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Neu DBlhij this tte day of Rav,2000^
HONIBLE RRyS.VRvADIGE,yiCE CHAIRRAN(A).
HON^BLE RRvKULDIP SINGH y Rc.RB5:r(3) ,

v;/0 Shni S.C. SxW<:a
.,oAlng as Stens Gde-IH

■  office o£ G.S.(Cen«al)in tn3 ortxc-

B3lW caett-110010.

Mcions. R3.ni-
2 ̂ Dints • i A-'—'

Vj/o 3hri 3C Hahana
-  TTT in "^^13Steno '-jds-I- ' ^

„  V asO De la i antt •o£-=ice. of G.S.^^asOU

3. smt. Charanjit Kaur
VO 3a.Preat: Mai Singh
.tano Gde-llI in the ofrxce

O.S.C^^asf) Oelhi Cantt.

satish Kumar Sehgal
'  ifi CI ^3/0 Sn. ^

Scsno Gde.Ili in tns office
^  (A?) Sirsa.Q— U , -f • 1

smt. Ajit Kaur

W/0 Sh.srij Mohan Singh
'■"de "^IIStsno 'oO-s •—1-

^ -ISO 1 hi Cantt.HQ C.E. Delhi Zcne,De-.f.

5, Avnish Chandsi- i^
3/0 Sh.R»D. MaliK

-] ttt in the 0/0Steno Gde—11—

G.3.CR&D) Delhi.

7, Dhareiti Vir
S/0 sh.Balbir Singn
Steno Gde.III in the 0/0
G.S. (Elect) Delhi Cantt,

5.
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18» ChacJco V.jI

'GiP; (AP) " Halw^'a* " • :

Smt ,: ' Prem. Kumac^ ■

:VJ/0 Sh.a.I^. : ,Hasija

- Steno ' Gde.'III in the 0/0

G.E .(sub r.otp ffiark) Delhi Cantt

I 10 ,• Pramod Kumar Khera

S/0 Sh.G.G. Khera

Steno Gde.III in .the 0/0

G.Ei(Water Supply)Delhi Cantt
L' ■ ■ .
.,'11. Smt. Saroj. Bala Grpver

H/0 sh.J.L. Grover

Steno Gde.III in the 0/0

C.E.(dz) Delhi Cantt.

12. Sunil Kumar Kapoor.

S/0 3h. Kapoor

Steno Qde.-III in the 0^0

G.P. Nal..

13• Neeraj Grover

S/0 Sh.M.L. Grover

Steno Gde.-III in the 0/0

G.E. Red Porte,Delhi,

14, Lalit Kumar

S/0 sh. suraj Prakash

Steno Gde,III in the 0/0

G.E.(AP) Suratgarh.

15» Ashwani Kumar

5/0 Sh.S.N. Sharma

Steno Gde-illl in the 0/0
C.W.E.(AP) Bikaner,

.3/-
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162^ SmtvSu^tna pathak^
'jj/o Sh^Anil pathakj
uorking as Steno Grade-III
in tine Office of Chief Engineer,
Delhi ZQney

Delhi CanttS? ■W'.v'.. .'Applicanteii

(By Adyoeate; Shri Ai'^K.'Triyedi )

Versus

1,^ UnioniOff India'^-
through its Se cretaryV
Minis try o f ̂ D e fen ce'V
South Block'y
N eu Del h i

2." Engin0er-in-Chief!]f
^  Engineer-in-Chief*s BranchV'

Army Headguarters^^ DHD, P.O*.
Neu Delhi-11 . .•Respond^nts«'

(By Adyoeate: Shri Rlp'S-Agarual)

hoflj MR'!;gIk^^BrGE -\/g(A'^-P

Applicants impugn respondents* order

dated I5^i4ii98 (Annaxure A-1) by uhich 418 addlii
posts hays been sanctioned for UDCs, and alternatively

seek a direction to respondents to reserve 10^ quota

amongst those posts for applicants uho are Stenographer

2*' Applicants* case is that they are

Stenographers Gr'^'lII uho have opted for clerical

cadre for further promotions and career pixtspects

in the clerical cadre',! The next promotion fbr them

is to the post of Assistant^' According to them'^^

as per relevant 1975 Recruitment Rules (Annexure-A3)
posts of Assistants are to be filled by promotion from

amongst UDCs and Stenographer$ of 9 years minimum

service uho have not opted for PA's cadre in the

ratio of 9:1, The y pay Commission in para 46,M7 of .
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its rqDort (Annexure-A4) ha\/e recomm endsd that in

subordinate offices ha\/ing no clerical grade above

UDCs',' posts of UDCs in such organisations be

Upgraded to the level of Assistants,' pursuant

to the above,' respondents by impugned order dated

1 Si!4,^98 have increased the posts of Assistant from

596 to 1014 by upgrading 418 posts of UDCs to that

of Assistant and decreasing that number of posts of

UDCs, contend that by promoting only

UDCs to the upgraded posts of Assistants and

ignoring the claim of Stenographers to these

upgraded posts respondents are ignoring the

Recruitment Rules',' and their decision is illegal,

unjust and arbitrary'#'

3.' Respondents in their reply diallenge the

0Av They state that the authorised strength of

UDCs in PTEs uas 4177 out of which special pay uas

granted to I05C of UDCs @ K#!7o/»" p',m#' for performing

complex nature of duties'^ The M pay Commission

in para 46',i7 recommended that IO ̂  posts of UDCs be

Upgraded to the level of Assistants and the concept

of Special pay given to 10^ UDCs be stopped,' Accordingly

impugned order dated 15,'4.^98 issued, upgrading 418 posts

of UDCs i,'e, 10^ of the authorised strength of UDCs

of nEs to the grade of Assistants, Furthermore

4l8posts of UDCs have been abolished.' The special

pay of !^ii70/- being paid to 10^ UDCs will stand

abolished on promotion of 418 UDCs to the level of

Assistants through DPC vide order dated 16 'V''2,i99

(AnnexurB-.Rl

Respondents snpbasis that the 418 posts at
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the iB vel of Assistants are not the result of the

creation of neu posts uhich require to be filled

Up as per Recruitment Ruledil Further the fCS

(Assistanty UOC and LDC)Re cruitment Rules ,1999

ha\]S come into forceuhich specifically prouide that

the 10^ quota uill not be av/ailable to Stenographers

Grade III at the time of initial filling up o f

418posts created by upgradation of an equal ntsnber

of posts of UDCs as a one time measure \/ide Defence

Rinistry-*s letter dated 16^^199 (Annexure-Rl)V'

In the light of the abov/e, it is abundantly

clear that applicants challenge to respondents* letter

dated 15, 4^98 and/or their claim to 10^ quota in

the 418 upgraded posts is entirely misconceived^

The OA is dismissed. N o costs.'

y/^-lc.Ci c-jS:
( KULOIP 'SINGH.') (s.R.ADIGE )

PlEriBERCo )', yiCE CKAIRFiAN(A) ,

/ug/


