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-• •GEMIHAL ADMl^IaTEAT JVE THISUNXL"
' • ^^fRJNCJPAL BENOi , DELHI.: '

J. •• D^E; :0F,^DECEIQis 7-^^19^
(1)- dA. 1599A987. : : ' •

Daljit Kumar and Others Applicants.
V/s, •

Uiion of iidia and Others ..•» Res pendents ^ .

(2) 0. A. 1125/1988.
K.Li Mehta

Union of iidia and Others
V/s.

(3) O.A. 1673/1987^
Rakesh Srivastava and Ors,

- • ;v/s.
Union of j&idia and Others ...s

(4) O.A. 2141/1988.
3.3. Arora and Others .•..»

• V/s,
Union of iidia and Others •«.,

(5) 0,A. 2139/1988.
J, Subraman ian and (Xhers 9.. •

• ^ . :v/s.-
Union of 5ndia.and Others <,.»»

, (6) O.A. 1597/1987.
R.3. Jauhari and Others

Uiion of 3hdia and'Others

• • • •

V/s.

7(7/ aAc 1671/1987o :
Vidya Parkash Gupta .81 Ors.

r ;v •'••.V/S-.-
Un ion of '^d ia and -Others, «.«.

Applicant.

Respondents.

Applicants.

RespondentSi

. • > -

Applicants.

Respondents.

Applicants.

Respondents,

ApplicantSo

Respondents.

m
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: Applicants,''

^Respondents,

. •• .. K-'. , '

if- ' .

''

" :K • ' •

CCEMi Hon'ble Mr« Justice Ram Pal, Singh^ V.C. (J).
Hon 'ble h!^» PiC, Ja in» Member tAf'

Shr i P.N. Gupta, counsel for the applicant's in a11 the 7 cas es.
Shri P.P. khurana, counsel for the respondents in cases at

•31.'..No;^1,:':2 96-and :7:abioye. •\/.y:;'/- ;-y; ^
Shri N.S. Mehia '̂̂ couns^l, the resp<SidejTts 7ifiycas^^^ .3i.No. 4

•.•abOVe.:V'/:---;r::f';&^ '• • ^ ' .wU,'
(Judgement of the. Bench delivered by V. ;

' y>Hon'ble Mr.'CrC. Ja in.,'Member :(A). ' . J

I V:'''
f^rhe:-aforec 3^ /OiA^ are ^ ed on s imilar_:facts ^

_ q£ la w/ and, Bs-such ^ these can ..be, • ; ^and. ra:^;e 3/0^

convehiehtly disposedi.pf by th is common judgment,

2, 'there ar^vm-/aPplicants-,jiamGiy,5^
Daljit'KumarjCSdSsfi '̂ODmmercial Offic^ K.K,'̂ ghi - ^Daljit

"cu



••'•• T' ^''

,In^lneer, J,a^ Xphli (500i), Cbmmerci^i 6ff icer (SS), D.C..
. Gulwani (5024), Asstt. Engin^eer (Gables), 3.S. Rajwar (5067)»
' Asstt/Dirertor (l^g«|, Vijay Kr."G^^ I.

R.C. Bhutan i (5113)» Commercial Officer (RN), D.P. Verma (5142),
Asstt. Engineer, Abnashi Lai (5169), Commercial Officer (RS),
and K.,C. Saraiya (6858), Assttv Engineer. All the applicants
are fi©oabeD®«»6cjt}bscaikbibcxiQx}>dm^5^^ Telegraph Engineering

'-Service;Group Officers m the Department of Telecommun 1-

' catipns posted in'difOrders with reference
to which this application is made are (l) Nbe232-5/Bl-3TG II/PT
dat^ 27.6ei986 (Annexure fif6 to the O.A.) arid (2) No.232-10/

^ , Sl-STG II, dated 10.12.1986 (Annexure A-7 to'the 0. A.') issued
. ..by the Department of Telecommunications regarding refixat'ion

of seniority of Shri P.N.- lal in T.E.s; acoup *3' Cadre and

refixation of seniority of Shri firij Mohan in T.E.S. Group,JB»

•,s': Cadre.respect ively. •

- /3. 3h O.Ao 1125/1988, there is only one applicant,

l,n^mely,,,K.L. Mehta (Staff No.693?), Assistant :Eng^eer Project
- (li), MNL, New DeJhi. ; .He is also

