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THE HON'BLE LR, P, K. KARTHA, VICE GHAIRWANGI) - -

T e

THE HON' BI::: I'xP; B INo DHO dl\quYdL -ADI ;lI\lSiunTI VE Iv’E;i‘»;BER

l..: :W@hether Reporters of local paperq mA} be allouod to
: see the \_q("u Nt ;"31«/:

2. To beirveferred to *he Reporteré or not? 7*” , ¢

T

. ‘ Sl

. JUL)'NH NT e . ‘ LT _ - H;

{ LY N e o SIS - ’ ! ;Eg

,(of the Bench oe11VGr;o by Hon'ble Kr. FP.K. Kultha,, il

" *Vicé"Chairman(J)) i H‘

> for consideration in thﬂse~onglCut&0ns is « i
MThéEQUéStloné_ : pllc an dho bz long to the ﬁd

{5::-“ 5 ! w kb - : ;, .
teachingmlina;inuthe Declhi nddiniéiration‘are’éhtitled to Ll

retlre at the age of & YEdlS llke othﬁr teachexs efter thelr

VT
Sids ooy

promotion to SJparv1sory or qulnlSt Gblve po é 6f'EdQCation R
‘.‘ r R ‘ .l . e

Offlcer/nsélatant blltCtOI/DepULy D1r6ct01/J01nt Director end

nﬂoltlonal DvreCtor of hduCugion ln the UlIGCtOIdte of Euucution”

Delhi Administzatdion or Jhevher Lhey voulo Tetlre at be age of
58 years., llke those who bmlong to -the: admlnlstz ation lln .

o : i -

There had been o’ ‘oung” of lltlgaulon 1n bhe Irlbuncl and in

_'_,N ,;({f‘u;g,;u,,r

ey s T

the Supreme Court on thws 1s<ue by ah11 P.S.S bhlshOOla and

1 B T INRIT et

‘Shr i 54 t R Shcrna.f_ﬁ ReV1ew Petltlon flleo An Civil..

Photm oo - o~

5 -

nppeal N'Q319Iﬁof 1991 arising , out. of SLP(ClVll) No,2562 of

199 in: the.manter of bhrl R\S.S. ahlshodla Vs. The *
ndmlnlstrator of Uhlor Tmriltozy of Delhl and Others, 1§;stated

to be stlllﬁpeh01ng. ThlS lS dnother s:rqpnd_qf litigexion

o

_in the Trlbungl by thc«appllccnta bef01e us who are elso

51m11arly 51tuateda As the issues involvedfare,common,,it is

prOposed to dedl with them inga,common?judgment,
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EE ﬁrchg} . Elght of the dpplicunts are worklng as Deputy

D1r°ctors of Educatlon (appllCants 1n QA at SoNosa 1, 2 4 6 8,

SA L

i L,Jg;h' 10, 11 énc 12) two as buperv1sors Pty51Cal Educ ition
Yo hens (appllcdnts 1n OH at .>.,Nose 5 and 9),-one as A:s;stant

Cant -l D;rector (bc1ence)(app11cant 1n OA at SoNOo?) and one as f‘?"
i,,mq//
_ Addltlonal Dllectori :ducatlon(bchools)(Appllcantépt a.PooS) !

| ééf;gj cAlL of them belong to the tedchlng stream where the retlrement
e 89 s 60 .years and they were promoted to the admlnlstratlon e
E: . Stream, where the retlrenent age. 1s 58 yeaxsgx The dates on whlch

: Sraefaﬁi they complete the age of 58 years ano 60 year; are 1ndlcated

in the comparatlve chart below'- L ;,-jj»-.L"

a;;w-iw,”'gp:nppllcantsratkqup§o 2bove . - Date of retirement Date of =
[ R L S B R ST F S S o 58 years - . .- retirement if
- At s 60 years

 31.10,1991

CaplicsntinL T g0 g T 2
@i own Applicants. in.2 8. 3 2308 1988, 5330041990 -t ot
V. Applicant in'4. sl 12, 1989:f,¥‘,% “3k1z,3991 T
:App11Cdnt in 5 ' : SR EEEES :
zh”Applicant 1nU6 -
fi%AppllcantsiinM? & 8
capplicent.din 9. ..o
-53App11cant in lO
-”ffyf%Appllcant‘ln 10
'f“f'Appllcant 1n 12 j

