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IhE HpN' B^ jv®, p.K, KABTHft, VICE CHMI)iiHN(0)
THE HON'BLS I®, B.N. DHOUWDIYaJ., nDaiNlSTlATlVE l,E,..B5R
1.; teporters of ibta'l-papgis.

see the OW^SWent.'R:, ' •,;,

To-te. refe'ried to the Rsporters o'i'''n5"t''?

' !. ' j1 v'. ^ ij r,...5, ^ p, if >Vj^ Uj ' /••: •;,

' '• \J • . •

• :+vcq.. in ^h&se icpalicci-tions is
The questij^^gthej^th^^l^jnts,^^^^^ the

teachlngiline-in.the Delhi Admirti'Hiatloh''̂ are"entitled to

® f^bsi^8gh?53 =ftex their
promotion ^to supervisory or administfa4:i\f^" 'j^dlti^of ^td'yfcation

Officer/Assistant Birector/Deputy Director/joint Director .nd

Aoditional Directo^^of ^Educ=tiog^in Education j
Delhr AdajraSstsatlon or whether thffy'»6-ulQ"fet'i# at the'aoe of

I -il-' • ^ ^

vte^o,^g^tiJ^«b]3e^^a:dInl^ ling,
Thc>ro h.r? K^o' X'?$l rc GSdj. Acs ;Si}

the Supreme Court on this issue by Shri' B".S.S. Shishodia and
" •-•J O...•..1J.'s J..'•n J Oa (»• 1 T-'CO .-'̂ •VCi;.' <T J . , "

,,Ram Sharma, ,A Re^^ew ^^t:itipp.. filM. in Civil- '
Appeal RoVai^ of 1991-arising; Oji^.-o^,SHe((;jlYtt)-M5,.2562- of

£1990 in.the-:jm<tec of Shri'Fia^SVi^SHiihSaijife^Tfig'1

stated

similarly situated. As ,the _jssu^s ^3

•^c90^0n.^udgme^t^

• J c

9r;X ;ion

3 ri/i •9nj iOn

fSt, 1

ca\* •• I
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2, Eight of the applicants are vvorking as Deputy

Directors of Education (applicants in CA at S.Noso i, 2, 4, 6, 8,
.V, , 1.7.

-^2).s "tvvo as Supervisors, Physical Education

v. . A" 9!y S.Nos. _5 and 9),-one .as Assistant J

i , V "tor (Science)(applicant in at S.No.7) and one as
• in 'O^^——'

d,T pi^ector,. Hducation(Schools)(Applicant/,ci S.No»3).

; . ."to teaching 3t2?e'ain v^here the retirenent

the adtrinistration

^ The dates on ' h
- " ••.'•-'•••• n,.--•••..' , -L.'-. , . • ! ., j , .j ri'- D ,i. .;0 .-

- and .60-years are ^indicated •

in the comparative chart. belovvi- , -
:vi^..,65 7 ':l *i '} V'.;., -a":'" -,,•,}• '''' ' '

^ of retirement Date of
• • ^ • •58--years- « : retirement if

i 4 - . it iis 60 yearsi 3i;iDil989 3i.io.i99i '
24.:^ , ..: 30.^.1990 ':.Appixcaiit:in-4 . :Vi-;-' 3l,12..1?89 ' 31.i23991 '

%pMxar>tiilKS=h..,^,;. np 28i2t»«J on uW,;,,. 28.5^:1992 :
Applicant in 6 \ . 30«4 iQon -arx - '

in.il , >31.5.1991 , -31,5.1993

•n t ® v.f
Ve^rsV ::Tlwy havtfveontihuW - t :;f. -.„ V- •• ; •>.', _•. Vi ' t ^ 5'/•" ^ ^ '•...f*^.'« ."T ' •• ; --v •. . j- ... f .

