
CENTRAL rtCr; lWl3TR/nIUE TRIBUNaL
fRINCIPriL BENCH

MEU DELHI

G.h .No, 1295/90

Nbu Oslhi, this ths 8th day of august , 1994.

HON'BLE JUSTICE CTi-.f^EHTS VICE CHmIRf'If^N (3)

HLN'BLE riRo B.K.SINGH I^IEMBEP (A)

1. ihri G.D.Halia s/o
jhri R.S .rOdl ia ,
R/0 9-EI, Cqntral Place,
Bengali Markst, Neu Jalhi.

2. jhri aK dhandil s/o '
3hri Suraj Kishan^
r/a 1G9/2, Ahiruada, Balbhgarh,
Haryana ,

(By Shri L..K,jauhn3y, a duccat e)

Vs.

Union of India, thruughS

Ge-eral Hanager,
Northern Railway,
Baroda House, Nau Oolhi.

(By Shri OP Kshatriya, Advocate)

,Applicants

, R BSpon dcrts ,

IJFIDER(DRAL)

HLN^ SLE SHRI 3U5TICE D.L.f^EHTri VICE CHA lRr;AN (-3)

haua

ri ppl icant s/_f ile d this D.A . and prayed therein

that direction be issued to the respundcnts hot to

allow further po^ts to dC/ST employess in the cadre

of Assistant Personnel Officer Group ' B' as SC/.jT

employeQS are already holding the posts in that cac're

to the tune of 59%o No direction is necessary in the

light of Indira Sauhnsy's case. As regards the second

prayor, the a-plicants have piayed th-::it the respondents

be directejd to recast the seniority of general category

candidates v./is—a—v is dC/^T BrriploysBs u/ho got accelerated

promctinp by jumping the queue in preference to their

•gnosral category employees on the princ'iplies of lay

laid down in v'eerpal Chauhan Vs. UOI, After the case

of Kararr. Ch^nd & Ors. ,jnd _lsc ths decision of this

Bench it ia well settled nou th-t one who get the

higher gr^de e^rliar is entitled to cl-im ths senierity.

No rsJief can be granted t o t he applicants as prayed

for, Th^ u.H, icj accordingly dismiossd. No costs,

I'ioii'bsr (rt)
! M 1

I'ice Chairman;,3"