) 3-1-.7 199.]. ) S 3-]-07 1993

RS REEE D~ ,' -

T ; It Will'be seen from the above that all the ap011Ccnts>hf?

féjhave attalnnd the age of 58 years_d

»“nwﬁserv1ce thereaftex by v1rtue of the stay orders passed by the

L 'Irlbunalo : he IeSpondents have flled Mlscellaneous Petltlons

M v

-praylng for vacatlng the stay ordets in the llght of the orders‘
‘dnd dlrectlons glVEn by the Supzene COU;t in bhlshodla s case

and alta Ram’ bhorma's case and that 1s how these appllcatlons

- came up for hearlng on the contlnuance of the stay and the : ';

T e X ,,,:._'.~

Cael T merlts.



A'the plea ings 1n t

'dTrlbunal nd tﬁe Suprems EoLift “dna the orders passed by the

;'them support for
the appllc ats fe thst Lhe
' age
L"admlalstratlon 51de 'is cnbextenclon of theif ééfﬁicé in the

- téachlng yine o THe stind of the féépb%dénté i§ that ss the

growusey, o opma g frem s S0 B s Lol T e e i
“administration 1148 ‘wheré the age of rétirement is 58 years,

SO

924
-5 -
o

4, "The'leurned counsel for‘both'sides-have takéia, us

throughi

Jis héffifoSESuﬁa“of‘iitigétion;béfore the

ceh g

Trlbun l nc the ouprtmw Lou‘t.' Both sides hove sought from

Sne'ir fé%ﬁéC£iQ§‘56nteﬁ%ibﬁ§£**The stand of

y HOUlG retlre from‘serv1ue at the

Sl e e Ty T e Sl ’
of‘60'yeurs on the ground that their service on the

.—\(-s s

spplicsnts, on their oun,’ aécepted promotion “to “the

Lo

they would retiré;%%i£ﬁetégéﬁofv5éziég%§: R

5, 7 ve h:ve oone through the reco;o& of bhe cdse carefully
and_haveigqnsidered the rival content;ons.-> e hcve élso heard

soms of the- u{f%cteo persons uppearlng if- perscn.Nho are
‘“’f.,i’" Ci e . ! ;“1.: Yt s

expecting promotlon on the acmlnlstratlon 31de 1f the stay

: ‘1"'.-.‘3‘:“

orders passed by the Trlbundl are vdcated. ﬁfséfAVnish

_a‘uc

Ahlawat, the“leurned counsel for the’ resﬁoneento

contended that tpa matter ‘stands concluded by The orders

passed by the SuPIEHE Court on the appeolc filéd by

2 - ~

'a/Shrl bhlsnodia and sita nam ahd"ma agdlnst the Jqunents

1"‘!

dellverod by the Trlbunal whlch w1ll be discussed

Ahéiéidéftéf% ‘Thevleéhned counsel for the appllcants

. lk;;}llg}b/j A_

j[‘ : . - o '?Q'Cbnto page 6/—
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" .

*5iargued 'tha+ +the: 1ssues arlslng out of the Judgments of the'
SRR Trlbuncl dated 29 I 1990 in G 2005/1.989 HS s.;. Shlshodla VS.
i The Adnlnlstrator ‘Uhion" Terrlto*y of Delhl g Others and

L s T hdsted 8 l990 in OA Nool5o of l993 1n Dr. alta Pcm aharma Vs.

.3 J ) dnion of - Indlc & Othels have been 1eft unde01ded by the_

é_- | ?“ﬁi-~-:upfeme*GOurt. 'Acc0r01ng't0'5hr1“S.Ka éieafia;”%he leafned'
1};;_‘ '**~f“¥3“6OUnseiﬁapp erlng ‘for - 5ome “of the,applleants, the aforesald
T 2i- orders of the Supreme Court ‘are only orders 1n gereonam and

Z th&t?/7 .