. 4m rt
TribisiaV. The responds l^scellsneous petitions .,
praying for vacating the stay orders in the light of the orders

UV directions given by, the Supreme Court in Shishodia's case,:!.,
.and Sita Ram Sh.rma's case and that Is how these applications .

came ,up-for. h^a^ing o^.:Jhe cojitinuance of tte,stay,jnd^!^^^^
'merits.' •--"' • 'V:', ' ..•/'•
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4, ''The leojned counsel for both^ides have takHa. us through!

•'tK pleadings iri "the first founci of'lit igat ion'Before the

' ' ¥ri^nal 1nd 'the •Supreme Gourt dnd the' orders 'passed by the

' Tribunal dOc' the Supreme Gouit, Both sides h^-ve sought fiom

them support for their respective contentions. The stcsnd of

" the Is that they wouU 'ret^ the
• • ^"^ge of ^urs on' the "ground that- their service on the

• ""administration side is =n extensi^ of their service in the

' " ' •"'teaching lii^» "The stand of the respondents is that as the
d^lice^s'/on'their ownV acceptea promotion the ; .

-''Idmini^tr^tion lin '̂where %he age of retirement is 58 years,
they >'«uld retire'arthe" age of 58 years.

•V'vrsr '^ 'hsvejgo^ carefully
ib.v ,v considered the rival contention^. .have also heard

<?- 0 ^ - - - " ^ •

c;Si.3.e:. of. the'-Sffletfd persons appMri'rfg

" expecting'piatotMn on the administraiios^sAfei# the stay
:®'̂ :'rT5-otders pas^V^JI^ .Tribunal

counsel for the/tts^rM^fe '

2'̂ 7. c»-S contended that,^ stands rarictodediV.
" " ^passed by the Suprene Court on the VpesU

^ " • S/S.hri Shishodia arib Sita Kam Sharma against the jud^ents

deliveriidl^ the'Triburiair Miich'wiii'be' discussed
hereinafter. The,learned counsel for the applicants

ij •• .. '-^•- e^. '̂p;Ont, page 6/-

,'• ' ; .'• ', :• . r,.;- .. .- . --'s. y ii-': ••.'i OS/- . '•

^ ••• -i •; - -..-u .
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•' ' ' ergued that aTising but of th'e ' judgraehts of the

. - TribunsI^ dated'-^29,lvi^ 'in-Oa"2005/1989j R.S.S.' Shishodia Vs.

vr •; .Administrator,- Union'territory 6f-and

• ', • •••dated-'8 *'^ii9'96 'in-Dr.'Sita Ram Sharma Vs.

••-• •^Uhion'of " le^- undecided by the
-v -1

-^^--^ -•Siapreme'eouSt^-According:to'^ learned

•'^counsG-ii ring'for's applieahtsV:'ty'''aforesaid .

•= ĵ. •• ' orders t)f' the Co uH 'kre" bnly 'orde personam and
_ .., _ , , .thmtt^ .. .,

• not• orders"ih' •teini - He 'f uitftei- ii'6bniitted)^M isi^ues raised

'••••" in - th"6Se''"'ap'pli'cati^h,s'' 'h'ad'beert" c6nsIdfereQ' by aribther Bench

0^^ NoeSSS/sS''ih''BiN,'"Mian^Vs'. D^lhi AQmihistratibh and

- Others ^i^ft'^i^'-iMheir4aof

' • -bur-taking^-ditfSxerit view," thie''ffi^t^r^sH6uId''be "referred

• -""'''•^-^ie'afne^d'-c^Ui^sel-^lpp

ca se. and ^ita -Ram Sharma*s. ca

the merits an'd that they have merely regulated the period

;s:hi^bd.ia^anf Slta -Ram. ••

• -:V^ •• '•fe'-.;;
•"• .•KJThs.i^ in Dr.-Slta ^m'^arma /

•; •'j;c-ijw^'^enj^case and, .';
^i ;^the^ri;orev;•'.we m̂ay ;di&ci3as r

^ 'r'-' . • •-

••/ ...o

../.I/O ^ ^ ^^ ^ ,

...• i " . Ab'J - -t.'' ; .;. '•'') •;, •",. O'.f
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, ..In .Shistjodia* s, c^ase.,, the .3p.pl.icant . vya s, .d.ppoint.ed

r,-;n ?s Principal, on ,29«7»i^^ in. the Directorate of: Education.