Jv '̂2. ^pup; VB' Officer, in the' Department of
Telecoranunications, filed this G.A. with reference to

grd^;N9w2^-5/aiSa^^^ •
\a-3 to, the O. A. ) ,issuS by'the Department of Teiecomoiun icat ions

,c--T 'j.! {'•: ..{ V'Y>C^/ Jl';.-j,l', V

• . , regarding ref ixation ;of.,seniority of Shri ^..N.-Lal in T.E.3.
• . . Group'^'3* Cadre.,;-^.''™^-••••.-•.- "V

4. . ' : Jh p.A.^d^3^^ A »namely,
. , Rakesh'3riva3tava; C i^btv'£ngin:ee^^^ Sana^an Das

(Staff No.5i97),. A^ Engineer, K.C.P. Srivastava (Istaff
NpvS^Ol)^ S.DiQ.^ Te^ No.5205) ;^stt.

;/:jErigineea:^:J.^^;^^^ Asstt. Engineer, lj).S.
. •

/ i ^- No.^68>, ^ (staff N^.526^), Asstt.
Engme^ (Carri^) Long

; Distance, B.C. Agarwal, (Staff No.6870), ^stt. 'Engineer, M.L.

Oberoi (Staff No.6871), Asstt. Engineer, Ihder Jit (staff *



,; Nor6^i,'Ass-eW"•^Eng^MeOT^nd'̂ lans '̂fe^^
a •> -r. /•;-•

...

;>^r f-j;.

'. f. , ,.

g
•^,.,6 •^^.V•"i,. 1-

: Asstt. Engineer. All.the applicants-ar^Ytxtti^

/icbexxtidctecx30»<«6c<SooK" T.E.3. Group

Department of Telecoramunicat ions posted" in' 'different off ices.

They have filed this O.A. with reference to the two orders •

dated 27.6.1966 "and io.l2.1986 'ibid.

,5. Jh O.A. 2141/1988, there are 13-applicants, namely,

.3.3. Arora (.5241) , ^57 '(E^3 ) , Navendfa Kumar (5346), A. E.
.(Computer), H.K. Arora (4917jj A«D, (ESV), D.§. Girhotra

. (5395), 3.b.p. (pj, Harcharan iJit A.p. (ESY),
> P.C." Joshi (5946), AoE. (Computer), Hardas Singh (602l), A.E.

(Compifter), TJt. (^32) p A.E. .(ODmputer) , f^k Ghand,

^ (6058), 3.D. 0. (P), V.F.';3ehga i (611^^ Ap3^~1; ESP), D. K.
^Aggarwal (6208), 3.D.O. (P), AkhilWh kum^ A.E. .

( Comput ei?") and 0. P. Prasbar :(6261), A. E, '("5p1. 3erv ices ).

All the' applicants are

• T.E.S. Group 'B*. officers in th.e'Depa'rtmerit'^''5 Telecommun.ica-i

tions posted in different off ices. They havfe also filed this

; O.A, with reference to the -afb'resaijd dated 27.6.i9'86

•; and :iq.l2>86ij?/-':?;/^^ "' • •/
6. 9*"^* 2139/1988, there are'-tO^'a'^

. J. ^bramahian (&8) , Jtes. Nandi'fr. .

(4469>, 3.N. Vohra (4485 j, Raghij'' rjatb^ . (4559 )» Y.L. Sharma
(4570), femal-Gaur (4967), 3.K. Raw^t (Sbof), Narendra Kumar

(5081) and 3.K. 3harma (5092). All'the applicants are T.E.S.

Group 'B| off Ice^ in the Department "of felecommun icat .

. posted; ;ih;'differ^rrticofffjjled thisy^ ' .• '
j Q.Av;'With itefe^ dat^ 27.6.1986

and 10.12;1986.
'V

.• R. S.r^uhaii c(441^)V 5.8.^T>C^ piattacharya ;

(3403:)j Mstt. ;4ng^^^ I^asaW {'̂ 1^^ Erigineer

G..F.;--^ullar:;(4175)V'3.^;T..bft^ade';I^
3.8,.T.0^ 'Grade Grade Jl,'

D.R., j^hajan (4357)', Asstt. Engineer, R.P; Anand (4374)/,

S.D.d. ;^on4s ( I), ;T.3. Engineer (C)," ' '

7; 0. A, 1597/1987V there are jil'applicants, riamely.
J
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t/' T Dk=4- 4n / A-aO-a Y ^ A.«ffi++ £«-G d 3 ^l:f AA£.a\K.L.^^ataaf;t^93)>^Asst^^ and 3.;^ iaV^446$)>

;Asstt> %gine^ ^All the applicants are »ecijfee®aMXSb<bb^

jockteKi^^d^ioeoset T.£«S. Group 'B* officers in the Departmert

of telecommunications posted in different offices. They have
.,U 7.w^- :• •• •"• ' ••'• .••••••'

: also filed.this p.A. with reference to the aforesaid two

; ' orders dSated- 27.6.1986 and iOo 12.1986.