? R not”oreers‘jigggﬂga he further oubmrtted/ehe issues ralsed

g A < r*‘fn5%he5e7€ppiibé€i5nsJhadhbéen‘cdnsidéféd;ﬁy another Bench

g: & of this Trlbunal in its 1udgment dated 20 ;101987 1njh
| " oA 140.858/86 in ‘B.N, Mian Vs. Dé 1K1 Admin'i's;ffa‘t-ior'{‘ andJ'

- BRI ofh‘éis':wh?i"ch' 15 in theif ‘favour and that in the -ekrent of
. % | SRPP our taklng a clfferent v1ew9 the‘matter should be referred
k 4 o -5a-*-Ie-*rg’er_:ée’n_ch"_*f'éf ""c"‘:"o':néi’_'de'rat"ibha- Shri-”e,mi’eupta, the

learned counsel appearlng fer some other applzcants argued




».uf_as Princﬁpéilqﬂ¢2937,%9ﬁq ;gathé Directorate .0f Education.

~ of £ducstion. in 1984 and Joint Diiector of Educstion in 1988,
. - He wss confirmed as Principal. - KAEXXXEXXBXXXPODOLREEXEY ,

-7 -

7. - 1n Shishodia's case,.the spplicant wis sppointed i

peie.te st i 0 He’@asLnotﬁqonf@:mgthn the post of Educetion

_Officer and his subsejuent prometion as Deputy Director anc.

. Joint Director were purely on ad hoc basis. Iie challenged the

order passéd by the respondents to the effect that he would

stend retired from Government service .on 30,9.1989 on attaining.

_the age of 58 years. He had prayed that he was entitled to
_be grarted extension in service upto the.age of €0 yeirs. The

. Tribunal expressed the view: that supervisory work by a

person on promotion who has acted :as & Frincipal.is in the

. nature of an extension of the work.as a Frincipal.but covering

a wider .areg, which may -involve. several schools-.or zones,

-, Observed as_followss=

"W Ye sre, however, Of the view. that.if this relief - .

cannot’ be "‘gratnted to all thosez promoted officers to the
- rank of Education Officer/Asstt. Director/Deputy
‘Director/Joint Director :and Additional Director who
come from the rank of Principal of a School under the
Delhi Administration, they must be given.an.option to
revert back as-Frincipals in Schools and continue till
. -the age of superannuation/retirement viz., 60 years. It
- goes without ;saying,. ifthey .exercise the optien of
reversion, they would be entitled to the pay, allowances
and pesnion commensurate to the renk of Fripcipsle. They
will not-be entitled to the pay and allowsnces of the . .
higher promotional posts. It is, however, made clear

He .was promoted a§3ggugétién50fficgr,in“;976,JD$Pﬁty Director ||}l

i

H
i
1

I the operative part of the.judgment, the Tribunal, however, - @ |

‘that during-the:.period they Held the promotional posts,'i -

they would be entitled to pay end allowances of the posts

We further direct that the applicant in the present case x

will also be asked.to exercise his option as to whether

he would like to revert>aS;Principalrand,ithe’giVesihis;'5\”

option to do so, he would be reposted as Frincipal "and
- continued till the age of 60 years". e

[N e




- oSN -

i D D ce B A A ST -3
P L .

8, - On appﬂal f 1 él

) r st the afOIeScld Judgment by |
L ﬂh il h11 ahlshodld, the ;ﬁéi;mé ééu*t pa SSEd the f°1l°”1n9
o glge;rén 10;8 1501 in oivil ap@eal N, 3191 0' ’991"}
'{ co ﬁf iaée01$l“leave grdnted; ﬁ-”:t'

_ . Hsving.heard ‘the :learned counsel for both
A the partles, we find that the dppellant has
WAWILD iy LD g syl onlY ‘@bout ofie ‘month’ o complete 80 years,
S s “ s Me do riot, therefore, propose to decide the
issue arlslng from the 1mpugned Jucgment of

L Ta - . the- Trlbunal."‘:o fér-as the: appellant'
- *c0ﬁt1nuance on the post of J01nt Director is-
’ ) concarned, it is ‘alwdys opem tot ‘the authorities A
{uy ocio-to.allow him to continue on that post or to revert
o hlm to hlS post of Pr1nc1paln,

‘ The- cppedl is; accoro;ngly dlsposed of"

