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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE T RIBUNAL
.  . PRINCIPAL BENCH

New Delhi, dated this the 20th December, 1999

HON'BLE MRo S.Ro ADiGE, VICE CHAIRMAN (a)
HON'BLE MRS. LAKSHMI SWAMINATHAN, MEMBER (J)

1. O.A. No. 813 of 1999

Late Shri R.Po Bakshi (deceased) through
Smt. Raj Rani (Wife & legal heir),
R/o House NOo 58/924, Baldeo Nagar,
Ambala City. -.o Applicant

Ver sus

1. union of India through
the Secretary,
Ministry of Defence,
New Delhi.

2o Chief of Air staff,
Vayu Bhawan,
New Delhi. «>.<. Respondents

2. O.A. No. 814 of 1999

1. shri Lekh Raj,
S/o late Shri Jiya Lai,
R/o House No. 1175, Bengali Mohalla,
Ambala Cantt.

2o Jagdip Singh
S/o Shri Kartar Singh,
R/o House No. 326, Phase IV,
Mohali.

3. Shri B.B. Poddar,
S/o Shri Bishamber Poddar, «
C/o Civil Admn. No. 3,
BRD AlffForce Station,
Chandigarh. o... Applicants^

Versus

lo Union of -^ndia through
the Secretary,
Ministry of Defence, New Delhi.

2. Chief ftf Air Staff,
Vayu Bhawan,
New Delhi. ... Respondents

3. O.A. No. 815 of 1999

1. Shri C.B. Gupta,
S/o Bate Shri G.P. Gupta,
R/o 553, B.C. Bazar,
£mbala Cantt.

/?

v.-.



€

o

t

2. Shrl Kuldeep Singh
S/o late Shri Prem Singh,
R/o 24, Kanshi Nagar,
Model Town, Ambala Cityo

3, Shri Pran Nath,
S/o late Shri Ran N^th,
R/o 122, Sector 55,
Chandigarh#

4o Shri Rajinder Kumar,
S/o late Shri Acharaj Ram,
R/o 725, Housing Board,
Sector 7, Ambala City#

Versus

1« Union of India through
the Secretary,
Ministry of Defence,
New Delhi#

2# Chief of Air Staff,
Vayu Bhawan,
New Delhi#

Applicants

••# Respondents

By Advocatess Shri S#Ka Bisaria for applicants
in all the 0#As
None appeared for Respondents

ORDER (Oral)

BY HON«(BLE MR# S#R# ADIGE# VICE CHAIRMAN (a)

As these three 0#A8 involve common cjuestionj

of law and fact they are being disposed of by this

common order#

2o Applicants seek a direction to Respondents to

correct theireseniorjty in the grade of Clerk LDU with

all consequential benefits in terms of the Tribunal's

order dated 15#2#96 in T#a# No# 43/91 and order dated

5oll#97 in 0#A# No# 587/97 and 0#A. No# 2028/96#

3# We have heard applicants' counsel Shri Bisaria.

None appeared for Respondents even on the second call#

4# We note that no reply has been filed by the

Respondents in these 0#A3 despite several opportunities

being granted to them#
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.  «n 11 11«99 Respondents
•  on th^lsst d.tel.c on •

1 *rl Rajlnd« Nlarf-al Had statad that ^pUcahtaaiunael 9irl Ra3 esflsldaratlon^.leaancaa .aPa und« Ra^ondants actloa
put ̂ pllcahta- cdunaal 9<rl Blsarla atataa

4. K n (jnnrised of the decisionapplicantshavenotbeen apprise

taken by Respondents,^

g  in thla mnnactlon, 9itl Blaarlahas
InvltadouP att«,tlon .» tha Tribunal-a ordar datad
5-11.97 in OA Na,-587/97 and OA No.20 28/ 96 Jl araln

Obaaruad d-at In tha Intarast oT Juatlca Ra^andants
nny on Walr own ^naidar tha rauialon of sanlorlty
of all tha aiTAllarly placad anployeea ui«>out requiring
oach of than to oona to tha Tribunal by a a^aratai
petition^ 91 rl Blaarla atataa that ̂ pllcahts are
IdanUcally pi aoad aa die applloanta In OA No, 587/97
an d Oft No 0 20 28/ 96,

7  In the light of the above, these O-fts are
' 9

disposed of with a direction to Respondents to take
a final decision in the matter i" accordance with
rules and instructions within three montiis from the
date of receipt of a cPpy of this order, iJ^il e doing

ao they ^ all not lose sight of the aforesaid
observation made by thgTribunal in its order dated

5,11,97. In th e event respondents conclude that

applicants are notrco/verod by the afo resaid o rder
dated 5,11.97 they di all retard detailed reasons

for 03ming to such conclusions. After applicants*
seniority is revised, they di all be entitled to such

consequ^tial benefits as are adnissible in accordance

with rules and instructions.^
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These 0 As

No cxjstd^

stand di^osed of accordingly.

9^ Let a copy of this o

O a recDrdd"

rder be placed In each

(rlRS. LAKSini SUflfllNATHHApl )
nEflBERO)

( 's.R.AblGE/)
\/ICE CHaI r*i anva)
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