V

.r r. • ;

?'

•i Ji'.'

8, in O. A. 1671/19879 there, are 11 applicants, namely,

I •: Vidya Parkash Gupta, (Sta f f No, 5952), Asst t. Eng ineer, K. K.

Kapodr (staff'No,5953), M Engineer, M,L, Jain (Staff

'NoVS^I'̂ '), Adin in istrat ive Otf icer (^aff-1), R.K. Dhawan

(staff No,5986), Assitt., Engineer j Ram Na in Singh (Staff

No.6023),"^stt. Engineer (Quality Assur^^ce), V.P. torwgh -

(Staff N0«6049>, C.0. Cables, Y.Po Sharma' .(^aff No.6126^, —
' ^ Asstt. 'Engineer, R,S. Dhillon (^aff No.6l67.), Asstt. Engineer,

R.K, Dass (Staff Noo6178),,Asstt. Engineer,.Sudarshan Khanna

(StaffNo.625l), C.O. Cables, and'H.C, ,Gar-g,(Staff No.70307 '̂
Asstt. Engineer. All these applicants are also »eiot®x«XBf

/ T.E.S. Group •B* officers in the

Department of Telecommunications posted in different offices /

;;;:: !.. •'!,

and they too have filed this 0.A® with reference to the

aforesaid two 'orders dated 27.6<»1986 and 10.12.1986.

9. ; Briefly stated, all the applicants in the seven""

O.A.s were initially recruited as Engineering Supervisor, at

present designated as Jun iOr Eng in eer in the Department of

. Telecommunications in different years. The next promotional

post is that of J^^s istant Engineer to be .f illed through a

Qualifyinig pepartmental Examination as provided under par,a 206

of the P&T; Manual'-Voi.^-which is reproduced below; 7

:**2b6.-l :A11 Eng m Supervisors recruited 1
a-fter :tlie is^^^ 1929 under the new - .

i';. i'l j-'K. 'i • ; ; i-; v system after serving' for'5 years in' Engineering

. j, ;-f: ,, ,;V ;, . ..^anch raay be,.p^
Pepa^tmehtal. Qualifying Examinat ion , which

r - ^V " " . vvtfili be held from time to time in the subjects
r C-J v •; "v :enajmerated below,' prov ided they teve a good

^ L: • , : ; . • This,qualifying examination is interiided
to test the general ability of Engineering /
Supervisors; and their knowledge in the latest

' .developments in Telegraphy'aind' teiWDh
on V.

. I
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« 5 «»

r .:v^;4 - ..>;v^:>, •;V is an'sssfintlal

••\ and ^.'ireless •Serylce'.j -Class^l|, v:-••/••:'y '/-'- r- ;'"
, ; 2. y ... Prombt ion. to>;the 11, 'will'

• ' v:. '>•; • V:; ^ ^accordivg\'to^ -"
•\ -v: Cum-fairtess: by,the .En^ihe^fihg

' V^;/P?ss. the j^alifying;jexagi^at ipn;,;^
/ . rank sen ior as a, group to those who pass tfie

; V ' ' ^' ^ examihatibh on subsequent ciqcasions 1. e® off iqials
• : ,.: . ^who-^passed-the^exam ihat iori held^ iii-

. y; } :: . f. r- ^®h;ior;;;to .those^'w^ in 1957. Their

• f intjerr^^ :
" \ their sen writy-in'the ca "

V.'• ^•\-;3up;etv'isofs-.•

%: V- ' •;-:.; t̂he:^applicants :passe(i'̂ to lifylhg^^aji:ment>
, •̂ .^xam'ihation, •nbw^known• as t>;E^.";i^oiip-^B»'̂ ^ iExammat 1

.^^ ^®^®ht^ and they have been working as^

•- • ^ •'Engineer' or equivaie^ ^B»'post :ih:7the Departi^^
. ' ' ' • '/ of' Te^lecornmun'icat ions, it is clear from the; aforesaid Rule "206,