Se i - in the szid le1l Appeal >
9. "IA No.2 filed by hlm[yas disposed of by the

o follow1ng orcer dated"zs 97199155 ey 3E

ST After hearlng 1earnnd counsol*for the parties

dlrect thdt the appellant 5hali(be retlred as_a

ﬁb%évér, stand,
The IA 1s dlsposed of " accordlﬂgly“

."of reve 51on Nlll

cxE v R T -mmsem [
VRPN ;_J? >:.”;Q On a persual of the aforeSdld mrdme ! 1t appears

fg;,{facts and ilrcumstqnces and w1thout dec1dlng thei

A, ar1s1ng from the Sdid Judgmentg olsposed of the appeal w1th
-,#the obserVatlon that 1t was alway open to the authorltles to

and thlng Legerd. to, thls Court“s order dated 16.8, 91 g
'i and the Spec1al facts . and c1rcumstances of the. case we“

;i to us thdt the Supxeup Court after taklng 1nto account the ;}{'
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allow the appellant to coamtinue on the post held by him

n the adnlnlstratlon llne or to 1evert him to his post

,--<.-_.-..‘.,;‘, -, A :,;, PR

of Prlncz.palo AN 1dent1cal order wis passea on l6 8.1991

1n the case of D1o blta Lam aharma. Ihereafter, the

.:. [

' 1esponoents passed an oroer on 23 8 1991 purportlng to

Telieve Shri- \hzshodla and bhrl blta Ram Sharma of their

Sy P
A (e

jdﬁiies with effect from l6.89l99l, the date of the orders

"fpassed by the Supreme Courto It wWas - further added thct in

ey

'case they Wersa _ntezestedato seek reversion to the post of

P

rrlnc1p l they nght submlt thelr option within 24 hours

':of tha recelpt of the order so that it could. be con51oeIed

SO m»rlt and- that: thelr optlon f01 reversion should be from

'”7;the date P1101 to the date of su: erannuatlon at the age of

58 yearse Qn,zpogyLQQL;fybe ;esppndgqts,pa§5ed an order

.idinepting=thai Shri,Shiahpd;ahshéll stand retired from

?Goverﬁment serv1ce “‘on 30 9 1989.<~' :

= F 300 AR I

i ﬁ¢>11. Ihe orders dated 2348 1991 and 26 8. 1991 wele_

‘_:f l;\ T

e challenged by Shrl Shwshodla in LA No.2 of 1991 which :wes

Eﬁhdmsposed by the SUpleme Court on’ 23.9 1991. Hchng

'”;?ﬁegard “bozthé =p401al facts. cn€ c;rrumstcnces of the case,

e

+ -:the: SuplemD Court dlrected that Shr1 Shlshodla shall be
*Efr C géd as Prlnc1pal on hlS attclnlng the age of 60 years
: wlthout preguclce to hlS rlght to SdchY or allowances

pald to hlm whlle he Was zorklng as a J01nt Dlxector of

]

- Educatlon and that h° would be entltWed to retlral beneflts

cS Prlnc1pal. he bupxeme Court dld not flnd any illegality

in the orders passed by the reSpondents on 23. 8 1901 and
Al - _
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2648,1991s The eppellants ‘right to retlze as Pr1nc1pul i

o f | “on hls attalnlng the age of 60 years and hls right to 'n
.?N RTINS ¥¥$;salary and dllOdeces oeld to hlnuwhlle nofklng as a }
; ‘Joint Dilectox of Educetion were, nowevef;nupheld. 3
o , ai-*?if fiZ»i? The dec1swon of tHe'Trlbunal dated 20 10, 1687 in
é '?}i*iﬂl"iMlan's case relled upon by bhrl glsellavwas based on the
5 ordex daued 28 3,l987 mode Qy ehekLt .og;elnox, Delhi.

