
C£NTR^ AOniNlSTRATlU£ TRIBUNAL
principal bench:N£U0£LH1

QA«No« 801 of 1990

Dated Nau Bslhi» thie this 21st day of Duly, 1994
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Shri Prabhu Oayai
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The Coeamiasionar of Police
Polica Headquartera
Indraprastha £atata
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By Adwocate: None

••• Applicant

• « • Respondent

(Shri Sukhbis Singh,S«l*,
Departmental Representatiue)

ORDER

(ora);

Shri 3. P# Sharraa,M(3)

The applicant belongs to ST category and has

since been uorking as A«S»I» in Delhi Pelice* He

is aggrieved by order dated 1»5*89 uhereby his appeal

against aduission of nawa to proswtion lisfE*

(tlinistrial) (promotion to the post of Sub Inspector;

ignoring the nane of tha applicant and inclusion of

the naiaes of persons junior to hitn, uas rejected*

2* The applicant, therefore, filed this OA for the

grant of following raliefaS" ^

Contd«««2



V -2-

liu

"(1) This Hon'ble Tribunal ®ay be pleased to
daclars that the applicant uaa entitled
to the rank of S.I., against the vacancy

reserved for Scheduled Tribe in the year
198l(u.e.f. 26«12.19ei) when 8 vacancies
were filled up by pronustion of general
Category persona at the time of filling
of the vacancies by promotion vide order
dated t«11»1985Cflfinexure-I) as this Hon'ble
Tribunal deem fitf and that the applicant
shall be deemed to be so promoted yith
consequential benefits» in the matter of
seniority, pay fixation, paynant of arrears
of pay» confirmation and promotion*

(2) other relief as this Hon'bla Tribunal
may deem fit in the facts and circumstances
of the case."

2. ye are considering the case of the applicant on

the basis of the counter filed by the reependents#

Ue have also perused the rejoinder filed by the

applicants

3, 5hri G. R. Matta, counsal appears for the

applicant and Shri Sukhbii Singh» appears on
(

behalf of the respondents. Shri Sukhbir Singh

prays ^tir time on the ground that since the panel

of lawyers has bean changed, another lawyer has to

be given the brief* Houeverr in the circunsianeea

of the Case, ue do not find that the adjournment

can be granted•

4» ye heard Shri Watta, counsel for the applicant,

at length® ye find that the applicant has been

punished by a aumber of minor punishment®; •
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5 esnsursa auardad to him during the yeac 1980«a3

(i«e* 1980-81, IBSl-SZ i 1982-33), 2 yaaca'approwsd

asrvice uas forfeited parmanently on 28*9*84, one year's

approved aeruics yaa also forfaited permanently on

t2«ia«84» tfid advaraa for the period from 1.4.83

to 31t3*84 uas also recorded* In vieu of this* the

applicant uaa not recoiaBendad by the DPC for empanelmht

in the panel daclared on 1*11«85« Subsequently, a

CPC bias hald in 1988, but again the applicant uas foi^nd

unfit as during the period from 14*10*S5 to 31«5*8B^ his

three years' approved aarvice waa forfeited pernanently

on 23«9*37. This uae upheld when tha appeal and revision

of the applicant weire rejactad.

5« Houever, Shri (niBtta«edunsel for tha applicant,

gava a atatement at the Bar that the puniahment of

forfeitures of three years* apprdved service haa

aince bean quashed by this Tribunal uhi&h uaaw

aasciled by the applicant, but the order has been

paaaed recently in 19949 tixiugh a copy of that order

is not available^ eut in case punishment haa been

quashed uhich yaa imposed on tha applicant of
I . I . - '

forfeiture of threa years' approved serviae, and, if

tha DPC had conaidered that punishasnt in declaring

tha applicant unfit for pronotion to the post of S*l»

in the Delhi Police, the applicant has a right to be

recdnaidared by Review DPC after ignoring that punishaent

uhich has been set aside by the judgenant of the Tribunal

aa stated above*
/
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6. In viau of the abov» facts and circunatancaa

of tha casa, tha appiiciitionaia^d as auch

with tha liberty to tha applicant to make a

rapresantatiant If ao adviaadt rto the saspondanta

for conaidaxing hia casa for anlistmant in liat '£*

far prooQtion to tha paat of S*l»(fU.niatxial) after

ignoring the puniahiiiant auardad an 23*9*87 uh£ch haa

bean quaked by the .order ef the Tribunal ramatioie in

1994* Partiaa are left to bear their oun coata*

rv

i
(B. K, Singh)

PtaiBber(AJ

Qbc

P* Sharaa)
^iobar(J)