/that the Jun ior Eng ineers vi^o pass t̂ qua1ifying exam ina t ion •,
• - ®ail,i^ would rank:;:s.etyi^r ;as': a^gfpup', to '̂̂ t -v'

':: • " V; ' ^xacQihat;ioh^^p^^ But the Departroenf^f C •
, ' , Telecomhunicai^ above Rule, has be^: . :

qualified Junior Engineers on the basis 'of"the^\^^^^:^,;^
seniority in the qadre of Junior /Engineers :ignp^ •the.iyear: '̂

:: , VJ" ' of tiietr rpass ih^ the:^

: - namely# Paitnahahd l^ Mohan working in the Department

I; : • ;r ;of Teliecomanuniqat , f iled: sepa;pate writ pet it ions^ No;^^9 of
1981 and No.3652 of 1981 before the Hon'ble High Court of ,'

Allahabad at Lucknow Bench praying that they be declared 7 .

3 p^ before^6;Hhdidat:^ whpvqual^^^

?:7;' and pay,;^nd
r.!; ;vtheJ^s^enl^^ these writ petitions

vsfere allaved with costs and mandamus was issued directing'the

opposite parties that, both the petitloners may be promoted with

•- . jeffect ifrom ;the date/priorr to ^a^.d any'̂ persp^

.'• r^'pa^seS-the departmeirtai ejcartiiriatlw tp.'̂ h|̂ an<i :
adjust their seniority accordingly and them, salary and^A^

i:':;;'- : #:• V/-:::v^ effect from the said datfe^^iidSfti®



orders of the Hon 'ble High C3ourt of Allahabad at Lucknow > :

'Bench dat ed 20th February , 1985. Un ion of^ & Others,

who were respondents iti the Wr it petitions, ,f tied 'Special

- Leave Petitione before the Hoh'ble Supreme Court (3384-86/86).

• Special Leave Petitions Were disiriissed on merits vide orders

of the Hon'ble Supreme; Court dated 8»4.86« The judgment of the

High GDUrt bi AliaKabad dated 20.2.19^,-which Was common in

'both the writ petitions/having been confirmed by the Hon'ble

'̂ ^upreme' Coatt, -was: implemented 'by the respondents by issuing

orders dated 27th Jane, 1986 in t^ case of "Shri Parmanand 1^1

•'and orders "d^ted ,l6th December, "1986 in the ca^e of Shri Brij

'Mohahv •As per' orders' dat^ '27.'6.1986, ^ Pafm'anand .Lai,

' ' Who vvas lod^y officiat ttig A.E. TTC, Lucknow Was deemed to.^have
rVeeh proifloted tV On regular'Basis with feffect

from 12,5,7^ and: his name had been placed' abbyW "Shri Bisvyranath

' ' Pradhan and beroW'Shri R.3. Deshpande. As per 'brders dated V

iG9i2;i986, Shii Brij- Mohan 's seniority had' been f ixed above

^ Shri k; SUiryanarayana &hd below Shri K. Appalacharyulu and ,

''Ijiis-'pay;:was^ hotiohal'promotion from

' - the date' of prbtedt ion o'f his immediate junior , who was promoted

, under Off ice Memo dated 10o3."77«i .N Coming" tq^^^

^ irapl'eriiehtat iOn" 6^^^ decis ion' of the Hon'ble S Court jT . :

'' the applicants' sul;^it't^' repr'esentat ions , but their'representa-

. ' t ions' did' nbt evoke any response." Jh their representat ions ,

:' ' the' applicants highlight^ for .rect if icat'ibh .6 the anomolies

• crieated as a xestilt of giving advance sen iofity in the T*E.3, .

• Group 'B* post to^ Parmanahd: lal and Shri Br ij Mohan in/

' "the implemientat ioh^ of the of the High dourt of Allahabad

and cohfirtned by the Supreme CdurtV The grievance of the

applicants is\tha^the^ Respbhd^t Department has wrongly,

' erjcOnTOOsly and arbitrar ily applied the law la id •dovvn by the

' "Hon*ble High Court; of Allahabad of ,

'• justice to the applied They have' stated that the Respondent

.€
-• • 1,1

- • "J''.:;

• • a/ :.- •. i -v.
'- , • ' • '

.•• r

!•

• . . - • v

Departmeht bught to have ensured that.seniority of no person

; w^ passed'the. d^ examination pr ibr to •Shr.i^Parmanand

t.^l;artd Shri Bry Mohan'or ^longwith them' aivd



, ,: .,. i them on Account of anterse s^n ipr ity^ ;ln the Eligibility Li^t

is niade junior to them anc(/thH: their seniority; ought to have ,
been ref ^ed and/or.,adjusted at such places^ where seniority

. of other s^niors^ ^ike the applicants Is not adversely affected.

