
CENTRAL AOfUNISTRATIUE TRIBUNAL, PRINCIPAL BENCH
NEW DELHI

C»Ao Noo 2593/93 Nbu Dalhi, dated the 15th Ray, 1995

H£W*BLE PlRo S«R- ADIGE, l»lEf©ER (A)

Shri P«K« Pal,
R/o 137/Sactor 1, R«K« Purara,
Neu 0elhic1l0022,
{By Advocates Shri K«L« Bhandula) oo«o APPLICANT

VERSUS

Union of India throu^ the
Secretary to the Govto of India,
Plinistry of i^atar itesaeourcee,
Shras ShaS^ti Bhatdtfi,
Neu Oelhi.110001,

2« The Chairaan,
Central Uater Copies ion,
Ssua Bhsuan, R«K« Puraa,
Neu DalhjUll0066o

{None appeared for the Respoidents) ••e««a RESPCNOENTS

JUDGEfCNT

BY HlON<BLE RR^ S.R^ ADIGE. WEI*BER (A)

In this application Shri P«K« Pol hoe sought xofixation

of his pay in the grade of E:xtrQ Asatt,/Asstt« Ehginoor (Scolo

R3o2000 —3500) @R9e2450/«> 3,8o92 at the level of pay dreun

by his junior Shri Chandra Prakaeh uith consequential bcnofite

including arrears of pay and allouances and incrsmento ccnaoquont

on pay fixations

2o It appears that during the period the applicant procoodod

on deputation, souio of his juniors uara promoted on ad hoc basio«

After his return, ho was promoted on regular basis along uith his

juniors who had been promoted on ad hoc basis in his abaeraio. Uhon

the applicant requested the respondents to fix his pay uith reforsnco

to that of his junior, the same was rejected vide impugned ordor

dated 15,12o92.

3. Such a prayer has been allowed In « number of similar
casos, one of the more recent ones being m No. 267/93 Shri A.K.Koloy

Vs. UiQI i Ors, decided on 3.6.94, Following that judgomont, this

0«A. aloo succeeds and the respondents ars directed to fix tho



GK

applicant"a pay on par uith that fixed in rsspoct of hia juniors

uho tdoro appointed on el hoc basis* tdhila ho uas deputation.

Arrsara should be calculated and paid tuithin 3 erontha of ths

date of receipt of a sopy of this judgement. No costs.

(S.R. AOIGEJ
Rstnbor {A)