., -He,,Aya.s pro^ted .as. Educ..ation Off.iC;er- in. Deputy Director

.:of. Education, .in.^i984; and. Joint Diiect.pr, of .Education in 1988 •

• , Ke, '»ya.s,. confirmed ,as. Principal,.

He ^3s.,,i:ipt confirmed, on the,,pos:t,;9f/E?ucati^

Officer 3ng[, his, su.bse^:^ent.;.promotiGn as D.ep:Uty..Director; and .

Joint. Director were purely, onad. hoc basis^ /^e:,-challenged the

. order pa#e^ by the respondents to..,the, eff€:Ot..that he would

stand retired from Governmejat_se?rvice, on 30.9,^1-989 on attaining i

_,t|ne.,, aae. of .58,years,* .^,He..had .prayed th|t.^hs.^^,was- entitled to

. _ be .granted extension in, service ,-upto ;.th§.S:;sg^^ yearse The

-I,. . ,.Trib.ynal.-e xpres sed theview,> ..that;., supervisory .'vprK,, by a

, ^person on prpi^tion.^ act0 ,asa,,pri^^^^ in the

. . _,^^n^tu^.. of,,an. e"the ,,wq

a wider area, vvhiGh.,may...involve,;.,se-veTal ..spho;oIs..oi: .zones,'

observed as followsj:- ,
;'',rrC: i'.TC''" -V""? <;v .^u-

' ' -i •- " danrioi? •be-i gta^^^ pfonBtVd"'offic the '
rank of Education Officer/Asstt. Director/Deputy

,;.. ^ . Nr .Pi^ectpr^OviDt .I^ii^fectopxiaQd^^dditionia^i^ who. '
come from the rank of principal, of a School under the
Delhi Administration ,: ..they jonuSt ..be
revert
the age of superannuation/retirenBnt viz,, years. It

; .gc^s-v/itliputi''5^;i:r^,?f4#•t^he?yi'exer.c^^ option of
reversion/they vvould be entitled to the pay, allowances
and pesnion cpnmens-ur-ate- _,to^ jt,h% i;6nlc,:;pi,:i>x4ricipalw' They

- - .-•' - •'will -riot be! ^'ntitled ^y ah^'ailVtvSTic^ pf the, .
;.v: higher pronationsl posts, : vit -is,- howevex^r^^'^e :-c;leax,.' .
; •/- : that duri^ig^'thethey'^l^eld^^thie^jM^^

they Would be entitled to, pay and aliovi>ances of the post,
• We further, direct that''the applicant' in the present •case

v^ill also be asked,to exercise his option as to whether
he would dike/:tq;reve'r.:t.',as. Principal, and ,if he gives ,.hi,s•
option to do 50V he'wo^ be-xepostfid as Principal and
continued till/the age of 6p years® • / : ,
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.8.. On. appeal filsd 'agairist ifie'aforesaid'judgment .by v •

Shi i Shishodiaj the Supreme Court passed the fojLlowing

oi'oVf'dn i6V8\~'£§"9i' iH civil ap.pear'''Wt.il'9V'ir 1991;". .

, •' ' 'Special" leave"

the parties, we find that the appellant has
-irj'io Qhiyi&boiii ongimdnthttOi'icdnpleteoSO years.

. Ve do not, therefore, propose to decide the

— ^ '"issue aHsing'^fofiv'the'oini^ughea''^
r§o,::,f^^^ th^;. agp?llant's

cofrtinuance on the post of Joint Director is
JO 'cdfiterft^Q'.i'jit ^l'i$..;ali(i/a!ys opeo-S'to-^the authorities •

, . : to allow him to continue on that post ox to reverl

him tp his post of principal«i
:;c--r no ?v^y-3: ror fPP^^ijis-acoprdingiy,. disposed' bf".

