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CENTRAL AbMIN'I'sT"RAT'iv'E' TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH
Sl .Nbfﬂ"ss’g/z oqgﬂ =4

New Delhi: this the 7~ day of Now-mbar,zooM

HON'BLE MR,S.R. A01c£,u1r£ CHAIRNAN(A).
HDN'BLE OR ‘A‘i\IEDA\!ALLI','NENER @)

17 shei Sri t:handM :
5/o Shri Mam Chand, -
Rfo 416, chirag Delhi,

 New Dslhiz17.

ﬁ Shri M. K. Lavahe A
sfo ghri N"Lavahe,

R/o 143, Rishangarhy '
NBU DBlhi-?ﬂ . . L oqo...Applicantsﬁ

(By Adweate: Shri c; ge paracken)

1) Union oFf. India”*“ o
through Secretary, i
Ministry of lLrban Devslopment
& Enployment'
Niman Bhavan,

New Delhi

2. Director Gsneral(\Jorks),
CP\JD, Nirman Bhavan'y
‘New Delhi=11 33, JRe sponden t&

(By Advocates Shri mjendra Giri)

. App‘l‘ioant‘.s impugn r93pond,e_ntsl' order No.203
dated 3.311“2399 (Annexura?i) reverting them from the
post of Exéeutive Engineer to which they had been
prqmot,,edAlp_,n“adbop'b,ajs:‘,s)qons,equent to the issus of
ragula'r,pmmotion order to the post of Executiw
Engineer vide Office Order No'?201 da ted 3;“1 15?199;-‘

265 Heard bo th sides’::.g
3. Applicants® counsel relies principally

upon the Tribunal's order dated 141572000 in OA Noils?/2000
Fiarm'eet Singh & Ors,’ \fs.‘“; UOf & Urs'%g(Annexure-H) in which
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after referring to DOPT's OM dated 3DJ4J83 and OM
dated 30?9?83,?@@! observed.

o ¢ adhoc appointees-who had besn appointed
as -?ewtive-Engineers on adhoc basis later
in point-of time to- the applicants, should
be reverted prior in point of time to the

applicantsiin
&1 Applicants! counsel contends that uhile they

were_promo ted 343.5?(.9%54['_91"991‘4?.C’n adhoc basis vid® order
dated 2314798 (Annexurei8) others such as Shri A:Pibugran
al though senior to . them’y were promoted as ExeEnginser
on 235"9%?%__,f(énoexuz:;e-i)'_ and in tems of the aforesaid
CAT ordsr dated 1@5?@0Qp.sbpq;d_ have been 'reverted first
but_ respondents have not done so and ins tead have

reverted applicants who uvere promoted as Exe%ngineer

prior to Shri -Jugran & Oré:l.i

5.15 o I:t i$ dear f‘rom pq;_a_ 2 gf’.the aforesaid

4

order dated,1%35€2013@,that ra_sponcbnts; instructions
require that when regular promotions are made all
adhoc appointees are to be reverted 1n reverss order
of seniorit'? the juniomost candidate being reverted
fFirstd Applicants have not indicated the names of
anyone junior to them in the seniority list who have
been retained as ‘F__"xq‘?{r]ginee_: on adhoc l::asi!aﬁ;‘;2 while
they themsel ves l"wayelb,epn reverted! Applicents’
counsel r eferred to th;i A'fb'.f:"flugran (s1.No,1028 in

the seniority list; Shri S,pdKappor (S13No.1030);
Shri N,p.Kukreti (S1Noi0% and Shri D:J:Mondal

(SléiNo';E‘lDM), but all of them are far senior to

applicants whose seniority h'mbers are 1559 and 1 &4
vide impugned order dated jg‘]fl"ﬁQg(Annexure-d).' The

above extracts from the ‘l;ribunalzs order dated 1%5’7.";71‘2000
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have to he read in the context of DOPT's OMs dated 30:4.e:
and_ :59;;%9_';;583.andmc;§nqq t be read out of context and

congtrued in 2 manner so as to do violence to those

om &
64 Indeed.ws find that applicants had impugned

the samg order dated 315199 in DA 2424/99 uhich uas
disnissad by order dated 17:2¥2000 against uhich
CW.No1717/2000 vas also disnissed by the Delhi High
Court on Zﬁ’gdif?‘ZUQQ,- éasggnqqnpghave taken the plea
that_this OR_is hit by res-judicats uhich is denied by
applicanty but even uithout ‘godng into that controversys
it is clear that _t_:hg_bé uarras:sts no interferen® and
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( DRJATVEDAVALLI ) | (seRenDIgE) _
MEMEER (J) VICE CHAIRMAN(A).
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