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§ to highlight. :The first complaint is about fixation - S
Lk e ~ the pay of the petitioners in the light of ré-fixatioqygggaliu R ol

seniority"made'in.acéordance:with the direction; of tﬁé:
Tribunaf. It is his contention that the petitioners éfe
required to be fixed on the basis of the revised rankings
so far as their pay is concerned in such a manner that it-
is not less than that drawn by their immediate Jjuniors,
The second comp]aint-hiéhliéhted'is gn regard to fugfﬁe; ti
promotions. The épprehensioh in the minds of.qthé“
4 : ' petitioners in _the light of the stebs already taken by
‘ ; the respondents is that for furthe: promotion. the tevised
rankings "are not going to be adhered to, but khat is
going to be taken into account is actual dates on which
some of the . juniors were promoted earlier. This,
according to' the learned counsel for the petitioﬁer,
would be <clearly inconsistent with ;he directions issuea
by the Tribunal. It is these two complaints, which we

are required to examine in these cases,

2 For properly apprehending the rival contentions, it

1S necessary to extract the relevant directions (1) teo

r -y

{3) issued by the Tribunal in the aforesaid judgment,

which read as follows :-

-

"In the 1ight of the foregoing discussion,
the applications and MPs filed thereunder
are  disposed of with the following
‘findings, orders and directions:-

(1) Subject to what js stated in (2):

below, we hold that the decision of the
Allahabad Bench dated 20.62.1985 in the

cases of Parmanand Lal and Brij Mohan and

; . the judgments of the Tribunal following
‘/ the said decision lay down good law and
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ed to revise'

are- for giv:ng ffect to

acted a&éké ,
prinéip1é 1n the natter of determ1n1ng ‘the senzor1ty an
Al N R e m% e 5% g *

‘the cadre of TES Sroup b A
'_belbﬁed,‘ffe?té?hzfprdﬁbtibh§“
resuiﬁiﬁg\ in persons who baﬁx”“

later point of time earning‘brombtion<earTierfthan~th05€w

who had “passed’ the - examinatioh ﬂéériferi'-_ 'Hencégﬁ;
directions wére required to bé'issuedvby i%ﬁe :Tribuna]
téking into consfderatidn all the circumstéhreS’and the
-eéqities' invo]ved. It 4s in th1s background that we : ]¢»» Tg@
shall now proceed to 'understand the“ﬁ?ffect' of‘“the“**5~' ff~1‘~~:*r

d:rect\ons 1ssued by the Tribunal.

% | So “far as ‘the first complaint is éqncernéd. Aqe'
should advert to direction (2) in thé’ﬁuﬁdﬁént of the
Tribunal. 169 elear " fron this direction when
ﬁre?fixation of ‘seniority‘and3n0tiona17?promdt§onslVwithi
‘retrogpeéfive ~efféct are given, the beﬁéffciérges uouia'
be entitied only to | re-Tixation of thewr pay on the bas1°
of notional dates of promotion’ w1th0ut‘havihg?tﬁé”bénefit
of arrears of wages flowing froim such not1oﬁé? dateg af
pronotion. So -far as ,g.ant1ng of the;.benefit of

‘ paragraph 206 of the P & T Hanua] 1s concerned.

th sane
has been duly accorded, Not1ona1 dates of pfﬂuotian.hgye?"*
been accorded to “all the pet1t10ners and those.uho had:

secured- undue advantage in vroIatton nf the sald




the bas1s of the dates of their pass1u9 the reTevant

‘ ;s examination. MWe are satisfied on the materials p1aced

pefore us that the revised ﬁankings haverbecn assigned to °

all the pet1t1oners before us in accordance with the
:’4"( B

Judgment of the Tr1buna1 and 1n terms of paragraph 2!6 o?‘

But it was aantaxmd»ay.

lthe__ ~ ,lgar ﬂ?d

S 1n the geaiortty'1tstg theg are en30y1n9 tha_benefat of

‘ve‘draun on the basxs of the\

He sub-itted,-_,@ X

(2). the petwtmoners o : PieEe
S?S“vathp = 5

‘that hav1n9 regard to d1rect1on No.
ftxat1on of the:r pay on the ba

notldna3 ~dates of promotwon accorded to then, uhafb s

are ent\t]ed to

et Tower than the pay drawn by their imsediate juniors.

e1 hagher than the pay accorded to. them.

§ : - par or at a lev




RS e = fcgﬁsgq0355é; of review. It has no bearing on ﬁéy'aneg@y‘”"

T e e

tav1eu was undertaken. It says that in case redraw1n9 of

!

11st results ip reversion of officers who

”‘the $en1or1ty

héﬁ been duly prom&ied already, their interests should be
”ff:~ SR S :safeguarde& at 1east to the extent of protecting the pay
e fii %: : actué?iy being drawn by them, in case creation of the ’_:fvi"

= % R - i

SO RN T ;“:;';3requ1s1te number of Supernumerary posts to accomnodate

fih@ ?Year effe»t of  this dwrect1on 1 to prevent the ‘fé =

,,‘:_.

f,;;i,l99}ca1~ consequeﬁLeb flowing from the implementation of '

1h§‘ﬂ1rect1ons -of the Trwbunal which would have entltTed*«f '-\f‘kwg
i ¢h5*¢9590ndents, on. - 4cco *“;ng of the revised dates off: i e QF
3ohal pronat1on to fix the pay of the Jun1ors at theA : i

ffiate Tower 1eve1 The continuance of the jupiors o t

,;fhe kpet1twoners like. S/Shr1 ﬂarkandeya, Ba1agurg1, Hlf"l : 3¥i£

”i?}beshpande and others.at the higher Tevel of pay is not on

;accOunt Bf vo]atxon of the respondents but on account of

't1ons 1ssued by the Tribunal. The dmrect10n§ mﬁﬁ

»ft of the ﬁrincqpieﬂ ~which ‘the ,Trﬁbuha?ﬂihés

cted to be 'fol1pwed.- So understpod. We “have -




fa - as the question

of further promot ion 3}05"
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ééc;fdedﬁto‘iﬁém;

,7; Shri p, P.< Khurana. Iearnedwcaunse} appear1ng for"

rzght]y and fa1r1yfsubn1tted‘that that,av}
is the ba31s on wh1ch

the respondents,

further pronotaons uould be

,ﬂ-v
i
i
£

e accoreded td the parties, It is, therefore _enough, so
5,-‘1’. o \

: e (05 ; _far as the

- ho aggrmenl

i this behalf in these Petitions.-

e tf1¢“lﬂ°(:t10ns in the main ;udgment of

qq th1s behalf In these c1rcumstances,
e

]
?t(‘ifam1ne this aspect of the matter~‘

% Thc petmtwoners nay agstate L
?}ate B oceed1nga.
b .

we




