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R.R. Bharti, Asstt. Director;’ :
SAI Barrack:No.15/37, . ~ . \
- National Stadium, : _ . T - \
New De]hi; : ;

3. Smt Geeta Sareen, UDC, RD(NSCC),
+ . SAI, I.G. Stadium,

,New De1h1-110 002

‘uSmt Praveen Ma11k UDC SPES, - SAI,
J:.N. Stadium, Lodh1 Road,
New De1h1.,r

Sh. ParamJ1t,.UDC SAI
J. . N. Stadium, Lodh1 Road,
fNew De}hi '

hr : Jngh “UbDC, SAI,
ventra1 Stores;”J N. Stad1um,

gSmt M”gh Chabbra, UDC< SPES SAI

“J N,,Stadl m fLodh1 Road,

: ' i o . . .Respondents

: ’ in a11 ‘the above OAs.

qptaijdvocate) | o

ORDER (Oral).

1nvo1Ve the

the six above OAs

same

The'

C]erk of the Spec1a1 Organ1s1ng Committee on
to conduct the Ixth As1an Games smoothly,
he1d at New’ De1h1 oh'a conso11dated salary

~
short "SAT) came 1nto ex1stence, he was

app11cant was appo1nted as Lower:

- per month When the Sports /Author1ty of

n:jthe"same post w e f , 1.4.1984. The




BN 3] | -
igrievanCe' of the applicant is that /the re dents
. were :app]ying the pick and choose policy 1n‘promot1ng

the LDCs to UDCs as is evident from the fact that the

Jun1ors to the applicants, Respondents No.3 to 8, have

=

_wbeen, promoted earlier to the'appTicantfin the year

?TSSépm“Respondent No 2 has been appointed as caretaker
“on TT3;10.1984 by-passing the applicant. The OA is
therefore filed seeking to gTve promotion to. the
app11cant following thevsame po]icyﬂof promotion as
:w foT]owed in respect of the respondents who were

Jun1ors to. him.

‘Qdy‘ 3'i :{n the réé]? a préTianary objection has
been :raised as regards the limitation. On merits it
'?ng adm1tted that- as-the committee was wound up on
13 3 1984 w1th grace .of SAI all the empToyees work1ng

.on ad hoc basis were appointed in 1984. The appTicant

‘was’ appo1nted .on 1, 4 1984 and he was at St. No.13.

/

"appo1nted by the Se]ect1on Committee after

The applicant did not
the appo1ntment of Respondent No.2 as a Care

The draft senwority 11st of LDCs and others

'

rev1sed draft 19st was finalised oh 22.11.1991.
‘submitted that the namesiof Respondents No.3 to

No;3, 4;‘5; 6, 20 and” 21 . whereas

Thus the app11cants'f'were/ Jun1or to the

[N
4 '

‘ﬂfNo.3}7 4, 7, and.': 3 though' senior - to

TG G iy e e
A

5 and 6. it'was further- averred thatdﬂf
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tnamefy, the Scheduled Castes and were; therefd \

Q:LJ:' 'f'f:&wé_promoted fas UDC against reserved vacancies and-- thus

v

.became senior to. the applicant. The order of

'

,;dtyf” 53.10.1991,1wasia1so filed at Annexure R-IV along with

the counter,

mfiffj S 4, None appears for the app11cants, in these

\cases, e1ther in person or through counse1 Heard the

\ < 1

1earned counsel for the respondents. Since all these

.”er1ts after cons1derat1on of the'.avai1ab1e
JWe have carefu11y cons1dered the ﬁgrounds
app11cants ;in ' the OAs and | the
,raésed by ‘the:fearned;codnself for the

/

&

asfraised; it has to be d1sposed of at ‘the

1earned counse1 for the

a' : (

By that t1me, the app11cant was

butd he has not quest1oned the order of

i
-1

of‘Respondent No 2 It was a1so contended

If the

app11cant found

11m1tat1on from the date of the sen1or1ty list was

fof

”c1rcu1ated;;1n 1991 Thus it 1s argued ‘that the OA is

.barred by 11m1tat1on.' In the OA 1t was not explained

;thW; the‘ A '1s w1th1n the per1od of limitation in

'Lf{Paragraph 3 _; In the body of the app1ication, in

v o o

BT T e i i e e

._{matters perta1n to the year 1997 we'are disposing the-

~Since the pre1iminary5 objection of

respondents

and“yhthat date, the respondents No.3 to 8

|
i
!
3
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‘Paragraph-21 it was stated that the applicant had