,x \ /' in. the said Civil Appeal •
" •• 9»'"-•^ hlm^vas '^disposed-'of ••'fay the

•°"^fdlld^ih^f''8'i€er 8ia^ed-^Si-i9'̂ i9:9ifQ••, >cri.-.:v s.;;

:I-ST ci;...wc^theparties

..• ^-91^^':^?,/this: Court'
, • . special facts and ciicamstances of the,-case we

:appea^:upt-sh^^^be retired '•
^is attaining the'ige 'bf'"60'years,

'• • to his-right to salary or
• •': ' • <-,>•-•:..; ..•paid:^^;.him;v^ile;^ as a . „

Joint Director of the educatiah® The appellant is ^
.' ' ••. '• Kiano<^n 4-e. -.1 ' -i-i ^ 1-1-s• 1' ..'.®Ptitiedto retiral benefits as Principal, The order

. -. of reversion will, however, stand.

' ';.-•• ••:Gn;;a-persual'TOf ytWeV^c^
, . • •.:::..n,;;r.clnr6: ;co vxirlia; oi'-^^^i"^ .-:r^

to us that the Supfene Court after taking into

facts and circumstances and vdthout deciding the issues -

arising from the said judgment> disposed of the appeal with ; :
^r:.. r iroA' v,v r 5.^I

V. i -, ; v.r;-^the .obser^t^ :^lways opeh.io*-:the\auth^

•;



!r •
K. •

I- .:
•V-:

?;•

9 -

' ^ allow the appellant to co'ntinue on the post held by him

^ in the administration line or to revert him to his post
{d Jns; i ••_/rv-o.-v.' - - , ,

of Principal. An identical order vjas passed on i6e8.i99i

respondents passed, an or(^er,on 23»S.1991 purpoitiiig-to

^'telieve Shk''3h£ihoclia;^ahd'bfifi'"sita Ram Sharroa of their

Oduties with.effect.::frQin l^,8,oi99J.i the,date of the orders
added that in'

"' ' -- ^c^s^^tlWv-fes ^^^^3:eSteS-i6"see^ to the post of
.• rri,: o*.. •.'- J c. .X; -t.T no CD

•• ::FriDcipil;i they, might! submitxthei? option within 24 hours
' "'cif'tK receipt'-of'tii^or^^ be considered

.•»^; option foi reversion should fae from

58 years. Oni?6>g,lg?l!,.the respgn^^^^^^

9.;^ ;^ireeMnasthafcStirijShisbpdi^^ stand retired from

3V- vat. io ^ >:•-w ;• - ..o.,

i rrnx'.i.

• ':rv.'i;IcSaii^ae*§>hrisShisM of 199l^»hleh*s

'irf;;' as^^gSta^fe'of the" case,

. .n thei

- - as PrlncjRaLn.l>i?,:?J»^^

Without prejudice to his right to salary or^allowances
paid to him v;hile he was v;diking as a Joint Diiector of
Education andV^^

as Principal. The Supreme Court did hot find any illegality
- • . • - c • . .-...-• ."i rf-". .^. .-i • . •

: j II 0-' -1

•:L- h' .

in the order

•. ;:i
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26.8.1991. The appellants right to retiie aS princxp<il

, , , . .on-his, attaining the age of 60 years and his right to .
salaiy and. allowa^^^ while working as a

Joint- Director of Education were, however, upheld.
U2.. /.T;he. decision of the Tribunc.1 dated 20.10.1987 in

. MianVs cas^e relied upon by Shri Bisaria was based on the

- , -order dated 28.3.1987 made by the Lt. Governor, Delhi.