4 A : AR SUE

| ? gﬁ'ﬁ““fff”j- - During: the hearlng, the learnedmoounsel of the respondents

%-ff' ) g BN proouced before us. copy of an-o;de; ;;ied 25/26-4wl988

% i Beos 'umwhereby the, aforescld orde* datedﬂéé 3. 987 was cancell

: %f ﬁﬁ?“¢*"¢? vedt o and w1thdrcwn. In that case,4the~enplldent who was
. R S B S S
(R R S A L employed as. Guldance1Counsellor 1n the Dlrectorate of

"i'"‘ 3 o

t.Eoucdtlon, Delhl Admlnlstratlon had sought for 3

QF{T’*73’”17¢3'“clrectlon that he Was entltled to the enhcncement of age

of superannuatlon at 63 years .and hlgher pay . in accoroance

.,e« SR Co

q*"“‘”"?with thelorders 1ssued by the reSpondents on 6 9 1983 in

’ A i v EERSSS ¢ L oy
eI 395pect of th 'Delhl School Teachers enhanc1ng thelr aqe .
. : e R e R A P IR o . e
PARE I r:: .

e BERT

Coqnsellor but the

- «-faet, was thct he belonged to one of the teachlng
lﬁwﬁ ; cctegorles as detalled by the Delhl Admlnlstration 1tself
T SRR & Iespect of clfferent non-mlnlsterlal ond mlnlsterlal

< - ,..V“N, o

categorles of employees cons;stlng'of teachlng and non-.i

O T
A EA R
RS x| A - .

The contentlon of the Delhl"

v

. , teachlng staff.
S ERE ;3~%a‘w Admlnlstratlon was that he d1d not belong to the category

e \«., EX TSN

Of teachers and thdt he was not declared as such by the




‘ 03
. . .
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A
it 2

/ | Delhl ndmlnlstratlon. It wa§'in this context that the'f-" y'

o GLPP11Cdnt relled upon thé’o%&éf@datedf26;3al987 EentiOhed t”
| | bov-e. T ey o - T . ;.
-ALS.;F fhe.dec151on ‘of the' Trlbundl in Mian’s:case is | 1
éléaély Qistlngu1shuble. 18 case ~$§dh$t reéarding - ﬁ
| .Aé;ial o; thé ;ge o; Ietlxement of oO»yéérs consequent
;i ﬁi; éfémotisﬁ[%rom the teachlﬁg lineita cdanlstratlon
A tamart o e o
_ 'wullné Jhlch is 1nw1Jsu°:1n the~ appllcations before us.
h -£;.£Hgn1n§£cﬁt case, there 'i's no dlspute thet even dfter
‘J:fA;g;;fiéronbilon tovkhé admlnlstrutlon line, they contlnued .y
tTWts‘be téécﬁéég;ﬂiﬁé”63i§’6on£rdVéf;yﬂis;whether they would {a
J;;ti;e‘at thé'gﬁéﬁéf‘ébﬂyeéfé?like?thenother teacherS.oi &t g
 §he‘age of 58 YEdIS llke the*b%héISJonhihe administretive %
R T T T
I Jf. In c?u% Oplﬁ.lon, there 15 ‘sofne anomuly :m ’che
R ER _;£LZ£1§AK;5 thch the appllcants havewbeen placedc Though”ff
J_\‘k* oy retain the bem h mark*of belng “teachers even-after |
“Ldéidga,ﬁhey;ﬁtg 7”3“ii;-
‘w;;H;ed the beneflt of age of . retlremantfof 60 Yeérs;'as in
} é;;zz;;;‘of other téachers. “This” 1ncongru1ty was. L

recognlsed by the Delh1 Admlnlstratlon Nllch took up the

matter at the hlchest level ‘with-thé Gentral Govelnmznt.

REhS -q R

The Central aovexnment'has not accaptcd the views of‘the;\ J;§

Delhl Admlnlatratlons 1t 15 true: thdt SO long as the

h anomaly continues, there may'oe ﬂo .nrentlve to the
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" ‘teachers to 1ook forwird for promotion td fhe

3 B admiﬁié{rétién23£iééﬁ"Wﬁiéﬁci%’fdrﬁ might adversely

| o ‘"éffsyﬁsthé ecucatisnel &ystem in the 'Union Territory of

: '~ [ ,Q/ . - . e e v- - B . .
= ) ~ Pelhi in the long run. "Thi§ is, however, & policy matter
“for'the authorities concernsd to'‘consider and take

- p roprlate dCthn.t;;
'wz;mr,gﬁ&'i5.w645hri G.D5 Gupta;aigdédfthatfthe«decisions_of the

_T;\ff; .wﬁ:Delhi?High:Court:inmet.;Shéila%PuriﬁﬁS§9Muﬁicipél
2w :l Gorporation dated 224541985 and in Banweri. Lal Sharma Vs,
*“G;Muniéipél Gorpdration;bfzﬁelhi;dated§2152@l989.are'félevant
to the iéSues arisingffémaoui:cgnsiderétion. .These
‘»deCisionsrweregcited”beforéftheiTribunal,ih Shri Shishodia
SR U - .egserdndithe Tribunal has @iscussedfiheir;relevénce'in its
rjudgment dated 29514 l990.-1n Smt. Shellau&url's Cose, the

f«-;.Delm ngh Court held that Schgoj. Tnspecms and Senior.

