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CENTRA! ADMlNT'̂ Tr.rt -r^^niNroTRAriyR rRrpiJWA,RICUNAL, principal 8RAC,
OA No „2402/1,99.1

New Of'I hi +.K-
this 12th (i^crt day of nr+-",i-

,, , '-'h-tober, 199C,
Hon ble 2hri a v/
'ton'ble shri s"p' VC(a)

'J Kumar Pu, ,.,.,, ' «»be, ,>,)
•»f Pentioued
•11 «rKl„a as T r parties
New n'f Otgani" /', '̂ aneers inNew Delhi i ppition , CPWO

(By Shi i p ,s-K-„yga,-„.u, Advocate.)

,, , versus
Onion of indi'7 +-i

tf (rough

Secretary"/Urban Deveiopmcnt. dew Oeibi

(Works)vvLJ,, 11- Oh.,,... •'
Bhavan, New Delhi

PUvocate)

"""•ble Shri A.v. Haridasa,™®'"'"" '̂

Applicants

Respondents

"^•-••P11 cants., 4p f
Keeking , o- bhic apo"U =• direction to the .
Design/pi'®=>Pondents to r rit

0 Allowance foPA t
more than d '" ''^'0:.) at f;|ie^-Aau Rs„3oo/" ort "otper month for the rp -
posted on rn ^ Poriod theow , -o -

' Dentrai De-.ion n 'emai,,
-partmen, ^ -w

"e Pie, that such a , ^-l-73 to l-jcn a benefit ui^<- .

cndi,sputed facts i,, tfr - „ ^ ' OiOal,
r oase are th^t ii~-xecutlvf r,- - i-nat Junio/' Engineers engineers,

UDO./CPWP ws-r ' " Engineers po-t-d
UPA While the c r

-"K denied tt .

Similarly .jt t " Shri ,j t uat ed 1f pp. 11 '
"'•"-•upal Bench Ot ,., j ^ ^PPHcants approached the

-""pu 7-:::::
Pr-lf*0( x: ' ^-1 T •

Rs„300 per „onth apdI' - ^ ven dpa at theHpp I iCilrint'/- ••. ,

3PP"P in ravour of sh, i °f
-1 ba1 made a re>r n-

Kb'esentation c)ai,„j„

•I'PP 11ca t i on

tliem

1 c

..07

t lie



extension of the said benefit t-o eKbenefit to them but without aicv
SUCCes^J I'nHor- ei V

•• -hese c.rou«st.n«,, applicants approached
this Tribunal wifj, rh;« ar,r.iw *. •

- ^ application seeking a direction a«
^ aforesaid tIk^ '-laim r.f fK• ^^a^m of the applicants was rejected by the

Tribunal on the crrrninw , •° n" of limitation among other grounds b-
order dated 29.3.96. The mam reason f„r h

•—1-1 - eason for dismissal was deiav
laches Aggrieved by the dismissal of the applicants'

claim In th!« TrjK,..
- I—» . the. approached the Hon ble Supreme

Court The apex court vidf ifoMde Its order dated 20.9.96 allowed
the CiT^ii Appeal Mo 1?An7/Q<; i-o. 12407./96 and restored the OA to the file

i t t!1o cJ i r t i n ^r\ f K X- ^ e .nbunai to consider the claim of
-lie applicants for npA fr.rO.h f,,, the period of 3 years imm.ediat-lv
preceding the date of fiiina of th^of the application. it is thu«
hoiv the .matter „ again before us.

2 The only question to consider i, whether the
lie rn^. r the respondents

can I'al idlv i-Ho t
PV-nent of DPA while they had

to Shri Sibal, the applicant in OA KJ2Q./87. The

'"e DP.t to the applicants «„d
-nt.cally Situated as the applicants, is 0., .029./87 is that
then clairfj jg helaif^d jf , ,I- .vas also contended m the reply
statement tpat *^ the issue has been referred to the 5th

Commission (CPC for short l it ,
' !!<.'t necessar^'to consider fin- ca<jt:. h,- eu- as:, bv the respondents separately.

3 The contention that th^a ,,,..1.1 .
- - a-ii lb barred by iim.taf.on

does not survive in , ,,11 of fu. - ,
, -lie apex court thatV«im Of the aPPl.oants for PP., f„.. a ,

preceding the date of f i | iu„ „f „ . " '
wen eitbin t,,,,. q ' '

«"'-• the on.,- oueation iw e„Ut.e»e„ of
ihe applicants '



\ The fact that the issue of grant of DPA was before

5th CPC does not affect the claim made in this application

'^^or the simple reason that the period for which, the claim is

made in this app! icat ioji would not be covered bv the

rccurnmendat ions of the 5th CPC. We are told that 5t.h CPC had

recommended grant of payment of DP.A and that the incumbents

are getting it from 1.1 96.

5 As for the claim of the applicants for DPA for the period

preceding 3 years based on the recommendat ions of the 5th CPC

respondents cannot den\' it to t!ie applicants because the

applicants were identicall^' situated in all respects with

Shri S1ba1. the appI leant in OA 1029/87.

6 In 'lew of these facts and circumstantes. we allow this

app! icat ion in part and direct the respondents to pa> DP.t to

the applicants at the rate of Rs 300/- per month with effect

from 30.119! till they hold the post of Assistant Engineers

in CDO/CPWD. The direction as aforesaid shall be complied

with and pa^'iiient made to the app! leant s I'^'itliin a period of

three months from the date of receipt of a copy of this

orde r
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