE CHAIRPIAN (A)

HON*aLE nR^4<UL0iP SINGH,MEMBER"(D)

1=? Sh? Sohanbir Singh (IGT SC.^B)^
Seniority No^1551, posted in

GBSSS OOA flats7 East of Loni Road

(Distt^North Easty7
Dal hi-93

2? Sht^Krishan pal Singh (TGI SC B),

Seniority No\?lS3 4, posted in

G^iS'jSSS Qokalpur yillago^'

(DisttfNorth East) D9lhi-94.^

3.'' ShflHarpal Singh(TGTiSkt)
Seniority No^i?37, posted in

Gi"B7sSS -D 81od<'7Nandnagari'7

(DisttfNorth East) Delhi-93

4? Snt'l^eenu Dutta (TGT ScfB),

seniority Nof12 93, posted in

SKy ODA flatsf East of Loni

Road (DisttfNorth East ),
Dalhi-93.

5,^ ShfNareshpal (iGT Skt),
Seniority Nof684, posted in

GBSSS Uest Dyo ti Nagar,

(DisttfNorth East) D9lhi-94

6,^ ShiRaj Kumar Shaima (TGT Sc ),
seniority Nofl566, posted in
GBSSS Qokalpor yillage

(Distlf^-North East)

Del hi-94

7f ShfDharampal Singh (TGT-Sktf)
Seniority Nof70 97posted in
GBSSS^B 81od<fNand Nagarif
(DisttfNorth East)V
Oelhi-93.'^

8f DntfUsha Malik (TGT)
seniority (toflOfll, uorking in
GBSSS Oilshad Gardenf

(DisttfNorth East),
Osihif f.f ..^plicant^

(By Ad\/ocate: Shri Ufs»^Chaadhary)



G

f
&

- 2 -

1  Director of -Education^
Qov/tf of NCT oj DQlhi^
old Secretariat^
D0lhi*SH

2^ Oy'^Oirector of Ed^cication^
OisttffNorth ̂ .ast^
Yamuna tfihar^
O0lf#^53

3? Qov/fi of NCT of Delhi?
through its Chief^Secretary^^
5? Sham Nath Har^^
Dalhif

4? Union of India _
through Secretary^'
Ministry of Human Resources?
Developm en.t^ _
Neu oalhi^i .'Respondents^^

(By Advrocate: Shri A'^Bharduaj? proxy fbr
Shri Rajan Shamja^

if^^l^Adiqe'^VicWr

Applicants seek a direction to respondents

to remo\/e the anomaly regarding their salary vis-a-
r-»

CXTykxys

v/is that of their juniors, and also fbr their^upto flu:
date^ay fixation!^

2i Specifically it is contended that applicants

3 and 7 are being paid less than one shri Mahindra pal

uho is their junior}' applicants 1^2 and 6 are being paid

less than one Shri Udai yir Singh their junior} and

applicants 4 and 8 are being paid less than one

Mrsl^ Bharati' Saxena their junior^

3 V These assertions hav/s been denied by

respondents in para -4(13) (A)f (b) and (c) st^ported

by figures giving particulars of pay drawn? which

has not been specifically rebutted by applicants



f

c

- 3-

in their rejoinder^l Instead in the corresponding para

of the rejoinder it has been contended thus

f\pplicant3 simple case is that ihey

should not get lesser salary than their

juniors^ Non-joining by the applicants

in due course Isy ?ii inTi ii ii has b^n due

to illegal action of respondents in

quashing their panel and the said action

has been struck douin being illegal

by the Hon*ble Tribunal and Hon'ble
I  ̂

Supreme Court of India's! Therefore the

applicants cannot be made to suffer P.pr

the illegal action of respondents"^ Hon'ble

C  Supreme Court had prdtected the seniority

of the applicants as per their ranks in

the select panel over the persons appointed

during the pendency of the proceedings

In fact denial of applicants* claim for a

salary not less than their juniors render-
—  • ^ 9

the Hoh*ble Stpreme Court's orders infructdous

which is impossible in law or oth9i5Jise^o

Applicants have not succeeded in establishing

through their pleadings in the present OA that thPir

salaries as shown in paras 4(13), (A), (b) and (c)

of respondents' reply^has resul.ta:d! in tha Han'ble

Supreme Court's order being rendered infructuous'H

If they have any grievance in this regardy it is open

to them to file a fresh OA in this after

laying a proper foundation in respect of their griavancs';?

^  Giving liberty to applicants as aforesaid

the OA is disposed ofi' No oost^^

( KULDIP 'siNGH ) ( S.rHaDIGE
rTEf-1B£R(3) VICE CHAlRnAN(A).
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