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Por the Appl icant/^

For the Respondents

... SHf^I D.R. QIPTA.

... SMRI A.K. TIWARI,

proxy csoirnsGi for
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In aJ") these fXAs, tiie t:n>e?"'tion involved is of

extendinn tte "tx?nef)t of the jijciqomsnt of thf. TriNmai in OA

e-.

C^-vntd. .2.



JWQ/ft7, Hallit Kimii^r & Aor. Vr;. |)()T S, Anr. , and ?;.ix othP'r

PRlated OAs , wt-iich wre di smsfd of by the iudq^w-jnt datcK^

, to th«! appltcants in thesw cases. The operative

r*)rtion of the iudqf-3Tie;nt datf^d 7.6.^1 (supra) is evtr-at-rt.ed as

h(- i; )W;

In view of the various juckjement-s pas'^ed
by this Trikftina't in 3fx~x>rT?aiK-re vith the spirit
of tte iudqefiient qiven by the )-)on'b1e Hiqfi
c:ourt. of A'llahabati as upheld by the; l-k-)n'hle
5-:;i.(pr©ri*» axjrt of .India int^^e case of Shri
Panivinand [.,a.l and Shri Bri i Mfi"tan, we di recvt
thi-it the benefits of the said jiidqwnent be
extended to the applif:3nts herein also and they
r,hal l be de+isned to have been promoted with
effect fn>ri the dat:e prior to a date of
prcxrifition of any person wfio passf«d the
der)artnK5ntal ex-aininaticTn subsequent to thie
applicantr; and their seniority be rievised in

Group-B o=tdr« . They shall also tie entitled
t.o refix-atron of their pay with effecrt from the
said date. Itiis order shall be; ifnpl<=3mentcd
within a period of three rrtonths frmi the dfite a
(Xjpy of thi s order i s recei ved by the
nf'spondent.s. There shall, huTwever,, be nt^ order
as to CTJsts. "

2. Special r^^ive Petitions wem filed by the respondents

in the ^luprenK^; Court of Intiia, wtn<7h were dismissed by an

oirler passed by the ^•k•>n*hle .Supreme Court on 6.1.92.

3. Nt:)tices wens direcl.ed tn b? issued on acJmission as

w^l as (yn interim relief bjt the respondents have not filed

any refjly thcsjqh a period of nearly one year has passed and a

numter of 3djournrr«?nts were allowed for t>ie purpose. The

Uw^rned prox-y oounst^-l for thcj respondejnts submits that mply

fias not bf-jen filed so far.

tlie ie^irned o->unsel for the applicants

Corjtd..ji.
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al-^o the pfxwy for t.rtfi respf->ridt>nt5 in all

these caries. Ap.ir-t fn*(i rv-lyinq urKivi thr of the;

"riihvin.yi tlat.f3(l 7.6.91 tind the oirif^rr; of the Hon'hlp SupneniP

Court dated 6.1.97, tlic leanw^d comiSf:l for the apr>l K-'int.*:;

'tjpfore us a <r^:>PY of th(> oj-der p8sr.erf on 18.11.97

by Co\irt. No.3 of the principal BencJ-i of the Centrsl

•Adfiii nir.trati Trihnm-tl in (.)A 444./9;', B.P. Sinnh Si On;, v;.

HOI S Oi-s. This judcjetrfeot (oral) is as bfflow:-

"toth am hti-ei-d. The learnct^ (.counsel for th«

tT5Stxx>dant3 said that thcjy wtsre impleiritintina
the otdfUT, niw-n in the judfjoriient in OA
I'=i99/g7 (Ortlilt Kumar K Anr. Vs. UOl & .Anr.)
and the said iTfiated (JiAs. They aqneed to

extent - the iienefits to the aprjlicants also
nrovid*-?d ttiey arx?- similarly situatf^d.

In view of the atwve, the application is
disf>Ds«l of finally- Tfie parties to tiefir
their cTwn costs."

Tn view of the afoiT&:said judqement in OA 444/92, the

learrwid proxy ccHjnsel for the resrx:>rK}ents submits that similar

oiTdfci-s could he pasried in these cases as well , part-icularly

be^-^ause tht"; counsel for the r^spoident.s in OA 444/97 and the

counsel for the respondents in all these cases is the same.

In tte liqht of tte foreqoinq, these (.lAs are disposed of %i?ith

thie direction that the applicants, in these OAs, may also he

considered by the rv^spt^ndents for qivinq tienefits di»e tjO therri

as per the jiHlqerrw^nt dcit(f;»{l 7.6.91 in the case of Daljiit Kumar

& Anr. Vs. IIOl S Atir. (suttra) if the applicants tterein ans

""-imilarlv placed and are entitltjd to the same tienefits as per

tiv judqtjnKjnt.

Cor.td. .4.
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