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1 19.5.91 F?eard. drnitted. Notice to 
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lower 
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respondents in three weeks. 
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2.OPDER DATE 2-2..2001. 

Hear.d Shri 	 learned  

conse1 for the applicant and Mr.U.3. 

apatra,learned Additioflal Standing 

osunsel for the Respondents and have 

Ilk 

14 
( IC) 

IN THE CENTRAL ADM IN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNALL 
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O.A./T.A./R.A.No............ 1 99 

............................ . .......Applicant ( s ) 
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also perus1 the records.In thi 

origial Application the applicant has 

prayed for a direction to the 

ReSpOndents to give him promotion under 

rsv scheme and to allow him all arrear 

H ç 
financial dues.RespOndtS have filed  

counter opposing the prayer of the 

applicz9rlt.No rejoinder has oeefl filed. 1 \&C 

2. 	For the purpOse of considering 



\ 

- Office note as to Serial 
N Date Order with Signature action ( if any) 
Order taken on ocder 

tO go jnt*tè many facts of this Case. [ 
- 

AppliCaDt 	case is that he was .rigina11 

appointed as Assistant Teacher in the  

Office of the 	superifltdeIt of 	iucatiOi,. 
t'Av 

Dandakaranya preject,Umerk$te 	on L,2.73. 
h 

in oxder dated 14.4,87 he was declared ., 

surplUs in the DNI project and was 
'- 

surrendered to the surpl%AS cell.On 

redep1omefltshe was appinted to work as 

LDC in Savings Bank control organiati0fl 

in ouler dated 26,.87.APPliaflt joined /- 

his neo assignment as LDC, in jagatsiC9hp.r 

post Office on 13.7.87•MiS grievance is 

that taking into accOunt his period of 
° 

service in DNI( pOj ect he has completed 

16 years of service by 	19 and therefor, 

under the TI3Opsche*e 	of the 	postal 
\ 	

\ 

DePaEtt, he should have been given 

promotion to the next higher scale but 

as this has not been done he has come 

up in this petition with the prayers 

referred to earlier. 

3 	Respondents in their counter have 

H taken the stand that the 	periOd of 

service rendered in DNK project can not 
ZQ 

 be taken into account for thepU rpOS e of 

promotiOn.ThiS point came up for consi- 

d$tiOfl before the Hen'ble 	supr%e 

I Court in the case of Union of India and 
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l others Vrs. K,Savitri and otherS reported in 1998 

SCC(L&S)1134.This batch of matters wt to the 

Hofl'ble supre court from this Behch of the 

TribuflalsIn pan If of the ozxer,Their LQEdShiP 

of the Hon'ble supreme court have ooserved as 

follows I 

ia 	that viø" of the matter, since the 
past services of Red€Pl0ed suCplUS 

up1.yee can not be counted for his 
sionitY in the new organiSati0fl 

equallY the past experience also would 

not count as the socalled past services 

rdened will riot e servl.Ce i the grade 

AS the 3eCViCe of the aPPli ant 'rk nm P:j ect 

rTh as per 
Can c)t be Counter as ie 

the li laid down by the }jor1)te supreme CSUt 

in the a)Ove case,it tri-ist neSS11' be held hL 

the appliCt can not be said to have been put in 

16 yearS of service because that period 
of 16 yearS 

will. count from the date of joining intte postal 

Depart1en t in 1987 becauSe admitted ~-the 

applicant is claiming under T30P is promtion 

and in the aoo v case lioneble suprae Csu rt have 

held that previous service in the DNK Project can 

ot be counted as service in the grade for the 

purpose Of pcor*ti0*. 

4. 	in 'qig.J of the aoove,We hold 
that the 

appliCatiOri is withOUt any 
merit and the same is 

rejectedNe coSts. 

(G. IN A RASTIMHAM 
MMB 	(JUDICI Aid) 

(SOMNATH 
\ICECPj 

KN WCM. 


