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1. OA No. 759/89 . Date of decision: 16.09.1993,

- Shri Trilok Singh KR C : ...Petitioner

.. Versus

~Union of India through the
Secretary, Ministry of Health
and Family Welfare, New Delhi & Ors. _ ..fRespondents

Shrﬁ Trilok Singh. S S ...Petitioner

2. 0A No. 666/91

‘Versus

Union of India £hrough the
Secretary, Mimistry of Health : ,
.~and .Family Wglfare, New Delhi & Ors. .+ .Respondents

Coram:; 'Thelen'bTe MF; I.K.‘Rasgotra, Member (A)
The -Hon'ble Mr. J.P. Sharma, Member (D)

For the petitioner 'Shri K.C. Bamola, proxy counsel
: S for Shri Rishi Kesh, Counsel.
_For the respondents : - . Mrs. Raj Kumari Chopra,
: ' - Counsel.
Counsel.
Judgeﬁent(Oré])

(Hon'ble Mr, I.K. Rasgotra)

0A No.759/89 ahd OA No.666/91 are filed by the

petitioner Shrj Trilok Singh. As.the subject matter égitated
in both the O0As is broadly similar, we proceed to dispose of
boph the 0As through this?éohhohkjudgemént.,"~

o2 ~The . .case of .the. pétitioner 'is that benefits
- ggnfekred on " him -vide - our »jjudgemeht dated 31.7.1987 in

‘TA-185/86 have‘:not;beenﬂfu11y extended to him. In 0A-759/89
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" he has’ prayed that the respondents shou]d be d1rected to grant
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14.8.1964, promot1ng h1m as U D C shou1d be ordered to be
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"20. In the ‘result, we quash and set aside the

impugned order passed by the respondents on 9.3. 1963 ‘stating
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4. Thus, as far as the petitioner is concerned the
Y, clear implication.of our order was to reinstate him in service
'
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as L. D c. M.e. f 12 1 1963 He was aTso aTTowed the back
wages.A There ;isr no other consequent1a1 benef1ts which are
contempTated_ or fTow from the Judgement in T7-185/86 dated
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“is that of 10 2 1989 It has been passed by the respondents
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31 7. 1987 : The next order whtch-the pet1t1oner has impugned
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re1nstat1ng the pet1t1oner as L D C. and f1x1ng his pay at
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- due to h1m 1n that scaTe of pay. The . pet1t1oner had

- cha]Tenged the sa1d order_1n CCP No 162/88 which was disposed
of on 1. 3 1989 The relevant part of the said order reads as
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as adverted to above was the subject matter of CCP-162/88
wherein the Tribunal had indicated that the respondentts have
comp11ed w1th the A Judgement dated » m31.7.1987 to its
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ﬁh"tonsequent upon atta1n1ng the age of superannuat1on
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" shri Tr11ok S1ngh Lower D1v1s1on Clerk Nat1ona1 Inst1tute of
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Commun1cab1e Diseases, De1h1 has ret1red from Government

Serv1ce on the afternoon of 3mth Apr11 1990 and h1s name has

:wbeen struck off from the strength of th1s organ1sat1on with

B effect from the date i, e.‘ afternoon of 30 Apr11, 199@ "

7. Since the petitioner retired on atta1n1ng the age of
superannuation he. cannot challenge the sa1d order as illegal.

According to the Judgement of the Tr1buna1 he has been
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respondents stated at the Bar that nobody Jun1or to the
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8. Conséquen’t]y, 0h No.759/89 and 0A No.666/91 are
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