^ furthe]^ allege^ that non-e^erision o^ the benefit
:of law la^id down by the Hon'ble .High, Court of Allahabad and

\.J upheld by Hpn 'ble Supreme Court or;, the ground .that the present
. , , applicants .or Other eipployees, of the^ Department were not party

cases, is arbitrary and discriminatory being

violative of Art icles 1.4 and 16 of the, Cbnstitution. They

, ^ have also p,olilted out that even the: Minister of. State ,

^ .(Communications) in reply to an unstarred quest ion/in Parliament

. OnAnsust, 1987 stated that the judgements relate to two

, individual off icer$ only and hence question oi, dec id ang. other

representations by the .applicants does,, not ar,i§e,

^ight of the aforesaid facts, the applicants

; ;have prayed for issuance, pf an appropriat,e; order/d ixect ion to

^ ^ ; ' the respondents 1 to 3, that the. 1^^ .by the Allahabad

. Z; : High C^urt/as ^pheW'b^ of, 3hdia in the afore

said cases pf 3hri ,Parraanand;iXal ^nd Shri Brij .Mohan iDe made

applicable to the Applicants; •iorriesjDect.i^^^ that , : • T

A•.;; ^ they were not party •before:High C^ui^ petitions

. and extend the Same benefits to, the;applicants namely that-

they be deemed to have been prompted with effect from the date

prior-to a datje of promot ipn of any person who passed the

departmental examinat k)n subsequent .t^ the. applicants and-iheir

sehior tty; be revised in t;^.3. ^rpu^ 'BV icadre ^tccordingly.

They have also prayed for; an. .order/diicect ion^. to rrespond^^^
to 3 that the ^applicants bie; paid^plithk benefits of payj and
allowances as admiss ible on thieir. promot ion. and ref ixati|)n of
sen ior ity ^ T. E.;3. Group •^B;^ cadrg as giyen,, to •Shri Par^anand

and Shri Brij 14ohan.^ T^^^ have, furthe^r ,pra,y(^ that to the^'

extent necessary, the orders piated 27.6,198.6 ?nd-10ol2,l,986

ibid, which adversely; affect the seniority of/the applicants be

---- declared illegal., arbitrary and. not binding .upon them an^ to the

extent necessary be quashed and that they be-allbiwed the coat -



of the ♦

cases, ^ 0.^, 1599/1987, O.Ac .1673/19^^

5^*^* p.A# 1671/1987, there are five respondents -

tl)-: ^ion of Jhdi^ through,t|ie ,Secretary,
Communications, (2) Telecom^ Board thrpugh tti^e

Board, (3) Director General,, department of Telecommunications*
. .. •U) Shri P.N« 1^1 (Staff

• / 2hri Brij: Mohan, (^aff Np.6861)^ , ]h the
jrema ip ing two es

except that. Shr i Brij Mohan has not been impleaded as

, ^ ^ respondents the respo^^ are the- same .as'; the other .five
cases. The respondents, except Sl:iri Parmanahd Lai, have Tuot

, 3ny counter—reply in spite of a number ;pf ppportun it ies

having been, given to them.,, Shri Parmanand^l has filed his

counter-reply in 0«Av 1125/1988, and in, 0,A,; 1673/1987 only.V
stated th§t;.,in, view of the, orders of the:High Court of "

Allahabad which were confirmed by the Hon.?ble:3uprerne Court.
. '^ngjineer .w, e. fi^ i2o5.^

- , ^®5P9ridents: Na^

of the Union of Jrid^ :and th.e ,same ,attariried^^ '̂f
. 0. : r ^•h--k- - ^rr.

^ fpy\Change/of senior ,Ity now^ vJh his counterw.replv

A® has stated that of '

. ,, „ fer^levant;^^^^
P?;9™o^®4rwh,en. he was due to^^^,^

-• ^ ^- applicant n^fv^ .during: the , ten years , 4s' .

