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}* ﬁ %‘i t!ﬂt jon that the pet"tt"‘mﬁ afy e ‘;&wﬁaw‘f, ‘

: i S gequzred to be f1xed on the bas1s of the rev1sed rank1n98
e ';, REGSCORIg Y g the;r pay is concerned in such a manner. that 1t
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yA __;,n‘;:,.ij. ;“::~ . 1s not. iess &han that drawn by the1r 1mmed1ate Jun1ors.

‘THe second couplatnt h1gh119hted/;s 1n regard to further f?rr<";d
promot1ons. .Th»' apprehen$1on in‘ the nwnds of 4&58 j
petitioners- in“‘the light of the steps a1ready taken by
ﬂ e the respondents is that for further promotion the r_e‘yi'sed
| » rankings ~are not going to be adhered to, but ahat is : ég
- going to be taken into account is actua]rdates on which |
some of the juniors were promoted earlier. This,

according to the learned counsel for the petitioner,

““would be c?early 1nconswstent with the directions 1ssued
P A

—.-by the Trlbunal Ii is these two comp1a1nts, which we :
L . s B! : S ::'—;‘f
are required to examine in these cases, et e

2.8 -For propér1y apprehending the rival contehtibns,'itr

is necessary to extract the relevant d\rect1ons (1) ‘to

{3} dssued by the Tribunal in the afores id judgment,

which read as follows i

"In ‘the 1ight of the foregoing discussion,

the applications and MPs filed thereunder

; are disposed of with the following

R e ~ findings, orders and directions:- :

MR e (1) Subject to what is stated in «2)
5 ~ below, we hold that the decision of the
Allahabad Bench dated 28.82.1985 in the
i cases of Parmanand Lal and Brij Mohan and : b
e A S the Judgments of the Tribunal following ‘ 1 4
; : 4*/' the said decision lay down good law and ' |
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- : v Tist resu‘l ts in teversion
ofﬁcers ; been duly promoted =
already, tue1r interests should - be
safeguarded at Tléast ;to the extent - of
protecti‘nq the pay actually bemg dratm by
the

in case -creat um‘*of
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who had passed | 'the > examnatwn earli 1er.x.
directions were requ1red to be issued by the THbunaT
taking into considerati‘on all the circumstances and the
eduities involved. It is in “this background that we

o &t&erstand

the effect af

f Tribunal. . "It “is clear from this direction when

re-fixation -of seniority and notional promotions with

£ el e s rretrospecﬁ‘n; effect are given, the béneficiaﬁes ‘..soiﬂ»d
be entitled only to re- ‘hxatwn of the\r pay on the basis

of notmna? dates of proaotwn mthout havmg ‘the beneﬂt-

| ; : Eof arrears'vu..i)f wages ﬂpuing from such ndtiona'! ‘dates 'qf_ :

i o P""“’“""- %o -far as granting | ’of‘ the ~beneﬁ-t,fo'{

paragraph 32‘6 Qf \t‘h@ehP & T ﬂanua‘i is concemed the

_hes been duly accorded. Netiqnal ‘dates of :prmt}im

5 e - been accorded to;tia"ﬂ the petitioners and those who

“secured: undue .ﬁ_"aﬂta_ge in - wviolation -of ‘the,»fﬂﬁg@ﬁ;



ABalagurgi, and'“Shr1 Deshpande have been - gaven
..¢5enierity:‘nunbers 1131 and 133 respectively,

“relevant

‘the basis of the dates of their passing ‘the
examination. MWe are satisfied on the materia1é placed -

beﬁore us. that the revxsed rank1ngs have been assxgned to

the P & T Manua1 -Sut 1t uas.nantaaned by the 3earned'

- e o

~Counsel for the pet1tloners ‘that though~ S/Shr1

Markandeya, Balagurgi and Deshpande have been pushedrdounili Tﬁ‘kx?,
'h the seniority’list,wthey are enjoying the benefit of . i ;i
h1gher pay which they have drawn on the basis of the 4
wrong prouotton accorded to them ear11er. He subnltted‘,db'lf, S
that hav1ng regard to d1rect10n No. (2), the pet1twoners , ;_- A\l

are ent1t1ed to f1xat1on of the:r pay on the basws Gf theT, e :

. notional dates of promot1on accorded to thea, ﬂh1ch e

not 1ouer than the‘pay drawn by thewr anuedxate 3un1ors.

It ;s suba tted ,that_fuas
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then m “their presen‘t ’posts is not found to be feasze.

lhe %Tear effect of this direction 15 to prevent the =

i 4

appropmate Tower 1eve1 The contmuamta;ag
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6. So far 'as;‘t;he questidn

Group'A' ~“from . TES Group 'B'  is
_of the petitioners is that
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far as the second conpla1nt is cqncerned to make th1s

c1ar1f1cat1on and also to record the undertak1n9 of the

¥

respondents in th1s beha]f

bout the date fron uhsch

RaHic

*ﬁhagf'Ea these 'pet4taons,

_re?a?e no»spec1f1c dwrect?ons in the main Judgnent of

o

-the Irwbuna1 in this behalf ‘Id‘these c1rcumstances,

do not propose to exan1ne this aspect of the matter

these.proceedzngs, The pet1t10ners nay ag:tate thi

%S

grsevance in appropr}ate proceedxngs.
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For“the Teasons stdted above. these proceedwngs are

dropped

( V S, Mahnth )
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