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> " the pay of the petitioners in thgahd!t «96 n-faugimqu,,
“ senjority’ made in accordance e with the d%?ect%dﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁr the '*l%:#%$‘”
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""edzate jumors. ,
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: promotmns. The apprehensﬁon in ‘he% mnds of &he“w

é\ ‘ . petitioners 1n the Tight of the steps a1ready taken by
' the respondents is that for further promot_;on,the revised

rankings ~are not going to be adhered to, but _what is
going to be taken into account is actual dates on whichi
some of the juniors were promoted eérﬁer'. Thi_s,
according to the learned counsel for - the .petiti-oﬁer,
wou1d be ‘elearly inconsistent wWith“the directions issue’d
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.by the Inbunal It .is thes% two coup’lamts. uh1ch we

A_}to examne in these cases. ;

\‘ Ayl o For properly apprehending the rival ;&ﬁtentions, it
is necessary to extiact the relevant directions (1) to
(3) issued by the Tribunal in the afof.é's_aid judgment ,

which read as follows :r

"In the light of the foregoing discussion,
the applications and MPs filed thereunder
are disposed of with the following
‘findings, orders and dxrect1ons. :

{1) Subject to what js stateﬂ G L2

below, we hold that the decision of the

2 _ Allahabad Bench dated 28.82.1985 in ‘the
g T 'cases of Parmanand Lal*and Brij Mohan and
: ; . the Jjudoments of the Tribunal following

s ‘/ the said decision lay down good law and
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pr1nc1p1e “in the natter of detern1n1ng the-sen1or1ty in
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b s S the cadre of TES Group 'B' As. this-pran‘p,g-

SR folTowed, “certain® br‘&’“ﬁoﬁé‘%n #%g
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resulting in persons uho passed'the exaannatuon~ it'

s e

later point of t1me earnwng prombt1on eaf15er3than those
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who had passed the - examination ear'her.' Hence 2 it '

directions were required to be issued by the -Tribunal
taking into consideration all the circumstances and the

equities ‘involved. Tt is in’this background that we

i : ! shall now proceed to understand the effect of "the

directions issued by the Tribunal.
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; . 4, So - far ;és -tﬁé first‘cOﬁpiaint is éonterned, we
éﬁbuid édQert to direé&%ﬁﬁng) in théﬁfﬁagmgﬁf3ﬁof the

Tribunal. It 3is clear from this direction when

re-fixation of seniority and notional promctions with
retrospective effect are given, the beneficiaries would
be entitled only to re-fixation of their pay on the basis

=

of notional dates of promotion without having the benefit

of arrears of wages f]owin§ from such notional dates of
promotion. So -far as granting of the benefit of
e R s paragraph = 206 of theggﬁgui»ﬁanual is concerned, the same

has been duly accofded;AvNetibnal-dates of promotion have

PRSP SRR

been accorded to a]] tﬁe pet1t1oners and those who had

secured - undue advantage‘«in violation of the said
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mfomatt%fumuhe& thara\n that Shr r'%

Hj v e 5 Ba1agurgi, and " Shrt Deshpande have been given revvsed

seniority numbers 1131 and 133 resPect1ve1y. Ihls 1s on

' " the basis of the dates of their passmg ‘the relevant
examination. Me are satisfied on the materials. placed
before us that the revwsed rank1ngs have been assigned to

all the petitioners before us in accordance Hlth }the

the P2 ! Manual. 'But 1t was-uanta1ngd'b

«athe pet1t1oners _th‘ﬂ
Karkandeya, Ba]agurg1 and. Deshpand@ have been pushed donn ‘ z e |
in the seniority'1ist,,they-are enjoyingrthe‘benefit of,.

higher pay: which they have drawn on the basis of the

5 ' wrong promotvon accorded to them ear11er.. He subu1tted - ti e
that having regard to direction No. (2), ‘the pet1t10ners : : : X
are entitled to fixation of their pay on'the b@sis &f the
notional dates of promotion acéorded to them,‘uhiﬁh. fg =

not lower than the pay drawn by their ;nmed1ate juniors.

enJoy1ng the benef1ts of h1gher pay, the respondents were i £

under an ~obiigation to fix the pay of he pet1tloners on

par or at 2 level higher than the pay accorded to them.
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the seniority 11st resuTts in rever51on of off1cers who A

had been duly promoted already, the1r lnterests snou1d be

*')h “théh"present posts is mt fouhd to"bé‘ fei’sﬂﬁe.

AT AT "r"“ﬁ The t1ear effect of thvs dﬁrection YS to prevent the

o

logica1 consequences f1ow1ng from the 1mp3ementat1on .of

;ﬁwpraﬁriate Tower 1eve1. The contxnuance of the 3un1

1w~ﬁ¥ the pet1t1oners i]Ke S/shri ‘NE‘Raneya. saTagurgi

beshpande and others at the hagher 1eve1 of pay is not on

'\4accaunt of ve11t10n of the respondents but on account of

The darectaons o
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adopted by the:respondents hav1ng regaré 10 * the '%Tear

6. So far as the question of'fufrther pronotion.‘to S
Group A’ -' “from TES Group f L S & ’concerned. ' the
apprehension of the pet1t1oners is that the respondents

pos

having protected their juniers' pay on the bas1s of the e

1

actual earlier dates of bromot’ion”t‘ﬁé’y

that in the matter af faf’{:her : ronohg‘g,
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earlier - dates "u? actuaT‘prQnoﬁv
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directions “of lt'he Tr.ibunal. Theﬁac\tuaij dates of
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far -as the second conp1a1nt is cancerned to make th1s

c]ar1f1cat10n and also to record the undertaking of ihe'

respondents in this behalf. % :
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There is no?ééét

'aent‘iﬁtihﬁs behaﬂf in- these .pei1t10ns.

There are no specific d1rect1ons in the main Judgnent ofy_'

the Tribunal in this behal¥f. “In these cxrcumstances, we

do not propose to examine this dspect of the matter in

-~

2oy e
. these proceedings. The petitioners- may agitate this

. -

grievance in appropriate proceedings. e
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g, For the reasons stated above, these proceedings are

dropped.
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