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Na« deHii, this th® 2t#t Sept®«bBr,1994

h©h*bie Shri 3«P# Shaf«a,tteiiber (3)

Hon'ble Shri B.K. SiBgh, nmbsfti^}

Shtl Bani Keai®»9
»/@ iat® ihri Ai|u aa»t
»/® 1S4, Sectet iJlf

Putaffiy^ey Oelhl. applicant

pihrl "^^9- i§garMti,*dvoe8t®)

Vs.

tinisn ®f Ifiiis
thffiufh
S®erst*by t
ninisity of Ihforeation & Bboadeaatingy
Shastbi Blyivfthy
Mow @elhi« • tespohdshts

ft g a

ttoo'bis ihffi 3*P« ShabnSyNsnbsr (3)

Itm applieaoi sariiot filsd 0.4.So.33§|/®2

bsfor® th® Prineipal Bai^h yhich yas deoldod by tti®

obder dstod 3*12.f3* in that B.A. the applioant ha®

ptayed for the grant of the foiloyi^ reliefs I*

i) to direct Bespof^ent to exi®^ the benefit

of Spade III CIS to the applicant yith grade

pay and arrears ».o.f. 1.1if3|

ii) a direction to pay the a^licant cost of
\

That 8.A. iMts decided by the order dated 3.12,93« fhe

direction gieen in the Jt^genent that the appiicar^

shall be treated at par with the other filed Peblieity

Officers yhoss pays t^ve been refixed y.s»fJf.lifS
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an %hs ba#l» of the reeomnendetioi^ of the Tfeitil

Pay Co^iasioR. Iw partieaJLatf t^ iepertiienfc

ahoylij see to it that the appUea«t«a ease ie oat

distii^oiahed fs©« those of Shri R#C» Panigirahi

Slid Shri K«S, 3agaR Hath Ha©# The fMreyer of the

appliosnt for ifitereet at the rate of lOJl for the

delayed aeiiofi in the natter of refixation of the

pay of the appiieaot yae houever diesiioyed

inasnych as the appiieaot hinaelf yas ipaetiee and

did not ©hooae to odse to the Tfihynal as ms dow

by Stei Paniftahi and Sbrl ll«S. Sagan iath i«i,

2^ The raliaf eiained in the present 0»ft,

its*

Ci) Hireot the respondent to giee ftade III
Gentral Infernation Serbiee to appiieont

fron 1#n73#

Cii) Oireet resrx»ndent to grant interest on the
delayed paynent*

Ciii) &ireet reapondent to hold reeiey
in pronotionai grades Srade II ai^ Srade I

aoGording to reeiaed seniority#

3»' Heard the learned n^ui^el for ths appiioant

on admission*

4* The nain thrust of the JUiarmd counsel is

that the letter dated 18*4*94$ the appiioant yas

inforned about his representation dated 6*4#94 on

the inpleneiftation of the Jtidgenent dated 3#12»93

in 0*4.No*'3301/!^• That on the baais of thi

Judganent of Shri 8.C« Panigrehi and Shri

3agan hath Sap, the benefit of pay seals of fP@

y»e»f« 1«t«73 so long as he yorked agaiiwt tf^i

upgraded pK>at of fWI upto 30«S#76 wa® granted to

hilt# A# per thdse Jodgemente, S^hri i»C« Panigrahi

and i«C# Sagannath Rao's aeniority in Srade III of

eiS haea also not baen rsfixsd y»s#f# 1.1.7$.
•«'3*
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ThttSp his f© quest fot refinatiefi ©f sewiesity i©
Stai© IXi ©f CIS y.e.n a^ §ta"t ©f

eenseqoeBtial befieflts eanftat he aeeeiei to#

The sppiioarit in the ptosent a#A. has f^t

a»y telief with teapeet to the ttapt of senioritf
io Ctade III of C^. The diteetion in the eariiet

