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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATiyE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH

New Delhi; this the // day of No\/etnbar,2000J

HON»BLE PlR.S.R.ADI(S:,yiCE: CHAIRP1AN(A)o

HON»BLE ORlA|\/EpA\/ALLI,PlE(»lff:R 6)

1.^ Shri Sri Chand^ -

S/o Shri narn Chandf -
R /o 41 6, G hi ra g Del hi V

Nau Delhiil7

2® Shri firk.LaLvaha^; ■ .
S/o ahri NfLav/aha'^ .
r/o 143, kishangarh^ -
Nau Delhi-TD o. .Applicant

(By Adyocata: Shri CMrge pa rack an)

1.' Union o f India'=^ 'v
th rq u gh Se pr e ta ry^^ .
Hinistry of U,rban Devalopment
& fifnploymen tf'.
Nirman Bhayan^

N au p el hi
, ri-r;,

2» Director t^nera!(lilorks)'f
CPUDV Niouan Bhayanf
Ne\J Delhi-11 ';^.V.Ra^ondent^J

(By Adyocata; Shri Gajendra CJtri)

■ OR D ER

S.RVAdibe^ VC(A);^^i^

Applicants impugn respondents' order No.203

dated 3;'11'|99 (Annexure-A) reyerting tham from tfia

post of Exl'^tiye Enginaar to which they had baeri

promoted pn adhoc basis^oonsaquent to the issue of

ragular promotion order to the post of Exacutiye

Engineer vide Office Order No'i20l dated :^1f|99,'

Heard both sldes^^

3." Applicants' counsel relies principally

Upon tile Tribunal*3 order dated T'.%^000 in OA Noi^57 /2 000

Harmeet Singh & Ors.' \}3^ IDI & Ors't^(Annexure-H) in which
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after referring to DOPT's 01*1 dated and OPl
• I*

dated 30'^9^8 3.had observed,

"If adhoc appointees uho had been appointed

as EX ecu tiv/e Engineers on adhoc basis later

in point of time to the applicants', should

be reverted prior in point of time to the

applican ts'i^"

.  App-licantsJ counsel contends toat uhile they

were promoted as Exe'J^Engineers on adhoc basis vide order

dated 2 3.^'»^^(Annexui^iir6) q^t .such as Shri AiMlziugran

al though senior to ̂ em^ uere p romp ted as Exe^Engineer

on 2 3V'?^»^98 (/^nnexure-C) and. in tenns the aforesaid

CAT order dated 1®5fi2D00 should have been reverted first

but respondents have .not.done 80 and instead have

reverted applicants uho uere promoted as Exe'^ngineer

prior to Shri 3ugran & Or^

It is clear from para 2 of the aforesaid

order dated 1 2000 that respondents' instructions

require that when regular promotions are made all

adhoc appointees are to be reverted in reverse order

of seniority^' the juniormost candidate being reverted

first*' Applicants have not indicated the names of

anyone junior to thOT in the seniority list uho have

beai retained as Exe-iCngineer on adhoc basisy uhile

they themselves have been reverted*' Applicants'

counsel referred to Shri A|b*3ugran (Sl .'No, 1028 in

toe seniority list; Shri S.Pt^appor (Sl'flto*'1033);

Shri N.P.Kukreti (Sli'Np;"l0 32 and Shri D*^3;t»iondal

(51 i'No«'l034), but all of them are far senior to

applicants whose seniori^ h^bers are 1559 and 1624

vide impugned order dated Sfll •■'99(Annexur8-A)* The
above extracts from the Tribunal's order dated 1?5»i2000
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hav/0 to be read in . the con tex t of OOpT's Ons dated sO'JavBS

and 3P'?9f8 3 and cannq t, be , read put of context and

con6.tBoed in a manner so as to do wiolwice to those

6^^ Indeed ye find . tha t applicants had impugned

the same order dated 3'^ 1^99 in OA 2424/59 uhich uas

dismissed by order dated 171^^2000 against uhicb

Nq;^l7l7/2000 uas also di^issed by the Delhi High

Court on 24^4^2000. Respondents haye t^ken the plea

that this OA is hit by res-judicata uhich is denial by

applicant'^' but, even, ui thou t ̂gqlng intn that controversy^^

it is clear that_ the OA warrants no interference and

is^dismissed#^ No exists^

EOA\/P

flEl«liR(0) VICE CHAIRPIANCa).

' a(^LCj I
( DRlAjuEDAV/ALa ) (S.RfADIGE)
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