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G.P./t.A. P'o *1743/96 _/l-? Decided on: 20.3.97

Shri V.K. Sa^hdev
APPL I CAN T( s)• • • • •

(By shri ^ _Applicant in Person Aduoc^te)
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Oy Shri . Aduociate) . i
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THE HQN'BLE SHRI HON'BLE MR. S.R. ADIGE, MEMBER (A)

THE HON'BLE 95Xgn^gIXXX/OR. A. VEDAVALLI, MEMBER (J)
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'• To be reT erred to the Reoc rter or not?
Yes

2. 'J^ether to be circul3ted to other Benches
of the TribunSI ? ]^o
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CEJ^TRAL ACniNlSTRATI VE TRIBUfJAL PRINCIPAL BENCH
NEU DELHI,

n .a.No,1743/96

Ma No, 1804/96
.  (A ; -

Nau Delhi: this the lo' day of Plarch,1997,

HON 'BLE FIR. S,R,A0lGE,MEri3ER(A)«,

HON'BLE DR» Ao VEDA^/ALLI, nEnBER(3).

yirender Kumar SajJhdev/*
Shri Om p-rgkash Sa^hdeV^

r/o'=E«'2 35, RaadNo.S,
03 vt* guartars,
Dev/ N agar, w i.
Neu Oslhi -110005 o • • • • Applicanto

(Applicant in person)

,

tfarsue

1, Union of India & otherSp
throLgh the Secretary to
the Go vto of India#
ninistry of Urban Development#
(Directorate of Estates)#

Nirman Bhauan#

Neu Del hi ̂

2» The Director#
Directorate of Estates,
Go vt# of In dia#
Nirman Bhauan#
Nau Dslhi

3<» Shri p ,n .nishra.
Estate 0fficar.
Directorate of Estates,
Go vt, of India#

Nirm^ Bhauan#

Neu Delhi,'

The. Assistant Director of Estates# TCC,
Directorate of Estates,

Go vt. of India#
Nirman Bhauan,
Neu Delhi,

5, The Asstt, Director of Estates(Accounts),.
Directorate of Estates,
& vt, of India#
N i im an Bh auan,
Neu Del hi,

6, The Ass tt» Director of Estates#
(u/aiting List Section),
Directorate of Estates,
Go vt. of India#
M i rm an Bhauan #
N eu Del hi

7, Shri Chan an Rsrs),
Asstto Director of Estates,

Directorate of Estate^#
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Go vt. oF Indiap

Witman Shauan,
New Delhi

(Sy Advocate: Shri !*iadhav Psnikar)

* Ra^ondsn ts^

V^.

3U OGWENT

BY HON'BLF FIR,S.R.flDlGE«F!m3£R{AVo.

Applicant seeks restoration of allotment of

guarterNo 6 E-235, ft»adNo»3, Dev Magar, Neu Delhi and

for quashing of orders imposing dsmages of fe<,*59,296/-

upon himo He also seeks compensation of rupees 50 lakhs

from respondents for causing him mental harassm^t*

^  vV—•

2» Appl i can t uas allotted tha said quarter

uhile he uas working as Qy. Office Superintendent,

Central Excise, Revenue D^artmant, Neu Delhi, Upon

the said quarter being declared dangerous by CP UO

applicant uas offered Quarter Noo7G/14 S-1 fl.Bofbad

(Sakat) on 12<)5,9 3 (Annexure-Rl) which he did not

acc^t. Thereupon he was offered Quartsr No»10/7 S°1

MB R3 ad on 13«3o94 (Annexur©«>-R'2) but that was also

not accepted by him. He was than offered Qr« Noo37-Y,

C.O.ftDad (Annexura-R5) but he did not accqpt that

either. Meanwhile it came to notice that app^licant had

been transferred out of Delhi to Faridabad on 19,7,94

and accordingly his alltoment of E«235, Karoi Bagh was

cancelled w. eof« 19o9o94 after allowing 2 months normal

retention period in accordance with ruleSo Upon

applicant not accepting gr® Noo37»Y , C.C.RDad, he was

offerad gr. No ©12/147, Oev Nagar on 6«5,96( Annexure-f®)

which he accep ted, but autho rity-slip for taking

possession was not issued to him because cancellation

of allotment was under consideration by respondents.

The allotment was subsequ^tly cancelled by order

dated 1BoS»96 (Annexure- X~2)and thereafter by orders

dated 6,7o96 (Annexur9-X4 to 0 a) the Estate 0fficar
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pa339d Eviction Ordsrs u/s 5(11) P»P»(EU0) Act<»

3, na^uhila upon applicait^s transfer back to

Delhi UtO.fo 21 »3o96 he once again became eligible

for alloimant of accommodation and sought

regularisation of gr. NovE"235j Karol Baghp but

respondents point out that the same cannot be

regularised ob his date of priorityui 2668o72 uhich has

not been covered so far as the allotaents are

being made to Go vto enployees of priority 30»4ol68

^  a t p re sen t*

Ue have heard applies t uho argued his

case in person and Shri Panikar for re spon den ts o^'

Ue have given the matter our careful con si deration»

5« The question of directing respondents to

restore allotment of gro- No#£-235, Dev Nagar to the

applicant does not arise as it haS be^n declared unsafe
\

by CPUD, Now the applicant has b e^n transferred back

to Delhi u. 00 f0 21,3o96, t^on his making application
f AcJ- cfthcin the prescribed fo im^supported with all other

relevant details^ raspondtfits may consider allotting

him alternative accommodation strictly as per his

entitlement and in accordance uith his date of priority,
subject to his cleai^y|all previous dues uhich he uill

be required to pay in accordance uith rules# in the

event tiiat the applicant refuses to accept the

altamative accommodation offered to hinjj, it uill
be opon to him to invoke the relevant rules in this

regard® i\ lyccU'c/ ^ciy t-i^/?)cU jhr/sf/WAy
5® The OA is di^osed of in terms of paragraph 5
above# No costs#1

(  DR.A.WErOAUALLI)) ( S.R.AOIGeO
flErlBER(D). nEn3ER(A).
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