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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH

•OA^No-i^ 693/99 >
"" . " Vv

Neu Delhi : this the day o? ^

HON'BLE MR.S".R,ADIGE,\/ICE CHAIRMAN(a).

Hon »ble OR'.-A..VEDAVALLI,MEMBER (3)

Krishan Kumar Thakral^'
r/o House No .'*2 6/167,
Uest Patei Nagar, .... Appli can t.1
Neu Delhi-8

(By Advocate; Shrl NV'Ranganath Syamy)

Versus '

Union of India','
through Se ere tary'^'
Ministry of ■ Financa'','

North Block','

Neu Dslhi^^

2.^ SecretaryV
Oep tt.* o f-Company Affairs^"'

5th FloorV'A' UingV Shastri Bhauany
Dr.'' Rajendra Prasad Marg'y
Neu Delhi^ .''.'...Respondents J

(By Advocate: Shri K^CJD..Ganguani )

BORDER ■'

g^RC;AdiQS.-VC(A)i?i
»  •

Heard both sides'i^

2.' It is not denied that persons senior to applicant

C) in the seniority list have not been granted insitu
promotion, claimed by applicant in . the present OA^as

they are not eligible for the same',!

3.-' In accordance ui th Finance Ministry's DM dated

20.^4.^93 and corrigendum dated 27.^9.'93 one of the condition;

■to be satisfied before insitu promotion can be granted
/—

tx) applicant is that all his seniorJ sheul d have been

promoted vide para 9 of Annexure.^3. As all applicant's

seniors have not been promoted, ue are onable to

direct respondents to grant applicant insitu promotion.'
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4 . . During hearing applicant's counsel Shri Ranganath

Suamy ganted us to read the uo rds " p ro v/ided all his

seniors have been p romo ted " to mean provided all his

seniors ujTo are eligible for insitu , promotion have been

promoted',' but ue cannot.read uords into a Govt.^ order

which 'do not existp>c-'^.

5»' The OA is therefore dismissedJ No costs^^
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( DR.A,\iEDA\/ALlI ) (S.R.AOIGE Y

flEnBER(3) VICE chairman (A)
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