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Ill THE CEHTR_t.L lilll\lil1IS'1'R.;.TIVE •rR IBUn.;r,, JAIPUE EEll•:H'i 
JAIPUR. 

0 .A • NO.5 02/1994 

Trilok Das 

. vs. 

• • 

. • 

Date of .~rdar: 4.8.1995 

Applicant 

Uni·:)n of India and ::>thers: Resp,:mdents 

Hr. I~.L .ThaHani 
f·11.·. M. Rafiq 

g,Q.~ 

. • . • 
F•')J:' the apl_:olica.nt 
For the respondents 

H.:m 'bl.; f·~. 0 .P .Sharm:.., ~mb-=:r (Administrative) 
Hon'ble l1r. Rattan Prak3.Sh, l'-1::mb=-r (Ju.di::i-al) 

In this app li.::at ion under Sect ion 19 of the 

Administr:it.hr.:;, Tri'.:)unal's Act, 198S Shr i Tril·:'lk Das 

had ;.;::rayed th'3.t the res;·•jndents ms.y re directed to · 

to his seniority w .e. f. 6 .6 .1981 as d·:o.::i.ded by the 

Tribunal on 11 .3 .1993 in o;\ No.3 5 --~ /92. H-:: has further 

pr-:3.y-::d that the respondo?nts ma7.r· re directed to 

t·J.e.f. 30.6.1986, the~ d~te on t-JhiGh hi$ irn.medi.:te 

orders Anne:>:nre A-1 an:i A-7, ,,Jith all consequential 

bene fits. 

in the P·.)Stal departrr8nt on 1.4,.1957 5cS S·:>ri:.ing 

H~il servi-::e an.J \-.'·9.5 promoted 

Grade w .e .f. 11.11 .. 1974 and t•:> 
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Higher Selectic:m Gr~tde-II by order d:tted 29.9.197~. 

Shri I~sh-:tn Sin9h, the respond~nt No.5 ~,,ho is junior 

to the ar·Plicant vl&S 3-lso prom•-":ed as Hi.;;her Se l.::ct ion 

Gr'3.de-II by th~?: sam:: order. B'".l an order /letter dated 

6 .6.1981 the :tppl icant •s seniority \•7 as revised \•.Tithout 

an::l shvv·7 cause not.ic.:: beir~>J isz·J.ed t•:• him. The 

appli.::ant appr:)c. .. ~hed th.e c~::ou.J.:t ,:>f l·!unsif A.j~rer City 

on 18.5.1981 T.-.1ith his griev:,.nce inthi~: re9.::lrd. The 

suit file:a by hirn in the court of Huns if \-l.:::tS 

trans f.~rre..:I to t.hL;. Tribunal. This tr,z;.nsfer ·Eif'pli-

cation vms disp·"Jsed of by the Tribunal ~r or.:ler 

dated 11.3 .1993 (Anne:.o::ure .h-3) \Jith the dir-ect ic·n 

that vlith re:q5.rd t·::. tht: seniority of the .:J.pplic:~.nt, 

the ::te.tus-qu•:. as it e.x istE:~d on 6.6.1981 shall be 

ap;:-,lic:.nt a.s HSG Gr.I vide an ·~rder date:d 24.: .• 1993 

gr-=mtino;r him the due orit;·in-al f.eniority as on 

6.6 .1s·e.1 in vie\·1 of thE; tlec~s icn of th-: Tribunal 

refer red t.) above. HO\-Jever th12 3.f'•J.:·lic-~nt has sought 

hi:::> next juni·:·r Shri r:-.ishan Singh, thE: r.sspon.1ent 

. no.5 was prom.:rted t··:) H~;sher· se lectic·n Grade i.e. 

from 30.6.1986. The apl_:.li.::ant •s case is that due 

t•:J rest.:.ra.ti·:•n ::.f his se:niority in vie~-1 of the order 

of the Tribun.':l.l dated 11.3 .1993, t.he: .::tpr,licant t.e:came 

Grade-r. 

