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In ali the<;e OAr;,, tfie cpK~M;tion .involved .is of

extendinn ttM^ Ix^nGfit of the iudqefnent of the Tritn.inal in OA

Ci.-
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nallit Knrnar A Anr. Vr.. IJf)T A Anr, , and othPr

related rXAs, wtiicti ws:;>re di r,rK">5;t«l of by the jv)dqf-jiient dated

to the applicant'; in these cases. The operative

mrtion of ftie indcifsiient dated 7,6.91 (supra) is evtracTt.ed as

low:

"1.-;. In view of the various jiiJtloefrit--?nts passed
by this Tritfljnat in at'x.iordaj'K":*?- vith the spirit
of t he judomifcnt qiven by t he (lon'ble Hiqh
(3ourt. of Allahabad as upheld by t:he toi'ble
.Si.iprefiit> Court of India inttie rase of Shri
Parmanarid l.,cii and Shri Brii ML:)ttan, we direct
t hat the bt?n«;fits of the said iudat=^ii.5nt be
extended to the applicant:s herein also and they
Shall he detisnc-xl to have b^-n prowKted with
effect, frrjffi the date prior to a date of
rinofnotion of any perscvi wtio passed the
det rtfm^nta i exami.nat i on subse«qu«5nt to the
applicants and their seniority tw? revi?sed in
Tiri Gn-xip B cxtdre. They shall also tje entitled
t.o refixaticin of ttieir pfiy with effect, frcxn the
said date. Itii.s order shall be; imph^sntcd
within a period of three months fi-om the date a
rapy of this order is recxoived by the
respondents. There shall , however,, he no order
as to ci'jsts. "

" .>pev..ial fjt^ve Petitions wssixi filed by the resfX!ind«=ints

in the liuprenif; Coiirt of Iixlia, wtiich were dismissed by an

Cinder passed by the tlon'ble Supreirx-. Court on 6.1.92.

3. Noticxjs were direcrt.ed to be issued on admission as

well as on interim relief bit the resriondents have not filed

any reiJly thoiKih a ixrriod of neardy one year has passed and a

nimter of adiour-nrr«:?nts were allowed for the purpose. The

learned prox'y cxHin?n^l for the responde>nt.s submits that reply

lias not b-en filed so far.

'We have ht>ard tiie learned cx-arnsel for the applicants
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i-jml ol^;o tte nixxxy cToimsel for t;i-t« mspoodt^nt5 in all

those cases. Arwi'l frcyn n-;lvitK7 i.ir»on the judqefm^snt of the

Tr.ihvmal dated 7,6.01 and the oi-ders of the Won*hie Supreme

Qjurt dated 6.1.92, the learned cxxinse) for the arfdicants

alv«) placed tiefom .us a copy of the oider passfd on .18,11.9/

bv Court No..i of tlie Principcil ftendi of the (fentraJ

Administrative Tribunal in QA 444/07, b.P. sinnh &Ors. vs.

liOl S Ors. This iudcjemesit (oral ) is as be/low:-

"P>(nth are hear-d. The learned ounsel for the
restxjndents said that thoy wtsre; implementino
ttwi orders qiven in the iudijrsfixsnt in OA
.1S00/87 (Oaliit Knrrtcir f4 Anr. Vs. tJOl & .Anr.)
and the said related OAs. They aqreed to
cixtMrtt. - the tenefits to the airrdicants also
provided t tey at\'« similarly situated.

. b' view of—the aKnve. t-ho arvnl icatirvn j s
(lispcy^pid—of—finaI Ijr„ The parties to Fear"

—-thprTr'^n costs. "

vie>w of the afor-e-said judqrsment in OA 444/97, the

learned proxy counsel for the respondents- submits that similar

ordei-s could be passed in these cases as well , part.icj.jlarlY

because the corjnsel for the respcjndents in OA 444/97 arrd the

counsel for the respondents in all tr»ese cases is the same.

In tlie liqht of ttie foreqoinq, these OAs are disposed of with

t>te direc-tion that the apnlicarrts, in these OAs, may also be

considered by the respondents for qivinq iientrfits due to them

as per the judqement dated 7.6.91 in ttie case of [ialiit Kumar

&Anr. Vs. iioi s Anr. (siitrra) if the; applicants herein are

similarly placed and are> entitled to thc> same benefits as per

tiw> iudcit-mient.
«
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s, fsai of the t^eee, ». leave
rte mrtviM tp bear,thi<|r own tPSte. .

Tir, orfler placejc? on ttm fiUt of7. *A coryy^ of t hi

., jfii x'-.j-'i-Jf
h • "t i -t i?. H
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