".‘3' 4"previous1y filed an application before the Tribunal [*i

Ky/ but the same was a11owed to be w1thdrawn with 11berty
to the applicant to file afresh. ANo material in "
support of this allegation has been filed. We have

‘perused the other OAs. Whereﬁn also similar averments

have been made in the same para In‘those OAs also no
mater1a1 was placed eﬂther the number of the OA or the
forders a11ow1ng the applicant to w1thdraw the OA with

1%berty.' In the absence of any such mater1a1 it is ;

N

not 'oossib1e for us to accept the averments made in

-

Paragraph ZJL? No other reasons were given to explain

ﬁhe' de1ay 1n f111ng the.OA. It has also seen that no

MA has been f11ed to condone the delay either. i

6. In fact, the limitation starts from the !
Can ' : A o ’
date when: R-3 to R-8 ha¥ been promoted. In view of
\es c1rcumstances, the applicant cannot be said .

exp1a1ned 11m1tat1on properly. However, the OA

”‘\:.
H ’n 2

i g not W1th1n ‘the per1od of 11m1tat1on as

stipulated

, 1985,
7. .:'In the circumstances,‘the OA has to be
dismissed on the ground of 11m1tat1on itsel¥, :
8. 'The OA is also devoid of merit. We have

'fhe order dated 16.10.1984 whereby [Respondent
.2 "has been promoted as Care {aker; It is clear
from ‘this order that Board consistiné of the Chairman
.and _Member-of SAI, Member of AS(Stadiam) and another

. of AS (Administration), considered .the

D S

S wareeers

A\‘ ; .
:‘ ; ! ,
. \é
~-
N
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S
all five persons were asked to attend the Intervie

- After the interview of the five persons, three persons

have been seleoted. The S1. No.1 and 2 have been_

',\}; ‘ appointed as Care Taker and the third person has been
e kept as reserved in the panel, -S].‘ No.2, in the said
pane], fs the’ Respondent No.2 in this case. It s
. /

e '.the said - post and Respondent No.ztpeing-one of “the
NS 1:persons has been selected. We do not ffnd.any warrant

to interfere with the said order.

7
P
v

, 9;: ~As regards the promotion to the post of
<:UDc;. the learned counse1 for the respondents brought
f_to ;oun‘notice the seniority Tist which has been filed
“hr:as',AnneXUre R-3 to the counter. The'said list has
Jbeen Prepared in November, 1991 and adm1tted1y it has

been'circu1ated TheJRespondents'No.s, 4, 7 and 8 are

. No.3 to 6 as seniors to the applicant

whoiiwas shown at S1. No.17. The respondents No.5 and

are5appeared at S1. No.20 and 21.of the said

‘The order of promotion, dated 12.9.1991,
,spondents No.3 to 8 is found at Annexure R-1IV to

J,rep1y'f11ed in OA No.963/97. From the said order,

's‘seen that Respondent No 5 and 6, are promoted in

4 -

”g'reserved category. Hence thev ”were promoted
Jun1org to ~other respondents he 'cannot have any

-_gr1evance over their promotion;

' therefore, . clear that on1y 5 persons hadvapplied for

1ist and 'are‘admitted1y “juniors to the:

’ear11er to the app1icants. Since the applcants. were

e g

ey
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1 10. In the Circumstances, we do not find ahy
: fgﬁbstanctho interfere with the orders of promotfon of
: 4r;spondents or to grant any\re]ief to the applicants
}x in this OA- both on tﬁe ground of 11mitation-as well as
:; on merits, |

1. A1l the above OAs (0A Nos.961, 963 to 967

of  1997) are accordingly  dismissed. In” the

circumstances, there shali be no order as to costs.
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