
7 central ACniNI strati VE TRIBLNaL principal bench

0,.AoNo.2 443/98
———————f——_

Neu Delhi: this the day o f August, 1 999;^

WiiN 'BLE PIR. S.R,.aDIGE,\/ICE CHAlRnAN(A)o

HON'BLe: 1*1 R.KULOIP SINGH,4*!EJ*IBER(3)

Shri DoBodain,"
Late Sh«'S. CoGain,
Director of Inspection Office of

Qi rector General of SqDplies &

♦ ..» Appli cant«'

• # • •

Rasp on dd^ts «

DL spo sal s,
Geevantara Building,"
Parliament Street, Neu Delhi

(By Advxjcate: Shri S.Rao )

Ve rau s

Lhion of India through
Se c re ta ry,
Dep11a of supply,
Nirman Bhauan,
N eu Del hi -00 1

2, Director General

(SLpplies & DLsposals )
Geevan Tara Building,,
Parliament Street,
N °u Delhi -0001

( By Advocate:: Shri N. s.Mehta)

ORDER ^

HON'bLE- HR. S. R,,QDIr:r/vi cr r:HaT riv| aN UK

«pUcant imppg„3 r. ̂on dpnt s ■ r^n dun dptad
26.P.9? (Annaxu.a-O iasuad by them pppauapt to thp
Tribunal >3 ordor datad la.2.97 in 0„ No.2040/96 filed
-rliar by hi,„ and sad^a antedating of his promotion as
Oaputy mraotor (inspaotdon) from 9.5.69 to 6.1o.9f the
data on uhich shri k  /' nao u ^ *

^  , was junior
° hi™ . uas so promoted, and he further olaims
consideration for promotion as Oi reoto r (inspection)
in 1 970/71 andlhot 1 974 h=

"  actually promoted.

^nceguuntial benefits are also prayed for.
n.



L

y  ̂ f'av® haapd applicant's counsel
Shri subba Hao and peapondenta" counsal shpi N^ahta|j

In the seniopity list as on 30o9s!73

(flnnaxure^l) Shpi K.KoOas is shoji at Sl«W0o7 while
applicant is shown at SloMoo22.. IP applicant had
a gpiauance in PagaPd to his being placed at so many
positions balow shpi KoX«Oaa in the 1973 seniopity
list, he should ha we agitated the matter in the

pxD^prPopa at that point of time# If as he contends^,
he made rep pesantations to which he pecalued no
reply it was open to him to have agitated his

grievance in the appropriate judicial fora » Hot

hawing dons so then, ha cannot raise the matter nowp
nearly a quarter of a century after the cause of
action originally aiosef Hence applicanfs daiio
for antedating of his seniority as Deputy Mractor

(Inapsotlon .1969 10 ond for oonolderln,
his oaae for proootlon as Qlrector(loapactlon> fwo
''970/71 instead of 1 974 la squarely hit by limitation
as uell as laches and led< of jurladlctlon under the
releyant pmutaions of the A,T.Act and la therefore
rejectedo'

^  Of the matter houeuer deaeruee
attention;' Respondeota In their Impugned Ramo dated
2S?S.'97 ha»B stated that they have given qipllcont
the benefit of notional piomotlon ae Deputy 01roct6dr,
(Inepectlon) u.e.-f.'. ̂ s^e, pot It Is not denied that
no order, in thla regard he„ bem, Issued by re=pondbnts
as ysto'

S. Shrl Rehta stated that re^ondante are



3>  Inhibited ftom doing so in tdey of thi^i High
tturt'a (0.9) order deted 4.«10.^3 to Xp, Wo. CT/83
steyloo the operation of the Delhi Hlsh Q,ort-«^ (s^)

^  order dated7?1.83 In C. u,Mos.>14S7, 1973 end ̂ 590
,  . p reapondente to refrane the seniority

Or.ll In the Indian Inspection Serwloe.*

®» Aa It Is only the direction to refrffle the
seniority list of Gr.ll or t t e i.* ^oIoS yhich has been stayed]^
there cai be no legal objection to respondents
issuing orders granting applicant notlonri seniority
«.a.fil9.S.S9 ehlch respondaita themselves concede
ho 1= entitled to, end furthepaore extend such
oonseguentlel b«eflte uider rules and Instruottono
as ulll flou f„a the order, more so, because
applicant Vdll be retiring on stperennuetlcn
shortly. i^Ue Issolng the attoresold orders
respondmts should make It clear that It ulll be
subject to the outcooe of tp, Bo.CT/83. We dlreot
accordlogly^ and Call upon reBJondents to Impleuent
these directions rithln 3 months f„» the date of

^  receipt of a copy of this order.'

^  '"'PO^od of In terms of paras 3
and 6 abowaV No oosts^

C KCLOIP SIWSH ) V
WOTBERO) 4 S, RoAOIGE')

VICE CHAlfWAN(A)

/tag/