• • 'Hloh Court and the -3M'ri"Perno 'r!miT'+..T>QTa+4-U,« • jj. •-i.; •; \ ,, ,..:^'P^urt; relates ith^ pet it

- 0-'" has./been;.right

•'•••'/Estate,.^ •,Parliam,ent accord:ing . "
., _ , the submiss lon^ ;pf ^the! appl^c^t; ii p?ra 6/{XVIIi)," ih

: the app^^
-• .::v; •%, ^ •.,,. .-,. =.-''-vVV=

th«

ioners

ightly:; ^



. that "a is only the incbrrecy impieni^^ of the above

" ' , jUdgiriSntj v/hich has been challenged iri this cas©a The
•• V-X -applicants pray that the^^anie benef it df lavv laid by the '

H Court and Supr^e Court be made applicable to their

> cases tas-Well;and injustice done to then.'due to/incorrect
implemehtatibh of above judgernerit be'redressedo^

• / ' "; further stated tha't "The Ihfpugried^ orders at Annexure A-6 and
.Ap-7^ Pn 27;5a986 and id. 12.1986 respectively. ' The

• • Department •of-1elecbrnmuhicat ions did not circulate these orders.

" ai^plicants ,came to knbw about this case in
-^^S? and they inide the'i^ representat ions .immed iately

" " • . to the Director oeheral. Department of Telecommunications for
^ tedr^ssal-of thefir^ grievance. But"so far nb'act ion has been

-taken nor^ any r^ply received in" response'to the representat ions

applicantsv" : We:have heard the learned counsel for the
/-

V

::'U:.. ;12. sLearhed -counserfoi^the'appiicants has' filed copies

; 'r -- :: ;--o^:"t!^^ ".ju'igraents >as^ed in: a
- ^' \ ; ^ J^ion; Pf M &O.A. K-605/88

.' . ' ;(T®M, Santhatiba &G^hers ahd& Others

" Erhaikuiani Bench of th is Tr ibuna Ij^ on ,jr
; •'V^"iri^thpse cas e are. also

.. vI:;.;,Tr:^-:-.t:he .s:^e'.as ;afe^ K-li2/88
1.C ^Ke^Ernakulam Benclr of this Tr iBunaV decided the case in favour

of the applicant byf^iirec^ the re'spondei^ s to promote the

. : . * ; / "effect ^ date, of
^ promotion ofJany Junior ^ ^

" Group »B* :Services ^who passed the Dep^rtmerial-Quali^^

^ • - XHxam^inat ioriXsubseq^ pa ss irig of the Examinat ion

- by th;e. appli^^^^ and adjiast the seniority accord to .

X • - pay ^hin- pay-arid; al^ th:e .
• X; :.. . sa:id>^^ arid ;b.A. 1<^605/88:aiso, the •

• - • • . -• .. ' c;..

iErnakulara 'Beiicli bf -this Tr ibuna i pass ed sWilar; ord^s. Hh
;yet ;another c^se^^^ 4^ of Jt98§' (V. S« :Gariesan Vs, Uh ion of
-nhd ia arid! Others ), 'the Madras Bench of -this Tr ibuna 1 d irected



#

,"•'/ ••
••: ' • •••••".• ••> ....

the respondents .to ref ix the seniority bf; the a'pplicant ^ ^

therein on the bas is of the judgment of the Allahabad, High /

Court in WP 2739 and 3652 of 1981, taking ^int6 account the

date of passing the qualifying examination for prompt ion to

the Telegraph Engineering Service Group (Assistant

Engineers), addition, learned counsel for the applicants

cited a number of authorities in support of the contention

that the benefits of the order of the Hpn'ble Supreme Court

ought to be extended to all others similarly situated. On

the Pther hand,: learnt, counsel for the respondents have not

quoted any authority to.controvert the contention of the

learned counsel for the applicants. . > : • • "

13. Jh view of the various judgments passed by this

Tribunal in accordance with the spirit of the judgment

; given by the Hon 'bie High Court of Allahabad as upheld, by

/ the Hon'ble Supreme Court of Jhdia in the case of Shri

Parmanand Lai and Shri Brij .Mohan, we direct; that !the

benefits of the said judgment be extended to the^applicants

herein also and they,shall be deemed to. have been prompted

with effect from prior to .a date ofS prompt ibh .f^f

any person who passed: the depa^rtmental ^aminatlb^ :subseiquent
to the applicants and: their seniority be reyised

Group cadre. They shall also be entitled to ir^fluxation

of their pay with effect from the said date, \this;prder^W^
' . be implement ed wrth^: .a per iod; ,of thr€!e ,mp^th^^

a copy pf this order :is received by the res ponde^^

' shall, however, be no order as to costs. j
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