. During the hearing, the learned counsel of the respondents

„, produced tefore us. copy of an order dated 25/26-4-1988
, .^whereby the. afpresaW order dated 28.3.1987 was cancelled

' i ,,S" applicant who was

: l... -iir -,.e,nip.loxed/.as in the Directorate of

; ... _,£duQatipn, ,-Delhi Administration had sought for a

" .dir^qt^on.that ,he. was entitled, to the enhancement of age

of superannuation at 60 years and higher pay in accordance

- - - - ... with the orders issued by the respondents on 6.9«i983 in

- resoect of the Delhi School Teachers .enhancing their ;age ;

j:;eti.r'einent/superannuation to 60 years from 58 years.
t.:.. r riic,': . •••'

Y - a •" ' His fcbrrtention was that although.the vhoinenciature^^^.o^^^

^ - - the post held by him was Guidance Counsellor but the

fact was. that he belonged to one of the teaching .

pat^gpries as detailed by the Delhi Administration itself

in,, respect, of,, different non-ministerial and ministerial

:- f., qat^Qries Olf ei^ consisting pf teaching and TOn-_ :
1. teaching _staf f** , The contention of the Delhi

i iJ a:- V,Administration.was that he did not belong.to th? category ^

of; teachers and that he was not declared as such by the

- iO ^ .

.1

; K.: I
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Delhi Administration. ' it^was ^iri. this xohtext that the

a.pplicant relied upon the order dated••26-^3*1987 mentioned

above,

i3e- The decision of the tribunal in Mian's case is

clearly distinguishable. His case was ridt regarding

denial of the 'age of retirement of- 60 yeafs consequent '

on his promotion from'th^ ^eUhing'lihe^ administration
line which is in issue in the applications before uSo

In thfe instant case', there^is:'n6?^aist>Citr^that even after,

their proiiotion to the ateriistrato^ they continued

to be teachers; the only com roversy 1 they would

' retire at the'age'of yeari^like'fth^^^other teachers .or at

the age of 58"years like'the''6ther^-'6fi-the administrative.
^ ' ' • " V .t . t/.l J ^ i ,r r;. ; 'Ti-

;Stream,

14. -iiv iur opt^re'vi^lotiie â^noirialy in the ,

"-in•viriS

/ ; they ietain the '̂ nch ^mar^
âdrninBiratid '̂g^ii^ 'l;'.';,

-1 ;<ieniei the'behefit '̂.of-^age;;df retit^itenrti •:^f .60 year^i^as -an .
'-:the cas?6f•pthe '̂tiach^fs^^

' ' recognised by'the De'lhi Administra^idn

' matter at the -highest; leV^l with^ xiieXerit Government.,.

. Delhi Administratipn. it is true that so long as the

^andi '̂̂ icihtSisV^t
.."-v
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teachers to look forwaixd'for prbrnotion to'the

administration stream which in turn might adversely

i. --

c ffect the oducationol system in the Onion Territory of

2)iMhi in the long run. This is,' however , 3 "policy matter

for the authorities concerned to ban side3^ "and take

appropriate action, ' - ... .... •. ^

' ^ Gupt^^^'rgued rithat the .b^lsdons. of the

- '^^"^-iJelhr-Higfi ih-Srnt.'SHe^irla piurr..^s» i^u^nicipal

- - Gbrporatibni d'at?eb ::22,5>.£985"':.^nd^ in- 3an\«ari:,-Lal Sharma Vs.

Mu'hicipai^ GbTpb^ataoW are relevant

to the^ issues arising' for bur co-nsidexatiovn. These

•' Vde'cisiobs^-were-bited before• tife Tribunal-in Shri Shishodid<s

• • 'ca.^e-and =4hi"Trib^ hcs di'sGiis-sed--their-.rblevance in its

..... . "fiidgm^nt ^atea '̂29^1^1990V-;;:;in case,, the

.-f.i sf-to.s- ':-^i)gihi'''Hi^gh%butt'*heId''thQt'Sei^bl^InSpe!Gt3S&& and Senior

' . she..

•••;'• •••^as;:al lowed vvtb-^htanue'-uptb-^he-^ years,'

, -y2Even";thoi^f:thf -.fi;;;:

d(#uM|̂ tlf '̂®§aiM"wa5^^^disrnfSs§di ^ Th^-Delhi.?I^igh Court has .

