
CENTRM. AEMINISIRATJVE THBUNAL PRWCffAI. BEHGH

oyA^Nnipaoo Aa4

New Delhi: this the /^ ' day of July,20CX]|

HON*BI£ M%6|»%ADEE ViaS CHAJBAANCA)|* ^

HON'BLE Mi^LDIP SIII3H,MEMBER( J)
i. ^s|ector(Mrg»l} Neelaia Gandhi, No^i!Dul493,
2« In^ector(Mrsf) Shakuntala Khokhar) No^D^lSQ^

Delhi Police,
C/o Mrsv Avnish Ahlawat, Adv-ocate ,
243, Lawyers ChaB>bers>
Delhi High Courtp'
New Delhip.3 ^'.V,W^plicarrt^

(By Advocate; ShriVirender Pal)

#irsaa.

1^ Govt^< of NCT of Delhif
through
Secretary( Home ),
5, Shamnath Marg,
Delhii

Commas loner of Police .
Delhi, Police Headquarters'i
MSG Building,^
I.P'^Estate '
New DelhjU2i

3. Deputy Cksmmissloner of Police/Hq( I)«
Delhi Police Headquarters'.
MSG Building,
l.PpEstate'i'
New^'Delhy^

4^ Injector Blna Ranl,Nb;'102(a6td).
Delhi Pol ice, '
R/0 G-855y Sushant Lok,
Village Chakarpurf
Gurgaon( Haryana)

Injector Harkala Thapa No.Di?J«9i
Delhi Police '

^ Ins,^Krlshna Dwlvedl, No,Du720,Delhi Policef
7, Ins^avitrl Sharma, No.Du722,Delhi Police.
8. IhsiiSudesh Shaima, No''i734f;belhi Police

^ Ih^|!Jma Rani, No,^D-739,
Delhi Policef

IC^ Injector Usha Bai* No.iDu73^,Delhi Policel
11, Jxis.Vijay Sachdeva, NofDu736,Delhi Police

12. Inspector Jagtar Kaur, No '̂D-?^,Delhi Policeff
i35« Inspector Vina Sharma, No^^Eu71,Delhi Pol ice.^
14,' Inspector Usha Sharms,NoiDu7l8,Delhi Police

151 Inspector Kala Bisht, Delhi Police,
15 to be served tteough Deputy
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Mr# S#I5a^dige|VC(A)s ^
/^plicaHfts inpugn re^ondenrfcs* o^^er

dated2*'6.87(AnnexureW^) and seek a declaratioH that

priB'ate respondents 4 to could only be g^en

regular proffiotion as Sub Inspector frora a date

after the relaxation was granted by Lt»G««Delhl

and not froia the date of their adhoc prosiotionj

as Applicants seek retrospectSs'e promotion

as Injector with effect from the date re pendents

4 to 15 were promoted with conseciuential benefits^

^ Heard both side^

3^ This very impugned order dated 2,'6»67 was

admittedly challenged in OA Noi741/93 by S, 1 (Woman}

Pratima Sharma and Orsf! vdiich was dismissed by order

dated 2:^P9^8 on grounds of limitatioii for the

reasons contained thereihi

4^ The very argianents advanced by applicants*

counsel in the present case# namely that re^ondents

neverf issued any seniority list whidi showed

the inter se seniority between applicants and

private respondents was also dismissed and rejected

in that order dated 22«9»'98«^

^ We as a coordinate Bench are bound by the

aforesaid order dated 2^9^8 by another Coordinate

benc^ and the rulir^s in SmtlSudama Devi 8. Orsf

AIR 1983 SO 653 afKi Shitala Prasad Shukla Vs. Sta'to

of UP l986Si:?)ple SCC 185 relied tjpon by applicants

do not advance applicants* case# in the light of

the various Hor^|ble Supreme Court*s rulings cited

" /?
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ia Pratima Sharraa||s case (supra)*' ^

For the reasons contained in Pratiaa

Sharas^ls case (si5>ra), this OA is also dismissed

No cost^

ly

( idJLDIPfelNGH } ( Sf^i^ADBE l
MEMBER ( J) VICE' CHA IBN4AN(a )'•

M/




