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In the Central Administrative Tribunal
Principal Bench: New Delhi

{ 1, OA No.i793/87 Date of Qecision: 11.1;.1992.

Shri K.M.R. Pillai ...Petitioner
Versus '

Union of India through Secretary,

Ministry of Labour, Sharam Shakti

Bhavan, Rafi Marg, New Delhi &

others. .« « Respondents

2. OA 1229/87 \
Shri J. Venketaraman ...Petitioner
Versus

Union of India & Others ...Respondents

3. OA 1438/87

Bhola'Nath,Chatterjee ...Petitioner
Versus
Union of India & Others .,.Resbpndents

4. OA 1726/87

Kanahaiya Lal Khushwaha ...Petitioner
Versus
Union of India & Others .. .Respondents

5. OA 1791/87
S.N. Mukerjee ...Petitioner
“ : _ - ‘ | Versus
| | Union of India & Others ...ﬁespondents»-
6. OA 1792/87 -
'Mohan Lal - ...Petitioner
Versus
Union of India & Others
7. OA 1794/87
P. Raghwan : : ...Petitioner
Versus
Union of India & Others .. .Respondents
é. OA 1795/87
Govind Ram ...Petitioner

Versps

\&/ Union of India & Others ...Respondents
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. .11.0A 922/88 . .

9. OA 1796/87

siLidRy: Wagle

Versus. .»:

10 OA 921/88 - |
S H. S Sthahl'?_:??vg.
Versus

. Union. of Indig &-Others ... -

" §.B. Singh

PRI S

“Unién 68 Indid & Others -

-12;0A 923/88u.:: .

A. Banerjee

PR

ruﬁhibn éfuihdia & Others
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"Union bfwlpdia & Others
14.0A 1180/89
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Union of Indiaﬂ&vOtheggmmm e

15. OA 1181/89 e

$ S B Choudhary

' fmﬂniOn'Qfﬁlndi&y&gothersy§_,”“a,

A.K. Chdudhgry

Versus

“Union”of India’§ Others ™ '~

Corams— .~ ... " '. LD . T
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. . The Hon' ble Mr, Justice-V.S.: Malimath, Chai}man
\/I The Hon'ble Mr. I.K. Rasgotra, Member (A)
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*' For the petitioners Shri P.T.S.: Murthy, Counsel.

For the respondénts Shri V.S.R. Krishna, proxy counsel
' for Shri M.L. ‘Verma, Counsel.

Judgement(Oral)
‘“4(Hon ble Mr. Justice V.S.. Malimath,: Chairman)
All these “cases ‘are’. fully: .cdbvered by the»

judgement which we rendered on “09.11.1992 in OA

\ PP Lok
ISR R w0 O

:ﬁ6:920/87 apdm-“ppnnected cases. It, therefore,

..follows that fﬁq¥§@me directions, .as we have issued

\k | in fhaf batch of‘.cases,'_should;ibé .iééuéd in these
@] - ' 'AJ% ':hE£éés as well. | T

.2.- : Follgﬁiﬁéfi_Fhe q§pisi?p ) rgpdered in OA

No.920/87 and coﬂ;ected é§§é§534§ﬁegj 09;11.1992

.- bétween Shri Vyas Rai Vs. Union.-of’India & Others

we dispose “6f “these cases ~with the vfoliowing

ai£é§tions:— | |
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4?{_ 31?£ili¥%x,=u ‘The respordents shall %§qertgiq the vacancies

on - year<wise basis upto the date of coming

into forééiafi%ﬁe’fgéé fﬁlééjffy

~.£i) - After 'ascertaining/”ﬁﬁé::éaggééiés in that
mannerggggﬁrring ué£o.t£e.daté of coming ihfo
force of: the™ 1984 .rules fheFSaid vacgﬁcies'
shall be filled up in' “ddcordance with the

.-1958.22}?§7 | o |

j}i). The cases~9fﬁthe;pgtitionep§\who are within

t

Q(/ the 2zone of consideration -should be  consi-

dered:fér_that purPOSe. If on consideration
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of their cases in accordance‘with the 1958
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rules “thHeyareiswentitled: to, ber promoted on a
regular basis «in .vacancies. occurring before

3 o I -
FO ~i

TR the'coming into- force- of the 1984 rules, they -

T 9 ghi11 be ‘giver déeemed dates;of promotion and

all consequential-benéfits flowing from such
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‘ié) | So‘farmas the vacanéies occurpiﬁé‘after the,_
.1984 ,rules' are 'concerﬁed,'.the .pespond%ﬁ%;;?
"shall take.steps to fill up'fhe vacahcies
in accordance with'the_1984 rules.'Sucp40f
‘the -petitiéners Qho “do ‘not' get ' regular
,promotion in abcordancg with the.1958 rules
and‘havé'cbntinuéd in serviéé,.their cééééf
Shali bf éopsidered, if they come within the
'éone of éonsiaérétibn in accOrdaﬂéé with»the’
' _1984‘ ruleé ana if téey are  fouﬁd Afif fandi
suitable;;thgy:shall be,gj§gn deeﬁéd dafé(s)f
of  prQﬁotion a#d ”conséquenfial  benefit$
floﬁiné,fﬁerefrom;f |
65 ) Having rég;rd»‘féj-the qircuﬁéténces‘<ﬁnd: thg
'fgcf thét the peti%ioneréthaye ebnt}nﬁéd toi
:feméiﬂ-oﬂiﬁd:hod basié”all theéé'ﬁegré'Wé F;:fi
:Consider i£ﬂapbfqbrigte tb]diréct:thgt'ﬁéne 
of tﬁe*pétifiéners“éhall'bé‘réQQrted.ﬁﬁtil
‘?‘ o aétion isv£§ken‘§s.afo?esaidflg"
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€400 with ‘these: directions~all ;these Applications
% siand disposed .ofiNo €OStS. 1 ity
wetl gl Uyt 't copy: of this: judgement, be placed in the

‘cade file’ ofall the:Applications,: listed together.
‘ k isted ~

Vet e L ey
"(1.K. RASGOYRA) ... .(V.S. MALIMATH)
MEMBER (A ) " CHATRMAN
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