Chief Secretary,
& Another

‘4. OA No.932/87

Shabbir Ali

o Chief’Secretdry,
o & Another

5. OA No.933/87
B.L.'Sharma

Chief Secretary,
‘& Another

6.:.0A No.934/87

‘Ramesh Chander

Chief Secretary,

& Another
7.'0A No. 935/87

lMohlnder Pal

Chief'Secrétary,
& Another
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h - In the Central Adm1n1strative Tribunal
- ' , Principal Bench: New Delhi
| 1. OA No.860/87 Date of decision: 12.11.1992
Suresh Chandef- ...Petitioner
Versus
Chief éécretary,'Delhl Adminlstratlon
. & Another .. .Respondents
2. OA NO.929/87
P.N. Sehgal - ...Petitioner
o Versus
| Chief Sec?etary,‘Delhl Admlnistratlon
& Another . ..Respondents
. 3. OA No.931/87
“E5 »wn:~ﬁDﬁfga Singﬁ ...Petitioner

.Versus

De1h1 Admlnlstratlon
. ...Respondents

:...Petitioner
Versus

Delhi Administration
. ..Respondents

...Petitioner

Versus -

Delhi Admlnlstratlon

. . .Respondents

...Petitioner
Versus

Delhi Admlnlstratlon : .
...Respondents

....Petifioner

" Versus

Delhi Administration.

...Respondents

contd..2...
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8. OA No.936/87

. S.D.Ratari ceeomoew.Petitioner

.Versus

Chief.- Secretary, .Delhi. Admlnistratlon o
& Another _ ,,;...Respondents

9. OA NO0.937/87

T f,lo: o

' Chlef Secretary, De1h1 Admlnlstratlon'M'

2.

Y.P. Sharma ' ...Petitioner

.- Versus . .-

. Chief Secretary, Delhi Administration
& Another R e sree . weoRespondents

Cale s PSS

QA:No.938/87: ;. - SRNTANE S

D.S. Gusain »..Petitioner

N

Versus

& Another

QA NQ.Q 39/ 87 ey L

+ioVeKo Khanna .. oo oo ove s wPetitioner

tuze v 0 VOPSUS oo

S o A EP I P

Chief. Secretary, De1h1 Admlnlstratlon o
& Another ,

OA No 940/87

A

e tETs, Mehta e fiindwﬂ' “mhhdm;...Petltloner

Versus o

:.-‘ ""-

t Chlef Secretary, De1h1 Admlnlstratlon

- :-13,

H 1 ‘ 14 .

.OA N0w941/87 -s:v . .-,

& Another, . crwme i ndpc s -3 e oReSpondents

VKo TalWar .. »::.:ep.  4inc e i3.Petitioner

v
s, . Versus..

Chief . Secretary, De1h1 Administration .
~& Another. . soo0 ot aoe o <e.Respondents

95>N°:942/8¥ﬁ5; Tooowolifesoan et DJa al

:J.ﬂ. Quadari ' ...Petitioner

' Versus

Chlef;Secretary, Delhi Admlnlstratlon IO
& Another ' ...Respondents

contd,.SQl;‘ N
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- 15. OA No.943/87

i A

o H.K. Shrotrya ) v . 5 -Petitioner
| L Wersus
: Chief*Sécrét&fyf*Deihi1Admiﬂfétfﬁti9h;f“
%o g-Afiother. R

Coram —, e,

LA LT ' - RS TN

The Hon ble Mr. Justlce V.S. Malimath, Chairman
The Hon'ble Mr.< ILK. Rasgotra, Member (A)

For"the‘petltloners ...Shri G.D.AGﬁﬁté}ﬁ06unse1.

' For the respondents ...Mrs. Avhigh:AHlawat,’ Counsel.

Judgement(Oral)
(Hohibhe‘Mh. Justlce V S. Mallmath Chalrman)

- e L ;

The 1learned counsel f&fﬁiﬁhef petitioners
.SHri:GiD. Gupta submitted that all ‘the pétitioners -
have since been &bSorbed in service in Grade-II
of De1h1 Namidistration’ Ac&éﬁﬁféffSef?}ée' at its

-gf : initial constitutionﬂb which pggipggn Mrs, Avnlsh

u%hlawat learned counsel forl;uthe <respondents
also agrees. These pep?hions have beeehe’unnecessary.
Hence, they .are dlshosed q{i“ We,_ however “make
Yit cle&r that"on that ba81sh theM\;etltloners are
entitled to work out their rights’regarding seniority
©#in ‘Gradé-I1 of Delhi Administration’ Accounts Service

and for further promotions. No costs.
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2iattiiLet a  copy of  this ljudgémeﬁf; be placed
in all the case-files of thesé pétitions 'listed
* “together. . - | ' |

% P Ay T 7 A C’J’(J/é;;_w_”

(1.K. RasgotﬁﬂB Lo el At o0yl Malimath)

s Member(A) ‘:::E*é—_“““~/) i Chalrman
san dereficers .
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