The r•sspon::lent.s in th~S reply h.~~.,,e st~t.s.:l th.3.t 

.3enicr ity ·=·f th~ :.p_; licant ha..s alreo.dy been 
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revised in pursuance of lette:r dated 1~ .4.1978 

(Annexure E-1) and th~ revised gradation list \-las 

circulated vide a letter dated 11.6.1987(A.nnexure P-2). 

Accc·rdin.9 tc• them, the order ~·~ssed by the Trit.unal 

m3.intaining statuE -quo as on 6.6 .1S·81 did not :1.lter 

the: :;_:·.:>sit ic·n of the applic.:J.nt o.nd t.her~ fore the 

said order of thE: r1:·ibLtn~l could not hav-::: ·3.ny e ffGct 

on hi.; so:ni·;,rity. 'I'hey havt: furthet' stated. that 

though Shri Ki.shan Singh 'IJ;~s j uni.:>r t•:• the: 3.f'plicant 

in Higher Selectic•n Grade-II, but Shri I<:ish3.n Singh 

Grade-II on the. bas is of tho:: rE'~' ised seniority of 

Shri I:ishan Sin~h ,, is-a-vis the o.p.r:·licant. Th.:::.:~ have 

further stated that the .:;::pplic=:nt •s representation 
/ 

f.;.r gr=<nt ·=·f promotions after the Triblm:ilJ'order 

dated 11.3 .1993 · h:is since bo::t::.n cons i.jered and the 

ChiE:: f P•.)St H3.StE~r Gener&l h3.s decided t<:'l hold a 

re:•..riew DPC for C(•nsid€:r,3ti::·n of the applicant •s 

claim f·='r pr("•mo:)tion ttj Higher selectic.n Gr5.de-I 

\'t.e:.£.1.7.15·86 :tnd the case is under proce~.s for 

holding the rE:vie\-7 DPC. 

4. During the art;ruroonts, the learned counsel 

for the .?.pplic::t.nt state:d t':'lat the ::tpplicant h3s 

not received o..ny communic.:.ti.:·n regardin•;:f •:;:rre.nt of 

prornQti<~n to High~r Selectic·n Grade-I '\tr.e .f. 

1. 7.1 S86 or denial thereof. Tht:: learned counsel 

for the resr_.:..:)ndt::nts stated d;_tring the .3,rgum:::nts 

t.he d21.te c:,f filin:;:r of the rE;ply is of 

a re:vie\·1 DPC. mLtst have been held though 
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he i.s n.:)l: a\-lare of the late~t posit i..:m in this 

regard. 

5. 'f7e h.::.ve he.:..rd tho; l~arood co::mnse 1 f·~r the 

['art ies an:t. have per1.1sed the materia 1 C•n rec•)rd. 

Tho? direct 1.-,ns .'jf the Tribunal cc·ntainad in order 

dated 11. .3.1993 (An~xure A-3) c..rE! clear and these 

are that ;.tatus-:1uo as it existed on 6.6.1981 Sh;ill 

l::e maintained. In otht::r \·H:,rds \>Jhatev.:r N~ts the applicant's 

seniority posit ion on that day should not l;,e 

dist,ui~bed. On the basi~. of his seni.:::rit~l position 

as prev':tiled on 6.6 .1981, the •?,p::_:.1icant is entitled 

DPC as rE; ferred t.:• in the reply of the resp.:mdent s 

has alre:a.dy been he 1.3., the reeu1t ·~f the de 1iberat i·"Jns 

of the DPC :tnd the decisi~')n of the resp.)nJents 

C·'Jmmunicated t•:O him \•Jithin a period •.)f one r.1•Jnth 

from the dat.:: of receipt ·=·f -the ·:ot:,y .:,f this order. 

HOO.·iever, if no r.:-:vie~r DPO: has s.:> f.:.r been held, the 

respond.::nt s are directed t·:• t al:e necessary act i·='n 

to ho.:>ld the r~vie\-7 DPC ~rYJ t•:o t ·=:tl-:e: a d.ecisi·;)n ab.::>Tlt 

of this order. 

\'lith no order 3.5 tc, costs. 
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