lodgewent in O.A, Mo*3301/^ wes that the appiieant

he treated in all respect at par oith Shri ®»C,

®ani®rahi and Shri K.S» aagan Math Ra©. The

respondents has© granted tt»t relief to the

applicant• The learned eoynsel for the applicant

has also referred to the decision of Iten'hle

Stipreee Court in writ petition Mo•1838 of i8T8

in the ease of P» Paraeeewaran 1 Ore# Ws# The

Secy# to the Bovt. of India. The Hon'ble Sti^ewe

Court held in that ease "we do not think that

it is open to the Sowernment to deny the l>ef»fit

of the reuised Srade and Scale with effect fron

as in the c^se of all other persons nerely

because of sone adoinistratire difficulties® Tq

do m will be disoriHiinatory**. In view of this

a direction was given by the l^ii*ble iopreM Court

to the resd^ndente to give effect revised grsd® and

seal® from 1#1#t3 to ths petitioners. The learned

couf^el for tim applicant has also filed 0#W. dsted

1?4il.i7 regarding refixation of pay of filed Publicity

Officer upgraded to the Grade III of CIS on the

lecoisiiendations of Third Pay Consiission, He ha®

also fiJUid the judgenent of anot|ier O.A«No»1i01/f1

decided by the Principal Bench on 10«1i#S1 in the

« ®#4i
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eas@ of ll»C. ttahipatta & 0?8» Ws. Union af

a«d llnottior. In that east aiso tofixstion of

pay of the petitioners of that eaee aionfyitb
arrears in ter®a of ietter dated 8«10#^1 wa®

direoted and arrears were also to be paid iiitbifi

the period of three nenthe and f«rtb©f the

petitioners of that ease be given ISred® III of
CIS as reetMiaendated by Third Pay Connissiofi

and as ordered by Hon'bie Sopreiwi Court in

einiiarly .eirew«etaneed ease. Me has aXs© filed

a copy of the Jwdgeaent in 0«A»il0®21'S3/f1 in

the ease of Panigrahi Va* Union of India

decided on a siwilar direction was

given in that eaee also. 4 siniiar direction

waa aiao i«9t«id by the Principal Beneti in 0##

Jio#380f of #991 decided on 16.12.92 in the ease

of Shri P«K« Tripathi Vs. Union of Indie. In

that too only the respondents were directed to

pay the arrears to the applicant fron 1.1.73.

Thws, the applicant hae been fully given the

benefit of the refixation of pay w.e«f. 1.1 .'73

in Crade III of C^.

S. The contention of the learned ^wnsel is

that he has not been given eeniority and

(Xii^epuMintial pronotions t® Crade II and Srade I

of CIS. The applicant has not clained this

relief in the earlier 0.4«: No«3301/92 and he fiJ«s

C.P.Ho.218/94 which waa rejected. It was, however,

observed in that order that the applicant nay

assail any grievance regarding the illegality of

the order dated 18.4.94. It is because cf this

#S •



IS I

the lea^fiei eonesel for the appUeant eoRtended

that the order dated 18•4*^ has iwt give© heoefit

©f seniority* The respondents have In their

aforesaid order eleariy stated that the benefit

has been given to the petitioners in the other

0«A« i,e. ihrl »*C* Panigrahi and Shri K*S,

3sgan Math Meo the aaee also ©annot be

aecorded to the applicant* ya find no iagality

in this ordar* The applicant was within his

right to Ola in thia .benefit ale© in the eatliar

0*A*3301/f2 wrtiieh he has net clained*' Ms has

also not elsined any revision of seniority on

acGOwnt of refixation of pay in Srade HI 'of

CIS by virtue ©f the judgenent in 0*^*3301/92*!

Me has alfiost elaiised the sane relief in this

4l*ift» whicli has bean doneidered and Judicially

reviewed in the 0*8**1©,3301/92, The application

therefore does not lie aisi barred by prinoiples

of a#Jydieatfm*

i* The 0*8* is thsrefors does i^t nake

out a prina^faeie ease for adniesion and It is

therefore dianissed e» not naintainabls*
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(8\!(. aiNOH) (3.P. SM*«n*)
H8»bM (3) '


