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CO^TRaL ATI in I strati UE TRIRUNaL principal bench

'' ) 0«-A.Mo« 332/99

Nbu DBlhij this the day oF

HDN 'BL E n R, S. R.-aDI GE, Ml CE CH Al FI*1 AN ( a) •

HOM'BLE nR.KULOlP SIN GH,n EHBERO)

Shri S» C. Shapna,
S/o Shri Asha Ram Sharraa,
R/o F-18/34, S8ctor-\/III,
Rbhini,
telhi-110085 o.. Applicant

\fe rsus

QL re cto

QL recto rate of Education,
GcPvt, of N CT of Delhi,
Old Secretariat,
Delhi •.« Responddito

2)0,-a.No.996/99

Shri Rama Kala,.
s/o Shri Ram Nath,
>s/o \/illag0 & PO flai danga rhi,
Neu Delhi -00 68,

2. Dnt, Chandrakanta Ahuja,
l/o Late Shri N.p . Ahuja,
R/o 5325, Hardiyan Singh Ftoad,
Karol Bagh,
Neu Delhi -0005.

3. Snt. Santo sh Chaudhaiy,
iVp Late Shri Af S. Chaudha ry,
fVo Flat No.C-9/72,
Sector \/III, RDhini,
Neu Delhi -0085 ...Applicants,

\fe rsu 3

Qi re cto r,
Directorate of Education,
Govt. of NCI of Delhi ....Respondents,

fldvAP catest

For Applicants: Shri George Parad<ai

For Respon dents: Shri Bhaskar Bharduaj ,

0-RDER

HON'3LE |v)R, 3, xji CH aI Rfl aN ( a) .

AS these tuo Gas involve common questions of
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lau and fact, thgy ara daing diqpossd of by this

common order.

flppli cants seak' a dsclaration that

thairpay in tha common cadre of senior Grada

Teachers cannot ba different and thay are also

entitled to tha higher scale of pay of PGT(Orauing)
from the data others in the sama grade hav/a ba^

promoted ah d granted th® higher scale, Thay also

seek a direction to respondents to give then the

benefit of the judgment in Cij' -1312/73 (7-7^0 5)
and promote them as PGT u.a.f,^ 3,1,7 4.-

3* We h3\/a hoa rd appl i can t s * counsel

Shri Paracken and respondents' counsel Shri 3, Bharduaj,

^  Shri PBroken states that this case is fully
cowered by the Tribunal's order dated 2.6.90 in

O.A No,2423/"96 shri Ram Ohan it another Vs. L,.G» Delhi
it others, and an identical Oa bearing No,2577/ 97

Shri \y. D, \/b3histha \is. Director , Ote. of Education,
Q3\/to of NCT& Delhi has also be^ alloued by

order dated 31,7.90,

,  Shri- Bharduaj has raised the objection

of limitation and contends that the Tribunal's

order in Ram Dhan's case (Supra) does not gi we

applicant a cause of action. Reliance in this

connection is placed on CaTPB order dated 5,9,99

in Oa No.l794/94. 3nt.Krishna Bhatia Vs. Go vt. of WCT

o f Del hi,

Lte have considered tha matter carefully,

■/■ -A



0

<

-So ,

It is not daniad that the roll of a prayod for

by tha ^plicants in thosp two 0 as uoro granted to

simil arly pi acod individuals by judgmont dated 2o6o98

in 0-A Mo,242y96 ohOT & flpr. Mso LoG<,Oalhi & Ors« &

eonnoctod. 03S8S which itself refara to souaral aarllor

judgraoita. ij)il» f lowing the so O a8(, tho Ben oft

in ita ju^nsnt dated 2o6e98 ̂ M conaidorod tho

quostion of liraitation. Wpthiftg, haa boesi shown

^ auggost that the afojrasaid judgnant dated 2o^6«^

haa boon stayed, modifiod or sot asid®,^

8. Again by TpibMnal 's order, datod 3lo7o98

in O a Na«2577/^ \l, \^3hiata yso Qiractor, Otoo^ of

Cdueat^n,Go yto of N CT of. p^hi, reapondcnta uero
directed te extend to ^plicanta the benofita gr^tod

to the ^plicanta in Ban Chan's easo ^ aupra^o Aa

regarda the date f lOo which the benefits uauld aceruo

t® applicants, wo find fioo Para 14(i) of the judgment
in Ban Chan's case (ai|)ra) that ro^ondcnta wopo

directed to give tN>sa applicants the ben of its of tho

judgment in CuP-l312/73, snd gi\/a thcxs p ssmotion on

pre visional basis fico the date parssna Jajnlo r to

them wars promoted in 1973-74 i,8. 3,1„74 but payment of

actual arraara would be confined to one year prior to

ef the QA* In tho pro-sent Oa also wo direct

accerdinglyp noting that Oa «Oo332/99 was filed

en 10o2o99 and Oa Bo*996/99 was filed on 20o4o 99.

8* These 2 OAs are disposod of in toiras of para 8
abe vo*' Bo eoste^

Hoi Lot a oepy of this order be placed on each of
OAs* record*)

V  )

( KtlLMP SWGH ) ( S.R»),OIGeA
/W mce chsiruwCa)


