
CENTRAL AOMIN13TRATIVE TRIBUNAL
ALL.AHABAO BENCH

ALLAHABAD

O.A.NCi).745/92

L. P. Jayaswal & Otrs. I::::: Applicant

Union of India &
Others'. • •• • ••• • •• •• Respondents.

Hon.mr.JU9tica U.e.Srivastava, V.c.
~ont~~~~~Jla~ •._A_·M·M~t~ _

(By Hen.Plr. Justice U.e.Srivastava, V.C.)

The applicants w~re ar:-PGi~t~ '!IS,Senior T.T.E.
(SITE) in the grade Gf Rs.1400-2300 w ••• f. 1-1-84 1n

NDrbharn Railway, Pbradabad i ••• from the date of'

rett~ucturing teak place vide order dated 26-11-91.

The promQtion was challenged by one of the Unions

aod ..to e pro mot lens '.in ..thl ..grade, 0 fRs.1.400~230o/- was
and recalled ' .' .,

tlel,d"only,fof ~h~,t:.:trpe,peingLvide,order dt.26-2-90 by

the ~ompet.nt au~h~rity. His promot ion to the grade

of R:;.1~OO-2300 w,e.r. 1-4-84 waS restored by office

cnder dt , 7/8/92. The grievance of the applicant is

that withholding or thl!9 promotion as .;iTTEce ul d not

have been, paSs ~ in this, c~s a. In view af the fact

that the prGmot ian waS,r"called at ~he instance of the

union and later on it waS restored which Shows that

th e promoi; ion \J as IoIrGngly recalled and that is why

it was sUt/lSequentlyreStored by the d~p8rtmBnt itself.

As \J rong: ~.sdon ••. to the applicant, he Cannot be

d epr ~v.d EJ fany .s ~lery d ur il)g, tt)a per i09 in whIch he waS

working in the grade i.e. w.e.f. 1-1-64.

2. Accordingly the reSpondents are directed to pay

the arrears af salary to the applicant tn the said grade
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within at peried of 3 months frem t he date of

communication of this er der , All the CDther pr'viliges

which the applicant should have or could have liil

.arned be given to him as ha has been restored back

tCDthe post of' STTE. With these obServations the application

stands dlspesed off arter hearing the Cli:lunsels for the

~

artles. No order as to the costs.
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O~ted: Ith may, 1993.All§habad.r gk)
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