In the Central Administrative Tribunal
Principal Bench: New Delhi

1. OA No.1793/87 Date of decision: 11.11.1992.

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

Union of India through Secretary,
Ministry of Labour, Sharam Shakti -
Bhavan, Rafi Marg, New Delhi &

others. . « s Respondents
‘_/E>/GK/T§29/87 o
. Shri J. Vegketaraman '~ ...Petitioner
| Versus
Union of India & Others . -...Responéents

3. OA 1438/87

Bhola Nath Chatterjee ...Petitioner
Versus
Union of India & Others .a.Resppndents

4. OA 1726/87

Kanahaiya Lal Khushwaha ...Petitioner

Versus
Union of India & Others _ ...Respondents

5. OA 1791/87

S.N. Mukerjee ...Petitioner
) Versus S
Union of India & Others . . . Respondents
6. OA 1792/87 | -
-‘Mohan Lal ‘ ...Petitioner
Versus
Union of India & Others
7. OA 1794/87
P. Raghwan _ ‘ " «ssPetitioner
Versus
Union of Indié & Others .. . Respondents
é. OA 1795/87
Govind Ram ,  ...Petitioner

Versus

\y/ Union of India &.Others | " ...Respondents
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‘Union of India & Others
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. « s Respondents
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~ S.B. Choudhary .

“.:Union of (India: & Others. - r:-."
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A.K. Choudhary
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= inidh o Tndia*s Others
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"7V For the petitioners  Shri P.T.S.* Murthy, Counsel.

For the respondents Sh}i V.S.R. Krishna, proxy counsel
’ for Shr;_M.L.;Verma, Counsel.
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L Judgement(Ordl).m o
Wetos9 . (Hon'ble Mr. Justice V.StiMalimath,”Chairman)

All thesei”cases .are’ fully .cévered by the
judgement which we rendered on~ 09.11.1992 in OA
RIS ' v A B
No.920/87 and connected cases. It, therefore,

‘-.J follows that the .same directions, .as we have issued

in that batch of cases; should: be issued in.these

cases as well.

2. '~ Following the decision rendered in OA

LR

No.920/87 and connected cases .. dated . 09.11.1992

00T between Shri Vyas Rai Vs. Union.of India & Others

we dispose of “these cases with the following

PICE RPN e
directions:- '
S : A : 4
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1) ‘The resporndents shall ascertain. the vacancies

on - year-wise basis upto the date of coming

: S into force of ‘the 1984 rulés. -
Zii) After ascertaining, thev_?écanciés in that

manne;;oggﬁrring upto the date of coming into
force ofﬂthé?1984 rgles thevsaid vaéancies
shall be filled up in ‘accordance with the

1958 rules,

o Add) The cases, of the_ petitioners who are within

V the 2zone of consideration -should be  consi-

*v.. . dered- for -that' purpose. If on' consideration
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of their‘cﬁses;in-accordance with_fheiiQSBAf”% ’i

o . | . N

ﬁffﬁfiff:f; 'rﬁ;es"they are entitled .to be promoted ona |

o « ;egulér basi;Liélv;bdpéiéé;égggrgigg befére : |
, 7th§“com;ng;;ntoJ£6§cé,5f;£p§;{984 rﬁles,*iheyww

“Ashall_beigiven;qéeméq.dgpegmof%p;omotion and

- all-cbnéedUenfiAl £énéfits flo&ing f;dm such ;
& *-"action.
é-iv)A So far as tﬁevvacanbies oééﬁrfiﬁg affer the
.1984 'rﬁles. afe ‘concerned, the ‘respondepts?;
shall take stéps-to fill up the vacancies )
in Accofdanég with the:19é4 fules.‘Suﬁp of ';.
'thev'peti£i§hers »Qho dé not geﬁ' regular | g

prombtion in accordance with the 1958 rules
and have continued in service, their cases:

shall be coﬂsidered, if they come within the - |
/ : oo : '

' zone of consideration in accordance with the

.:
7

/
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1984 rules tgnd-.if,f;hey_ ar¢  found fit _and:
sugtabie,:thgf éhaii;be_gj&gg”deemed date(s) -t
’§£f P€omoti6n,Aéﬁd-'bqnseéuepfial 4benefit$
‘ fioﬁing fhéreffom: ': |
v) 'H%viﬁg,régﬁrd £8‘fhé'circuﬁstdnéés‘aﬁd‘the ' f

;. fact thaf~the’p§titionens:haverdontinued to

N
réemain on ad hoc basis - all these years we . o

"'cbnsidef‘it apprqpriate tofdireétfihﬁt none

6f,th¢:p¢titibners shdli be reverted until
. ‘f . action is t&keh’as’aforesaid,'

) .
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3. :5with“theseﬁairé§tions-a11-¢hese Applications
“stand disposed of. No cégts.

4;h;. ‘ Let”; copy of'thisvjudgement be placed in the
case}file'ofﬁdll fhé Apblications, listed/2§gether.
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