B S¢h@olf1hspQgiﬂﬁﬁbrEmainng@ﬁteéﬁhezsdhd“ithéréfpre,“she

|
- .

~-Qf'#ds allowed to:continue’ upt'“the age»of 51xty yearsa

?iEven though th, uaken.inpappeal to thefﬁupreme

Gourt tho Samei was: dlsmlssed._:The Delhl ngh Gourt has
"t;allowed the Wwrit Petltlon flled by Shrl Banwarl Lal Shdrma
s Nho ‘was - InSpector of Schools taklng the v1ew that 1n5p1te

;“of_his:promotion as'SchooluInspettgf,iheEremained a teacher,

-% and, therefore; he was entitled to remsimidn’ sérvice upto the

1

“-:age;of'ao*yearég' SRS\ e




:Uthat &n Ilspectoy/lnapecuIGSS of ochools 15 below the

rénk of Educ-tion foicer/nssistant'Director/Deputy

“that all posts.of officers in the renk of Assistent

‘teachers ¢né thet: there: are some persons op deputation

< eny-background: ofSteaching: expellence;‘ “The learned
‘ibéoﬁngéltfdrnthé;aﬁb&icant&:afgued that;iheﬁabove*~
areésoningzis:noicco¢?egi;:f:' ER IR, |
;~17;E.-In-bﬁIuOPiniOD3:theﬁérieyanCEgofeihe:applicdnts :
-has. arisen due:to the difiference:in:the- ages of retirg@ent
sen:zthe t e.a.cxhihg';‘-: line-and. asizni.ni,.sﬁ;:l: at'i@ n Line, This is, |
.;bﬁwevenaiaipali;ynmattsnjon-which@ﬁbjmaﬁd;mus:can;bé'
- dissued. tos ‘s‘i‘.h‘é Te fs:.po nde ntse :Prescription:of di fferent |
x«ﬁaQQSEQfsgetiJEmeni\fqﬁnvéﬁioﬂs;posi§;Qiﬁh:véried lévels of
‘~,t?re§pon51bllt“y cannot be <a1d to'be arbzt;ary or ,3:? o 'Q;
_;discriminétory, avan thaﬁgh the. pests aﬁé 4 the same /
.“18% ;;The‘applicentéhaVefconfinuedfinSErQice beyond'the
,age Qf{&éfyears;bn¥thefgtre%gth'of‘tﬁéJétéy'brder; pésséd
 ¥by iheﬁTiibnmaiidﬁrinésthe»éendepﬁyjéf:thégapbéal in |
-ShiSbodia{sltﬁséiin:#he-Supremgacpurfg;;The Supreme Gourt

"has finally held thst thé:appellants']egeaof retirement will

be 00 years and thqt’he_would be entitled to retiraljbenefiflﬁ

. : N . VE
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16, .In Shri Shishodia's case, the Tribunal observed j

"4

[ J{,r_:

Director/Joint Director/Additional Director of Educstion,
S DA A ST LT “1 Su T E T e et sy a .o

Director of Sducztisn do not come from the stresm of

ffomJlAS?aﬁdeANﬂzsiinﬁthe<administratidn:line.withouﬁ

u
3

1

L ﬁapartment.
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- o

eas Principal. Pe woulc glso be ent1+led to hls 53 lury~

A\

&

and :llowances,pald to him® Nhlle ‘he : wds: worklna as-a .

