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Csntral AdsTjinistrativ© Tribunal* Principal Bemch

Original APPlicatipn,..M^J_I3?_c^.J.aiS
M.A.5A/99

New Delhi* this the 25th day of October,2000

Hon'ble Mr.Kuldip SinghuMesiber 13)
Hon ■ ble Mr * S, A * T * Rizvi * rnsmber CA)

i iSbri D^S.Sharma

S/o Shri D^D^Sharga
.  R/o C-;- i 68, Clock Tower jHari Nagar*
New Delhi 5A

2 * Sm t. hi a f- ba r* s Ka u r A;" n s 3 a
W/o of Shri Kartar Singh Ar neja
R/o 162A* 'G' Block
Hari Nagai'i-Jail Road* .
New Delhi 58

3 * Snit* Shakuntala Devi Sharsna

\vife of Shri B*K*Sharrr!a

R/o !]?. Sector 37* Faridabad
Haryana _ - Apglicants

(All are employed as Supervisors tM.) in
the Dte* of Education of Qovt* of NCT of

Delhi and presently posted at New Delhi)

(By Advocate -• Shri D*R* Gupta)

Vei^,us

1 * It; Govei'noi" of Delhi

Rajniwas Marg*Delhi

2.Principal Education Secretary(Education)
Govt* of NCT of Delhi

Qenei'al Administration Deptt(Education Ceptt* )
"2i5 2!6* Old Sectt* Delhi

3, Director of Education/Joint Secretai-yCEdn),
Govt. of NCT of Delhi*Old Sectt* *
Delhi

4*Shri Satish Sonkar S/o Shri Moti Lai
working as Asstt*Director of
Education (PENI) -■ Respondefst^

(By Advocates - Shri Vijay Pandtia for official
respondents and Shri K.PiDohare for-
private respondent)

O..R_D,...rRiORMJ

S>L..Hon:.ble Mr . Kuldip Singh* Member(J).

In this OA* the applicants have prayed for

various reliefs and one such relief at para 8*2 is



r«prod-u«ed her ©under

V
"8- 2 to direct the Res pan dents, to
uGtS'rmine the inter ■-se-ceniority of
the officers including that of the
applicants herein in the cadre of

■ ' Supervisors(PE) in the light of the
Suproii-e Court judgement dated 10, in,55
in the case of Union of India vs. Vir
Pal Singh Chauhan etc. (JT 1995 (?)
SO 23 1 ) and the Department of
Personnel and Trg. OM dated 30. 1 .2?

•  in so fai" it pertains to the
implementation of the said Supreme
Court judgement"

•' "2-.. ' The above quoted relief shows that the

applicants are asking to direct the respondents to

finalise the seniority list of Supervisors (PE) in the

p. light of Supreme Court judgement dated 10. 10.95 in the

case of Union of India vs. Vir Pal Singh Chauhan &

ors. and the Deptt. of Personnel and Training OM

dated 30. 1 .97 in so far' as it pertains to the

implementation of the said Supreme Coui-t judgement.

3. The respondents at para 4. 10 of their reply

have submitted that the seniority list of PGT (PE) as

well as- Supervisor (PE) are to be recast in view of

^  , the judgement of the Hon'ble Supreme Courti which is

under process of issuing a tentative seniority list

shortly. Shri Pandita»learned counsel for the

respondents submitted that this term 'shortly' may not

be taken into consideration and respondents should be

given a fixed time frame to issue the seniority list.

Taking into consideration the submission of

Shi-i Pandxtaj this OA is disposed of with a direotion

to respondents that they will complete the exercise of

finalising the aforesaid seniority list within a
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