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IN Tit CEhTTRAL AD/fflNISTRATIVE TRIjBLWAL
PRINCIPAL BENCH; DELHI

Regn^' N.si' OA-i05l/87
OA-1173/87

li Shri A;^K.'R®y & Ors.
(OA^1051/87)

:2m Shri V..Ki^»ra. •
; (OA-1173/87)

• V-

; Union ef India
v..' •

- Ftr Applicants.

F#r Respondents,

Vs^

Date; 26^1iU9875>

i.» Applicants.

iV. Respondents;

... Shri S.Vidyalanker,
Adyecate.

... Shri M.L.Verma,
Advccate and
Shri S.DifKumar^Under
Secretary, ^0 I.8..Bi

J.UDG£;v£NT
(delivered by Shri S.P.tivijkerji)

The applicants in b»th tiie aforesaid tw® eases are

•Similarly circumstanced as the applicants •£ the Central

inf»rmati«n Services (CIS) Officers in three ither cases

namely, T-1250/85 (Shri S.C,Kakatwana and Others Vs.- Uni»n .

•f India) decided by the Tribunal en 6.3.87, t-ll33/85

(Shri K.'L.'y^adhwa Vs.' Unien India) decided #n 6.'3.87
I. . ' '

and OA-1204/87 ( S.X.Nayar S. ®thers Vs.' Unien ef India)

decided i»n.20th •f Neveniber,1987. In the first', twe cases,

the Tribunal decided that the ad-h»c service tf the

applicants prier t® their regularisati«n sh®uld be counted

f«r seniority in the respective grades ©f the CIS. Shri S.K.

Nayar, the applicant in the third decided case nieved the

Tribunal praying that since he is similarly circumstanced

as the petitioners in the first tw« cases, he sheuld also

be given the benefit of ceuntiiig his ad-h«c service for

seniority.*. In the course of the arguments in that case it

was revealed that the respondent li^inistry of Informatien and

Broadcasting im implementatien of ©ur orders in the first

tw© Cases was revising the seniority of only those who were



petitioners in th»se" cases and ri»t in respebi ®f others

even thoygh they are similarly situated^ in order to 'aveid

pr©iiferati©h »f such appiicatiens "arid uhku'e"litigati©n, we

decided in tifie third case that net only'sfiri'Nayar but all

-these in the variVus grades ••(if ^the CIS 'Whi 'aire simi^ ^

circumstanced as the petiiisners'in the'"first two cases sh®uld

be giv^n the benefit of counting theiF"adh®'c service prior to

their regularisation for the purpose of seniority in the

respective grades' of the CIS,' The tv\/® Iristaht cases of

.S-hri A.X.^y and others (oA-1051/37) and Slijfi V.Ki'Arora a^1

Others (OA-1173/87) befcre us noW are iaenVical with that

• of Shri S.k.'Nayar. hey like Shri SViC.Wayai'' similarly

circumstanced as the petitioners in "t^ first: two ^c^a^^

We,, therefore, allovi these appiicailo^^ 'to 'that ife pursuance

of ©ur judgement in the "c^se" of Shri S,K'iislayar:;ded on

20i«il.i93f, ihe ""seniority of the applicants in t

cases before us and ethers similarly circumstanced should

be reckened on the basis of their ad-h®c ©fficiatioh f^iJlowed

by regularisation in respective graded ©f the CIS. ^

2. • The learned Counsel for the resp®nderits and Shri S.D.

Kumar, Under Secretary of the Ailiriistry clarified before us

that they had gone up in Special Leave Petition before the \

Supreme Court against ouf-judgement in the first case and

had prayed for stay of our orders; The Supreme C®urt granted

leave to appeal but did not allow any stay of our judgement

•by passing'the following ordetin SIi' '^io.6'i'3l/86.

" Special leave granted.- No stay.^. •
The Petitiener will be at liberty to

approach the Tribunal for-extensien of

time for revision of the seniority listi"
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, _ - , The abfve »rder ,cf the Han'ble Supreme C©urt makes it clear

. thjpit our jydgemeicit is n»t t« be stayed but has t» be

_ . ipiplemented. It als» makes it clear that the seni®rity lists

, haye t© be revised and if necessary the G«vernnient sheuld

.approach the Tribunal for e:^ensi0n of t^irae. In the '

circumstances, the. learned Counsel f®r the Uni©n of India

, ,«n a .pCf filed by the petitieners in the decided cases

, , ..sought extension ©f time for revising the seniority list

as per orders in the first two aforesaid decided cases and

Was granted, t®. them till 31st December,1937® Shri Kumar

has now fairly brought out before us that in view of our

judgement in the third case of Shri S.K.Nayar they w©uld
- •

seek furthej: extension of time as the seniority list of

the various grades of the Ci$ havie to be revised for all

concerned numbering about 400 officers,'We see considerable

farce in this aiyerment and grant extension ©f time fsr the

revision of the seniority lists in the various grades ©f

the CIS in accordance with our order in the case of

Shri S.K.Nayar and others and in these tw® cases till 30th

©f April,1938. It is made clear that n© further extensien^

of":time vd11 be granted and Shri Kumar undertakes to ensure;-^'

that the seniority lists of all cencerned in the various

grades of the CIS are revised by that date. It is als©

made- clear that any pron®tion made t@ the various grades

of the CIS in.the meantime will be subject to^the revised,

seniority.lists and we direct that the respondents should

inform such promotees accordingly," There will be no order

as ta.-costsA copy of this order may be placed in the

case file OA^1173/87 also.

(Ch.Ramakrishna Haa) (S.P,' /^ikerji )
Judicial Member Administrative M5n±)er


