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IN THe CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

PRINCIFAL BENCH: DzLHI

[N

Begn. Nes;i OA=1051/87

OA-1173/87

l. shl‘l AJK,Rey & Ors.,
(0A—lO5l/87¥ ‘

. -2% Shri V.KiArera. .

" (OA=1173/87)

2NN

Vs
H_‘WftUnion of India
il . Fer Applicants.
. Fer Respendents,
JU@SE&ENT

Date: 26311519875

. Applicents,

“#. Respendents.

.+ Shri S.Vidyalanker,
Advecate. '

oo Shri M, L‘Verma,

‘ Advecate and
Shri S.DiKumar,Under
Secretary, M/0 1.8 Bj ;

(Dellvered by Shri S.P. Nhkerjl)

- The appllcants in beth fhe aforesald two cases are

: 51mllarly c;rcumstanced as the ‘applicants of ‘the Central

Informatlon Servlces (CIS) Offlcers in three other cases

namely, T-1250/85 (Shri S.C. KakatWana and Others Vs. Unien

lf India) dec1ded by the Trlbunal en 6.3.87, T-1183/85

(Shrl h.L“Wadhwa Vss Unien ef India) decided en 6'3 87

‘ndeClded on: 20th ef Nbvember 1987.

§- and OA-1204/87 (. S.K. Nayar & others Vso Unlen ef India)

In" the flrst twe cases,

~the Tribunal decided that the ad-hec service of the

‘.;applicgnts-prlor’te thelr regularlsat;en\sh@uld be ceunted

-ﬁf fgr‘séﬁiority in the respective grades ef'thg_CIS; Shri S.K. »

Nayar, the’applicant in-the third decided case meved the

Trlbunal praylng that since he is 51m11arly 01rcumstanced

as the petltloner= in the first tw. cases, he sheuld alse

be glven the benefit of countlng his ad-hec serv1ce fer

senlorlty. "In the course eof the arguments in that case it

was réVeéled that the respendent Mln;stry of Informatlen and

Bbﬁadbasfing im implementatien ef eur erders in the first

" twe cases was ravising the senierity ef enly these who were
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B petltloners in those ‘cases and net in redpect ef ethers

“even thoggh they are 51m11ar1y 51tuated I8 erder to ‘aveid

prellferatlen af such appllcatlens ind” uhdde” lltlgatlen, we

dec:.ded in the thlrd c.se that net enly “Shiri” Nayar but all

thase 1n the varleus grades of the CIS whe - are 51m11arly

| c1rcumstanced as’ the petltleners in the flrst twe cases should

be glven the beneflt of countlng thelr adhoc serv;ce prier te

o thelr regularlsatlon fer the purpose of senlorlty 1n the

: reSpectlve grades of the Cis. The two irstant cases ef

Shr1 A KJRey and ethers (OA-lOSl/B?) and Shr1 V K Arera any!
Otners (OA-ll73/87) befere 'us” new are 1dentlcal W1th that

ef Shr1 s K‘Vayar. ﬂThey llke Snr1 S K”Nayar are szmllarly

<4

N clrcumstanced as the petltloners 1n the flrst "'ﬁcases.

- ,\,

o be reckened ‘on the ba51s ef thelr ad-hec eff1C1at1en £w\>owed

by regularlsatlon in reSpectlve grades ef ‘the CIS. -

Th- learned Counsel for the respendents and Shr1 S b,

-_ﬁr Kumar, Under Secretary .f the MlﬂlStry clarlfled before us

that they had gone up in Spec1a1 Leave Petltlan before the‘\
Supreme Ceurt agalnst our Judgement in the flrst case and
had prayed fer stay of sur erders. fhe Supreme Caurt granted

leave to appeal but d1d not allow any stay of eur Judgement

by pa551ng the follow1ng orderln SLP No.673l/86

_ :" Spec1al leave granted. No stayv 5

" The Petitiener will be at liberty te
‘appreach the Tribunal fer:extensien ef
time fer revision ef the senierity listi"

o e‘:e?o'o 3/—
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- The abeve erder of the an ble Supreme Caurt makes it clear

that eur Judgement 15 not to be stayed but has te be
1mplemented It alse makes it clear that the senlerlty lists

huVe to be rev1sed and 1f necessary the Government sheuld

L approach the Trlbunal fer exten51cn af tlme.hln the '

circumstances, the learned Ceunsel fmr the Unlan of India

.en a CCP flled by the petlticners in the de01ded cases

_ seught exten51cn af t1me fcr rev151ng the senlerlty llst

' . @s per orders 1n the flrst twe aforesald de01ded cases and

thls was granted to them tlll Blst December 1987. Shri Kumar

has new falrly brought out before us that in view of sur

e Judgement 1n the thlrd case of Shrl s. K.Nayar they would

seek further exten51en of tlme as the senlorlty list ef

the varleus grades of the CIS have to be rev1sed fer all

cencerned numberlng abeut 400 efflcers. We see considerable

farce 1n thls averment and grant exten51en ef time for the

>'>'; rev151en of the senlorlty llStS in the varlous grades ef

the CIS 1n accerdance w1th eur erder 1n the case of

Snrl S. K Nayar and ethers and in these twe cases tlll 30th

) ef Aprll 1988 It is made clear that ne further exten51an4

ef tlme w1ll be granted and Shrl Kumar undertakes to ensure*'

that the senlerlty llsts ef all cancerned 1n the varieus

grades of the CIS are rev1sed by that date. It is alse

. made clear that any promatlon made tc the varieus grades

of the CIS 1n the meantlme w1ll be subJect to the revised.
senlorlty llsts and we dlrect that the respendents sheuld
inferm such prometees accordlngly. There w1ll be ne erder

as’ ta costs. 'A copy ef tnls erder may be placed in the

case f11e~OA—ll73/87,also.,

(Ch.Ramakrishna Rde) (S, P, Mukerji ).
Judicial Member o Administrative Member



