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IN THE OEimM MmmSIMTlVc TaiBUN/5L
PRIMilP^ BEtClH

O.A. 180/90
. . 3,
ision.'Date of dfeci

Hon^ble Shxi S.R. .Aiige, iVfembsr(A)

Ho n* ble Smt .Lakshmi Swami nath an, M(J)

Shri D.S. I^gi
U, D.C;. F . W. D♦ Ci rcle No . 1 (I^a)
tfe w Delhi

A

.... v^plicant

(i^ne for the applicant >

Ve rsus

1, Urdon of India, through ^cietar/,
Ministiy of li'ferks S. Housing,
r^w Delhi.

2« Diiector General of_ Viforks, QPV©,
iCrman Bhawan, tfev; Qelhi

4* P #0. ES-xit,
Cfentral Circle, KaJpur.

S.N.- Pan(^y,
Kanpur Central Ciivision.

6. Aj ay Kunar ^rivastava,
1X:,C-.IV, G.P.W.D. Mji'V Delhi

7. D.D. Sood,
Chadigarh Central division*

fte sponc^n ts

(By advocate Sh.Madhav Panikar )

JUDGMe'ct I

(Delivered by Shri S.R, /dige, lifemteriA))

^cne for the applic ant,dthough v\ie

have waited for a considerable length of time

Shri Madhav Panikar, counsel for the respondents

was piesent and heard. As this is an old case,

\^e thought it fit to dispose it of, after hearing

Shri Pannikar and going through the materials on

records



2. In this application Shri D,S. UDG

P.W.D» Circle ^ ^I&a) I'^wi^slhi has prayed that

he given piDmotion to the grade of U,D,C» w.e .f,

1970 including all consequential financial benefits,

together with interest ^ 20% per . ar,mm on the

amounts due ,

3. tfe states that he joined the CPvO as LlXi

on 4.1.62 and passed the departmental coropetitivs

exand.nation for promotion to UlXi on 21»9.7C and was

placed at serial .219 in the list of stxcessful

candida'tes but was not promoted inspite of availability

of vacancies* i^other dPpartn^ntal competitivse xamination

was held in 1974, but by a circular Cvin ..A.2) tho&^ v>^o

had cleared the 1970 exam, vveie not allowed to reappear
!

as a result of which those cle'^ad exam .in

1974 and v^re junior to the applicant v^^re pronKjted

before him. Ultimately he was promo "ted on 23,9,78, He

states that he submitted representation against hi^

non-promotion .but to n^ avail compelling him to file

thi s 0 »A»

i-anikar has drawn oijr attfirrtion

to the reply, which refers to the Recruitment Hules,
"heraby permanent and Quashi-per^amnt LOGs axe promoted
as UKs in every fficruitment year in the follo.^ng manner:.



9
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4^

-a.

i) 31^% vacant posts of UDGs aie filled in
ac CO rdi ng to ^ nio ri ty-c um- fi tne ss

ii) 12k^ vacant posts of UDGs are filled in
by the meritGrious candidates on corapetit4^^
basis through cfeparttnental examination held
ever/ ye art

iii) 50^^ vacant posts are filled .^cording •i;o
ssniority provided the candida"tes -secuiG
gu ali fyi ng rn,ark sin the sub ^ qu& nt dep ttl»
tixam.'

Shri Pannikar states that the applicant cleaied ti^

examination in 1970,/^he did not come vdthin -the merit

list i.e., 12^-% qmta and he, the re fo re, could be
h^n^cvtr

considered only in the 50?o quota^y^l^rt; promotion in

this quota could be made only on the basis of
i

seniority subject to fitness, and the applicantj-
?v;/7

turn for promotion did not corae */^the 1974 exam,

according to the available vacancies under this 50^

quota* As regards, his contention that 5 officials

junior to him 'Aiaie promoted prior to himselfyi Shri

Madhav Panikar, has pointed out that these 5 persons

were promo"ted uni^r 1^% quota of merit list^ and as
* .

such no comparison can be drawn t^etv.een the 5 parsons

and the spplfcant.,

5v Primafacie, v.e sse no good reasons to di^elieye

the contents of "ttie reply filed by the respondents,

• attention to which' : has been dxavjn by, Shri Pannikar

and undsr the circumstance .no interference in this
i • . ,

matter is warranted,'

6« This ^plication therefore, fails and it is

accordingly dismissed^^ costs®

(Lakshrni Swamina'
Member iJ udici al)
(L ak shrni Swami nath-an) (3 ,E.Amge)

c(Judicial) " MemberlAj


