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IN*THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,
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D8t.e of Decision: 02.12.92

1. OA 2156/91

S.K. MUIXmNDANI ' VS.

2. OA 2161/91

R.K. PAU[,

3. OA 2162/91

P.N. vIAIN

4. OA 2417/9!

i-.-«-r-fiAHTlA—VS;

5. OA 2623/91

K.L. BHATJA r-i

6. (iA 196/92

I.D. BAGGA VS.

7. OA 364/92

R.L, SKW?MA ' VS.

S.L. KHURANA

For the Applicant-^
•'•• 1#

For the Respondents

UNION OF INDIA

VS. UNION OF INDIA

VS. UNION OF INDIA
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VS. -'-'- sP^ION OF INDIA V, »

UNION OF INDIA " ^ t JSt

UNION OF INDIA '

,r- *

VS. -7- UNION OF INDIA " f

•N^ ,5aSr^

TI«: HC^I'Bfis SHRJ P.C. JAIN/MEMBER (A). * *"
l-HE HON'BUS Sf*?I J.P. SHARMA, MEMBER (J). - \

... SHRI D.R. GUPTA.

SHRI A.K. TIWARI,

proxy counsel for
SI«?I P.P. KHURANA.

JUD(^MENT (ORAL.) « --

( OEI.IVCRED BY HDN'BLE SHRI P.C. JAIN, MEMBER (A). )
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In all these OAs, the question involved Is «of :h
-••- •••.-

extendino the berwsfit of the jUdqanient of the Tribunal in OA
. -f •••/
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J/, naljfit Kiirnitr » Anr.. Vr,.
DO] s. Anr. , and fiix ot hpr

relattsd DAs; .. wfiich

to thv-:

were disrns^^ of by the iijdqement dated

ciPTtl-icantc, in these oases. The omrative

TOrtlon of tho ii,A,„ent Sated 7,6.«1 (soDra) is ettraoted sr.
fx"'I ;

various jufiqefnents passedby this Trrtttinat in arx-Aordai-K-Te with the spirit
j.dqe^^,nt ,,iven by the Mon'ble Hiqh

(x:>iirt. of Aidahabad as upheld bv the Ho)i*ble
'̂Pi-erne court of India intte 'ca«o of Khri

Panrarvand tal end Shri Bril Mc:)l,an. direct
J^f^efits of the said judnernent be

extended to the applicants hetx^in also arid they
-fe l l he deetned to have been promoted vhth
effect, frrjfri tte date prior to a date of

( >ri cyf y*urt> l-'T-z-xi-x 1r¥-^ Tr>^Jr>c>n wtio pi=isr,©d thh-^
d(-^f.wrtriR2iital ex-arrn nati o?'i subsequent to the

r'""'- •""! f™"- "Wtioritv hr ™.v4r.sd 1„cnxjp-B cadre. They shall also te entitled
to refixation of tteir pay with effect fmn the
..vii date. Itiis order shall be' imph^mented
w-.ttnn a period of three rrKx^tbs frofr. the date a
TOt..-y of this orxlGf is received bv the
.^«pondent.R There shall, however, be no onfer
as to a-jsts. " .

- BnetPal t^^ve Petitions wem filed by the respondents

in the supreme Co,jrt of India, which wem dismissed by an
oixlej passed by the Ikon'hie St.)pr©mG Coi.»t on 6..1.92.

>1. N<xtices wen?} di rect.ed to be issued on admission as

wIj a., on intenm relief t»jt the respondents have not filed
any ro^tdy thouqh a rjeriod of nearly one yeeir has passfxi and a

nimd-jer of adjournrrK^^nts were allowed for ttie purpose. The

leanied proxy ccxinsftl for the respondents submits that reply
has not bfwi filed so far.

.Wp; have heard the learned otxunsel for the applicants

cix .
Contd. .3.
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tnfi the loeiniHfl prnxy counse.) for the respondents In al l

these cases. Arvirt from relyinq uron the jtiidqem^t of the

"Prthvinal dated 7.6.0.1 and the ordej-s of the- Mon'hle Supreme

Ccjiirt dat<:rt 6.1.07. the leanjed cx.»unseJ for the apnlioints

also placetl U-fore us a cony of the order passed on .18.11.97

bv Court No.;-5 of the Prkncipal , fiancti of the (fentraj

Adtiii n.i St rati vf^ Trihuivtl in QA 444,/h7, B.P. .Sinnh a Ors. vs.

HOT a Ors. i'his iudc}rm--nt. (ora I ) is as

"PAOth are ha>ard. The lesirr»ed munsei for the

respondastts said that thov were :implemcutinn
the ordoi-s qiven in the jJidfjarnRnt in OA
IShQ./.S? (baiiit, Kumar ."4 Anr. Vs. UOl & .Anr. )

.and the said related OAs. They aoreed to
extent • t he tenefit.s t.o the apt )! i.cants a .Iso
nrovidrxl t tw-w orx- simnlarly sit.uat.ed.

1() vie)!.' .?ir» v'.fi •, thp anr) 1icat.ion i s
of fin.-;! .1 v. Tr'tt--' parties to iiefir

thr>i r own rxnst.s, "

6. Tn view of the aforesaid iudtTt^ient in OA 444./y7, tl«'

learned nrx)xy ctnunsei for the rersp.nndent.s stihrrnts that simi lar

orx3e:rs oo).)ld pasr^ed in theri© cisses as well .. partncuiarly

because th«=> counsel for the resptxident.s in OA 444/97 and the

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

In the liqht of the foreqcinq.. these OAs are disposed of with

the di rr-KT.'tion that the apnlicBnts. in tt»«)se OASf may also be

considered by the respondraits for cjivinn l.)en(3fit.s due to them

as per the iirlqempint dated 7.6.9.1 in trie case of fialiit Kimwr

& Anr. Vs. IIOI S .Anr. (surira) if ttif) apirdicants hierein are

similarly placed and are entitled to ttir; same, benefits as

tlw.: iudoemtint .

Contd..4.
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h, Tn tte facTl s anf5 ci ricn)rnr,t arK;.-tr!r, of tfie car.e, we leave

the parties t,o bfiar thier cjwn cx»st,s.

?. A coftY of this orfter shal l he plaoetl on the file of

;

each of these OAs.

t

( J.P. SIlAh-MA )

MEMRKR' (J)
u?..r/..9?

A ( P.C. JAIN )
MPMBKR' <A)

02.12.92
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