- ^-allbwed the-#r^it-^Petiti6:n-.fil.ed-byiShri BSn^vari Lai Sharma .•

" ^hb-w^s^'In§p%ctb-r'^f S6ho6is^itakin|(;-.th§ view that inspite

: ^ of'^fiis'-pTOmbt^ &s'Schbbl-Inspeetor, ^He Remained a teacher,

.•.;..;v :,,t^r§fbf«^^.ife'=^^ ..entitiled,^.toiienaiBM^^ upto 'thev

•- '• r' -^g§Iof ' 60'"-years^a^ •/;..£...> :;c

' -c-,' ' '

i
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16. .In.Shri, 5hishodia's case»^ihe Tribunal observed

that an Inspector/lnS[:ectress of schools is belo-v the

rank o.f EducJtion Officer/^ssistant Director/Deputy

Director/Joint Director/Additional Directbx^of Educcition,

.that all posts of officers in the rank of Assistant

Directoi' of Education do not come from the stream of
1 r;f J-) •• -i. • •

V. teachers;yund th^:-'.th6re-a^re sojne fj^^ns on deputation

•f rora :IAS- .and J^NiG3 ,in:;the ^d^irjis^ratian ..^itho ut

L--,.in^.ba:Ckgroiii?>d;.vOf:-t=eac>iij5g;e^l^ienc;e.^,-.^^^

y;^ ^ ^:^;^^fcauns:e;l;:fQir:3tteia#l£ica#;rfcS'da^

• .reasoning ;;i5;,:nc^ cor-^ects.a^-TSii:"-cz ••

i, h-if i... r>-/Jn ;Qur-yopinio-n, ^th%-grie,v;<a^c%.of gthe,;.applicarits

C^h:3S caiiis^D 4ya,rbo the di^f^ifence ^.:in t̂he ^age^ of retirement

ruO;n .t^KifeeaGhipg^rlinevand^aimin^st This is,

"n^tt^r.^qnrwh^ch^^

;a. ,^-i.^i-:«is5usa^t^-m,:#e|goi3dent&..^^^

^ vjages"©f sretia5em^ni^^,fQr^iVai;ious .pqst^wi^

':ks / k:' ;'r#^^Nnsifoi,14^yy^n0Pt:il??...rS^i4^^ • "̂• •.•••- -'(L,"
:.''v;:/;• •;> -r-'V^C^-'-'̂ tpartment,-

id,isciX"i®iBatory;^fyfn:;;,,|ne^ug:h.v'thfthe :8srae /.

ISi r:.llhev^pplissht§i hayeiconti^ ^^..^eyyice beyond the .

:• ^age p,f,r58::.years?,o|ic.^h^ «tr€^^th^§|Tti5:e;/St

^ .-^^by the ^Tribunal:during:^the ;Rendes9Yv-P^^^^ in

,,Shi5hiQdia?,&/sase,:;i.h^.^^.Sy^^ Court; , .•

has finally heia--that the appellants«j..gg^pOf retirement will,

be pp years end that he would be entitled to retiral benefit?

•i. . 1i, .)

,r

u
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as principal. Ke would also be entitled to his salary

and allo.wanceS-_paid to him; while, he y/as., rking as 'a „ .
•- •' •••"" "'^ ' •'' •••"' ^ ^ •f the ;1

Jo int. Director of, Educa-tion,, In our ppiJiipnj the position/ •

present applicants/is simllor to th.^t. of Shri Shishodia

and Dr. Sita Ram Sharma,,. Vle.^ have , therefore, t* ^aar vin
; •- •• •• _,

nil w/: exp^ ^ v^- •
Sup.Yem? Court in thes_e, caseg wh>le, moulding the reliefs

, ,svhich cpum,be,^grant

, ; opt,^n_tp'̂ ^f;yf^th^t

case, they -/©uld be;entitled, to retire at . the age of

60 years.; in case„they continue,to.^.hpld^ppsts in ,

administration stream,, they will, have to retire at the
: • • • ojr V. o.lXo o:> ijnob.'o i

