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o In the Central Administrative Tribunal '<j2§:>

s Principal Bench: New Delhi
i .~ 1. OA No.1793/87 Date of decision: 11.11.1992.
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 .. .Respordents

3. OA 1438/87

Bhola Nath Chatterjee | ...Petitioner
Versus
Union of India & Others }q.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 ... Respondents
6. OA 1792/87 -
-Mohan'Lal ...Petitioner
Versus

Union of India & Others

7. OA 1794/87

!

P. Raghwan . " «es.Petitioner
Versus
Union of India & Others . . .Respondents
‘\st”62‘1795/87
Govind Raﬁ  ...Petitioner
| Versus
\y/ Union of India & Others ...Respondents
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9. OA 1796/87 | o
. L_.R. Wagle Loomen T A A v iete .;P:teti;tioner

Versusyﬁﬂn

'“‘ﬁhioh bf ih&ia & Others " ...Respondents

10 OA 921/88
'+ HeSe, Suhganl ;';f;~;m; o J{;'iﬁgﬁ.,Petitioner

Versus

«-:.Union of India &.Others . : -::: ...Respondents

...11.0a 922/88

S.B. Singh o ...Petitioner

Versus

“fnicén of “India ‘& OthWers® - -~~~  *7i . Réspondents

n12.0A 923/88 ::

15. OA 1181/89 S

A. Banerjee - . ...Petitioner
Versus

ﬁhibn 6fmiﬂdi£ & bfheréhw o ...Réspondents
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¢ 21Gopalydict Lot arvl ©ool .xwe.Betitioner

Versus

LR Cien o e - C g e
A PR v l. [P

Union of Indla & Others J.;..Réspondents
14.04 1180/89 i e
S Surad Ramw (vt PTAthioa = petitioner

vinn adt o agpln wiosd oo Versus:
Unlon of Indla & Othersk*; o ...Réépondents

SELTR T oD

s B. Choudhary CoroTnE e petitioner
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. ’\\_Union Qf‘ ,India’&“ OtheI‘S' " T S . ) Respondents

e

16.04 1182/89

A,K. Choudhary | ~...Petitioner

SEe TR

. Versus
”“ﬁnféﬁQBf:iﬁdia‘@beﬁéréﬁﬁfﬁ 74|, iRespondents
Coram:— A};f;:W§E?if: Tooanos

]

. The Hon'ble Mr. Justice: V.S, Malimath, Chalrman
The Hon'ble Mr. I.K. Rasgotra, Member (A)
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-For the respondeﬁté
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‘F6ér the petitioners Shri P.T.S: Murthy, Counsel.
~for Shri M.L. -Verma, Counsel.

[ T

Judgement(Oral}

"1 . (Hon'ble Mr. Justice V.S. Malimath,Chairman)

Lo,

Gaemes. A1l these':cases ‘dre fully': covered by the

judgement which we rendered on 09.11.1992 in OA

oy

\

No.920/87 and cornected céées. It, therefore,

TT et

= --s-follows that the same. directions, .as. we have issued

directions: -

in that batch of .cases, should ‘be issued in these

cases as well,

2. - Following the decision rendered in OA

P
PR

No.920/87 and connected 'cqge§.td§¢edtﬁ09.ll.1992

“if'petween Shri Vyas Rai Vs. Union:‘of ‘India & Others

we dispose of these cases with the following

L e

= BRI

iy ‘The respordents shall ascertain. the vacancies

> on - yéar~wWise basis upto the date of coming

into force of the 1984 rule

P

- i1) After ascertaining the vacancies in that

1
:““
HE
£ mT ey

.manne;ﬂpcgﬁrring upto the-daté of coming into
force offﬁhéf1984*fﬁlés-théﬁ%aid vacancies

RSP s
shall be filled up in acécordance with the

- v Lo now

1958 ruleg,

R S

L1ii) The caseg,pfw;Q§;ggtit19n§g§ﬁwho are within

the zone of consideration -should be consi-
. N . . ‘_. :
;Qﬁ:f%de?eqffffjthg?'P@?Pdsqg*§§>§§iconsideration

AL

Shri . V.S.R. Krishna, proxy counsel



iv)

v)

5kg;2 ‘ : »-4_

of their cases 1in accordance with the 1958
?ﬁWIésthey;aremﬁntit;gd“tqﬁbQ:promotgd on a

regular basis.ip -vacancies.occurring before

% thereomipg: into force.of the. 1084 rulqs;{fhey

»= . getion.

?ghailﬁbeﬁgiwen@ggemgg gg;egwoifpromgyion and

all consequential benefits flowing from such

44444

rag

So far as the vacancies occurring after the

1984 rules are concerned, the respondéﬁfSAf

shall take steps to fill up the vacancies
in accordance with the 1984 rules. Such of

"the petitioners who do not get' regular

promotion in accordance with the 1958 rules

and have continued in service, their cases-

shall be considered, if they come within the

\

1984 rules and 1if they-'are~ foﬁnd fit and
suifable, they shall be gi&gn deemed date(s)
of . promotion aﬁd consequential benefits
flowing fherefrom.

Having regard to - the circumstances and the

fact that the petitioners have continued to

reméin on éd hoc basis all thesél years vwe
 consider if appropriate to .direct that none
of the petitioners shall be ré&efted until
action is tékén as aforesaidL

1

' zone of consideration in accordance with the

-
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