;4 o , ' Ligr th.u»
SR T J01nt Dlrector of~ Educet;on.awln our op1n10n9 theposition/ 4

zij____.« B

“;reéent~apflic¢nts is ‘11 T to that. of bhrl Sh’ShOOlc ??l

- and Dr. Slta Ram bharma._ He have, therefore ta bess in |

T

'f1  TR Y i nd the  Views' expressed by the Trlbunai end the

“*Sub?émé Court®in thééewcaeeéfwhile;mouldihg the reliefs

TS W T

wh1ch could be qranted to- them. They have aIWdys the
”'f , | R optlon to’ r¥vert back’ to thelr teachlng.posts andin thet

case. tney NOUld be: entitled to: retnre at’ ithe age of .

L ‘—/;.
Y ' ' ~

;[;~~ TSI g YeaTsy In ‘Gase they tontlnue to ‘holg: posts in the

e ff~*‘“é&miﬁigthfibﬁVé%ieem§ th%YLWilxahave to retire at the

B ©+4pe’of B8 years 1like the ‘others”belonging:to the V
S '**‘édmiﬁiéﬁiafioda%tféém;"iWHe%hérithefépbiicﬁnts and those
":7 \ P ; S g . ’ %

51mllarly 51tuabed’who choose-to 1emaih en the adminis%rst;onj:

1lcon51aer.1f 1s”for

ff:to contlnue 1n thelr promotlonal pests tlll they attdln




£
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Jh@ldﬁfhabiitiishopgq te the ;authorities concerned to
“revert the @aplicénts.;?EQ‘;;‘Ebéifl;“;t%EVQD}Z“S;;}?‘?\S“ which

they ha( h ld pefore uheirvkrgnption@ﬁultiwould not,hnuever,

# g be rfedrrand. Just. to do-so - with retro<p9cL1ve effect. Hav1ng

““regerc to thé peculiar facts and circumstances, the o_ .
appllcaﬂﬁkhould alsowbe given, the. benefit.of pension and

'-othexpretﬁrement;beneiii§§;tgeaﬁ;qg the;§1§eryice as upto
fssixﬁyayeais_gfigge,;,§§qb:§§n§§i;§p§pogld{pe calculated
-#ﬁongthﬁhpQﬁiﬁ"hﬁid>byrﬁhgmiiﬂ,$h§;t§ﬁcbingwlinee
fw;iQQ;;ylnzthe;;1 ht of, the. . above, the appllcatlons are
‘:w:digpbséd,bfnwiih;hhegigiL@Wiﬁgﬁprd%Fﬁuﬁﬁdvdirecti°”s‘”
i) Itisg open o the reSpondents Lo .a}low the
~ p*ecently

‘a-cpp11c~nt< to .continue .on the Tespective, postséhelo

o-by: them or neventgthgm;Loqthedrqspgg@iyé‘stts held by them

~.. km the ‘teaching llne ,befqgetbelr QIO’PO‘C?LOH- ~In the event

c.offthe anthQritiengakingﬁﬁydeéiﬁiog;QQEngvert them to

i o tbeirﬁreséﬁctive5te§@hiqggpqsts'held;by'tnem before'their 53";

\pwomotlon, such- rever51on Shall be only from a PrOSPQCtlve  ‘ﬂq

\

dateAand ng retrospectlveiy.

[ el Sl L TA
B N S I

(A1) I the 1ntere<t ;Of. Justlce -and. equlty, the-app11Cants
shall be given-al .the benef1t= adm9551ble to a teacher |
#whos Nould have Ietxredion attaxnlng the qge of 60 years, héd
_Jmhpyfcontlnued -in: thelr resPecflve teachlng po#ts.
Th° retlrement beneflts woulo be. oflthé Tespectlve .

teach;ng poﬁt belo aifihem bmfore thplr,prdmotion-to thé

\

e
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adininistretign-posts. This should not, however, be

S

‘.treated as a:preqédent.

-5

(3) The eprlicents woulc be entitled to the Scléry

and alldWahCés of the respective bostslheld by them

beyond the age of 58 years till they are revetted to
their respective’ tecchlng posts before their promotlon.

(4) The stay orders poSbed 1n these app11Cat10ns dre
. s
hareby vacated, All HR;filnd in these aaplic-tions sTe
dispased of accordingly.
Let a copy ‘of this order bé placed in all the cais‘,f"

fllesa -

(B.N, DHOUNDIYAL)’ A f (P.K, KARTHA)
 AD '.J.NT.)TEJ\TI VE MEMBER - . VICE CHAIRWMAN(J)
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