"•• •r.\..Ti\i:fi :--i aqe of . 58 years . like the ,otherSv,belonging ,to the
• • . ol ;^a -'c C'"^ riVS.::"09'T-'^l OO -v'..' .... ^ -'. ••,• --..i. -i .

administration stream,,,^,Wheth^;r, the applicants and those .

similarly situated .who c'^oose..^to.,remain.-Q.n; the a^iS5inl»tr.ati|«fl

- streafo, where the.age .of; retire,raent.,M-;58:^y®^^s,':should

I be treated as a separate.-Dbiock. and,-^beth8r.,.on that ground

- ^ gQ .y^3P3^ .J..3

.•• • —,consider® it\^S'-.foi:'tfeEi.opplicdpt.?.'.tg. decide ^hethe?^^^^

to ;continue in/their pipraptional.posts rtill they attain

^ the age of 58 years or $eek reversion,to .^tbeir respective;•- ,AV Oj;J:Q ,5pc- ;>nj. c n-.' .^r • ..- ^ ,-.

teaching posts; Th® ^cxlaijii of,:the ;q;Pplic:a^s"to continue
; •• . ,er3.0':; o:::"i ~

.•i ; ; ' : ;- in th&ir p^hK)tidnal -pd^s and; insiM .Qn:lretireinent at the.r ;

.; "age .of' years is _r»t ' '

91
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Hold that it •is;opfe'h to the^ alrt;h6ri%es co^

•reVert the .^PpIlcahts^l:dHhkr which

they Haa held be'fore their proTOtion.'' It"'.VouId not, hswaver,
;f.3iad s..- ^^iDe fair and just to''Bo-so'with

effect» Having, ~ . ~ jptTw 1,A ve r• ^ . regoi^ to ;th^ peculiar:,circumstances/ the 'c
applic^houia alW^;W^iV^h^;the 'bene^t'c)f pension

other retirenient tfenefits, VreatTng as upto

sixify yfe^ts bif age". 3"uc:h beheT^^^ calculated
hfi' t^4" •pb'"sVs 'h'eih'. by" tfeirff ih' €he" te'ac'hi'Vig^^iine.

19® In i-he .light of th§ atove, the af)plications are

disposed of: with ^ihe;tMlpiAflng"'drdeFs'a^

li; It is open-to the respondents" to allow the

applicants to cbntihue on the respective posts^heId ^

by them br'rgvett'them^b' tW res^ held by them

the.event ;

saca.:' ,

•l?ii Jalnlmtea

df the"' autHbriti^s takajig a "decisionreWrt them to

fO ;TO C.1P'ip^ioh,,'̂ -;yehi}^ a prospectiye

on V;' •-i.:-:y tiij-lH^"th6-i^^r^t%^^ the :applicants :

•• bS •^ivSH •ail '̂the adi^Tssifele'to .a teachex

' 7^ •• ifie'a^ge of 60 years, had

••' • s."'- V/i..' " •"••• •• '

teaching po^t/.-^ffih-iy^^^t^
- . ; . .. _ . .-'• •'i;--.--.- / .. •; ..... ''' • . . J..- '

9.
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administrotio..n~ppst5,, This should not, however, be

treated as a -precedent#

(3) The riP{-licdnts i-'Wuld be entitled to the s-lary

and allowances of the respective posts held by them ^

beyond the age of 58 years till they are reverted to

their respective teaching posts before their promotion,

(4) The istay orders passed in these applications are

hereby vacated. All fl% flleif in these applicetiens axe
disposed ef acceritingly.

Let a copy of this order be placed in all th6 case

files," • '

(B.N. DHO'Ji-^DIY^Lp
ADMINISTRATIVE MHvlBER

Ji.

(p.K. KAjn^m)
VICE GKAIRiVAN( J)

•;>-J;..,
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