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CDiTrtii AOniNIETRATIVE TRI3U0AL PRINCIPAL BEfCH NtU DELHI

Original Anplication No, 1 647 of 1987

Sharma . Anplicant '

'(/ ©r sus •

Union of 1*^^1,3 & Others Respondent a

Hon't»i e fir, Rustics U, C, iVgStavajA/. C,

Hor^'bls Wr,K, . A.Bli^ge» l^gmb er (A)

l<t9» ( By HOn^ble i*lr,3ustico U»C, Sri vastav ,\/(

Thai applicant 10^0 was working as a Sssistant

Director, in the Osoartment of Talacomrfiun icat ion. Phs

apolicant at th® rslsuant point of tim? joinsd the

d opart msnt in the year 19 85 on a lousr post, Hs uas

posted as Assistant Oirsctor ,long tsrm planning uith

sffsct from 8,9,8 6 to 22. 1'2,8 6 and he? uas posted as

Assistant Diractor G<-2neral(L) uith affsct from 14.8.81 to

7,9,BB, Thffl qrisvanca of tha applicant is that ha has

not bean eonsidergd for th® promotional post of Senior

Class I (Assistant Dir?ictor Gsnsral) rf ar'-art ment of ths

t al©Gommuni cat ion ,!Jas a post for which this oromotion

is on th® basis of "ssnicr jty-Guijv-f itnsss^, and thp!

applicant being senior to thoss who hauG basn prbmoted

and was avsn-not Gonslialerad by th® dspartmisnt, The

dapartment promotion committse failed to racommand the

name of th® applicsnt for biaing conaidBrsd for the

promotion to tha post of Senior Siass I no st( Assistant

Director Gansr.al), in the year 19 87, In ths year 19 84

also ha uas ^enisd a similar consideration by th® D.P.C.

and in the year 198-7 his rBcord for thg 19R5-86 uas

dslibsrataly n'ot sent so that h« may not b® sal acted
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Alt hough,hs has bean officiating ccntinuously for mors than

f ivs years in t hs promotional post and as such he uas fit

to be consider ad for promotion to th® do st of Oiulsional

Engi ne fir (SjggfexwR Senior Class-l), but tha £>hB ' was not promo

ted ansl thats* uhy he has prayed that t.he ord^r by which hp

has bffi«n denied the promotion i, i«?, 16.4,1987 bs quashed and

the rsspondents be dirlctsd to rsvisui th^ candidat ur e' of ths

anplicant for K-KSsisdassc'teiKM the oromoticn post and promots

him to ths said po-st^

2. Thfi r«3spond«nts hav/s r sf ut th® claim cf ths

aonlicant and havis oointsiii out that ths mtcessary facts; baws

not baen mantionad by tha aoplicant. As a mattsr of facts

ths 3:51 pi ic ant s' seruica record uas concesaled by the O^P.C,

and bscaus® of lou grading sscured by him , ha cnuld not

hav/i? olacad in the pan^sl, as surficient number of more

meritorious officers u ar e availablo en both ths occassion.

The saliBction on mwrit is to ba maGio.frorn amongst the

officar's of TtS group'B' sjsrvics 'Jith not l?ss than 8 years

continuous and aoproNysiJ sjsruice in grouo *5' on the

r ecommandat ion of ths HPC and in consultation uiith th® IIPSC

and not on th!3 basis of senior j ty-cum-f itn ass as allRgnd by

tha a noli cant and in this connection a rsf sr Rnee rnjv also bra

mada to tha C.Pl, dated 31.1 2,1986 uhich-proyidBs for 'graSing

of-.off icerr. .in thp.s8->!eat egorias' varjjt good and 'good! Ths

aoplicant i/as considisred in th*s month of Nousmbsr 19 84 and

in F?3bruary 19B7. The A»C,R, from t;Bl-82 to 1984-85 wgr-

auailabls bsfor?? ths for cm a id srati nn , but th^:' iSQJx

for ths 79,ar 1985-8 5 uass not available , On examina

tion from his ssrv/ics records, for the year 1985-8 6 it uas

found that ha uorked uiiEJer various officer for a pariod o^s

t hsn 3 months during tha year no C.R. uas uiritts?n. As ths

case of ths apolicant was considftrwd by tha O.P^C.in the yaar

19B4 and 19B7 and because of inu
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1964 anfil 1987 and bacaus® of low grading , t hi? aoplicant

could not have bagn consielsrad , Tha gradaticn list

was qiusn by ths commit te® uhich ha\/3 got a right feg do

90, Ths tribunal cannot sit in asssssmant ov/^r the

gradation so mada. Accordingly, ub do not find any

ground to intsrfifsrs in tha mattesr and as Buoh th»

application is dismissed,

yicn-Chairmsn

Datsdt 18. 3. 1993.

(RkA)

^rnb'sr (A)


