
CORAM: 

_IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL · 
_ JAIPUR BEN'CH · 

- Jaipur,· this the 01 st September; 2008 

ORIGINATION APPLICATION NO. 564/2005. 

· HON'BLE MR. M.L: CHAUHAN, JUDICIA,L MEMBER 
. HON'BLE f'.1R. B.L KHATRI, ADt4INISTAATIVE f\1Er.1BER 

Anil Kumar son of Shri S.P. Singh aged about 48 years, presently 
__ posted ·as Assistant Directorc STC, I.G. Stadium/ Al~var (Rajathan)... 

Resident of:4/35 1 Kala-- Kua~ Housing· Boardi .A.Iwar. 
' , - ~,.,. I - . 

. .. · .. APPLICANT 

·(By Advocate: _Mr. P.V. Calla) 

VERSUS 

1. The Sports Autho.~ity of India· through its Director General,. 
Ja;Nahar La! Nehru $tadium, Lodi Road Complex, New DeihL · 

2. The· Executive Directl)r (Personnel & Admn.) 1 J,N. Stad-iUtTir 
Lodi Road Complex, New Delhi. 

· 3. The _Regional Director/ -_Sports Authority of India 1 NSVVC, 
Sector 151 Gandhi·· Nagar .(Gujrat). · 

4. · Shri Pawan Kumar _Mattu ·son of Shri Kartar Rani ·Mattu; 
~ resident of 2104/3, Sector-45C, chandigarh. Presently 

servirg as Office Superintendent,. Sports Authority of India, 
NSGC1 Sector-42, Hockey Stadium, Char.d\garh. ~ 

.. :: ... RESPONDENTS 
- f 

(By Advocate: Mr. T.P::<Sharrna)· 

ORDER fORAL) 

The app-licant has filed this OA thereby praying for. th~ following 

reliefs:-

"(i). qua she<) and ·set aside the· impugned office order No . 
. ).90/2001 dated, 13·.82001 in .so far,as it seeks to restrict 
· the. grant of benefits_ of pay scale of the post of Assista~t _ 

D\rector iii the pay sca\e of Rs.B000-13500 oniy w.e.f, the 
~ dates of the applicc:mt!s resuming the charge as Assi~tant 

-\-



(il) 

(iii) 

Director even though the said promotion has been granted 
notionally- w.e.f. 20.2.1992. 
auash ,and set aside the irnouaned office order No. . . -
217/2000 dated 2.4.3.2001 modifying the above order 
dated :L90/2001 dated 13.8.2001 and depriving th·e 
--n'•~-""t ()~hi's n ... a-~ .. •~n "' ~ 1: 2°..., "00 '"" cq.:!-'li'-Clli I i l-'l iliVI.lV 'l'i.-.i• I..•,.:;.,J._._,,;., 

auashed and set aside the imouaned office order No. . ' -
100/2005 dated 23/27.6.2005 passed bV t\-re respondent 
no. 1 c::mcelling the promotion granted to the applican~ to 
the post of .Assistant Director vide offfce order No. 
190/2001 dated 13.8.2001 and treating the applicant's 
aforesa;,d promot\on to the post of Assistant D;,rector as ad 
hoc promotion w.e.f. the date he has assumed the charge 
of A.ssistant Director tW ft.uther orders; and 

(iv) the impugned order dated 3.11.2005 annexure A/1 
reverting· the appHcant frorn the post of Ass\stant 'D\rector 
to the post of Office Superintendent may . kindly be 

'v) \ ; 

( .,;\ 
' •) 

quashed and set aside. 
Any other relief to whlch the applicant is fourid entitled,. in 
the facts and c\rcumstance:s o'f the present case, rnay a\so 
he a~an .. ed •~ -=av-··~ ~c "";,..e a~·-·l;c-n.. · 
1.} -~ f \. ~~~ 1 VLI~ Vi. ;,.jt Y't' i dt L • 

.,-~..~ r..r;-:.~-i ·J\ ~~~:--~-:~- ·.,.-,-·v K' :~d'· · b~ -"~·v...,...~ ... ;.;.t.. c~·-~-~ II 
:ill::: v IYiiiCII MjJJ-!IlLCli.IVII li!CI~ lll i)' !:::! ClliU\i' i:;;;U VVP .. ii U::>l:::.. 

2. Briefly stated,. the case of tb.e applicant is that in OA NO. 495/95 
I 

Jodhpur Bench of the Tribunal vide lts judgement dated 13.08.1999 

has auashed the: order dated 06.06.1995 wherebv Shr! S.K. fv'lehta. 
' • I r 

who wa.sjunior to the applicant, was promoted on the post _of Assistant 

Director irr S.AI and the respondents were directed to finC~!ize the 

seniority of Assistant showing Shri S.K. t•1ehta having been appointed 

on · 01.04.1988. Irr order to imp!ernent this judgement, tr1e 

resoondents constituted 3 1\'iernbers Cornmittee to· look· into the . ' 

grievances of the employees. For that purpose 1 iearned counsel for 

the ap~licr.mt has drawn our attention to Annexure A/15 which is the 

r~port of the Committee set up by the Director Ger;era! SAI vide order 

dated 19.07.2000 for examining the grievances of the staff. As per the 

findings giveri by the Committee, the aypllcant was recommended for 

promotion as Assistant Director. The said recommendation of the 

Co ~m;a.t ... "'lo ··"'as - a. d b j, ......... +"\ .... _ , ..... - - t - - $!,.... !li!o n. e~::: vv e1Ccep~.e y 1:ne fi,e:::.~unoeni.:::> a::. ca~, oe ::.eel, "'Jm 

order dated 13.08.2001 (Anr.Jexure A/3) and the applicant a·s vvell as 

other persons were a_pproved for promotion as ner CAT Jodhour . . 
. Bench's judgement dated .13.8.1999 ln OA No. 495/1995. They were 
~' . ' ' 



3 

also given notional seniority in the grade .of Assistant Director w.e.f. 

20.02.1992. However,. the said order \~as cancelled vide order dated 

27.06.2005 (Annexure A/1) on the basis of the iudgement rendered by 
.... • J -

the Chandigarh Bench of the Tribunal in OA f\Jo. 126/CH/2003 decided 

on 10.01.2005. It may be stated here that impugned order dated 

27.06.2005 (Annexure A/:l.) was passed on the premises that the 

Review: DPC held ou.rsuant to iudaement rendered bv the Jodhpur 
; ~ . "" - . . ' 

Bench of the Tr~bunal ha·s not be-2n correctlv held so far the case of 
. . - T 

Shri P.K. fv1attu
1 

respondent' no. 4,. vvas concerned. It is an admitted 

case between tr1e parties that the judgement render£d by the 

Chandigarh Bench of the Tribunal has been challenged before the 

Hon'b!e Punjab &.·.Haryana High Court and the matter is still pending. It 

may also be stated here that vaHdrty of the judgement of ti·1e Jodhpur 

Bench of the Tribuna! hEiS a!so been uphe!d by tl1e Hon'b!e Rajasthan 

Htgh Court tn vVrit Petition No. 3379/1999 decided on 19.07.2005. The· 

Grievance of the ar:ro!icant in this case is that once the tudaE:ment of 
....,. ~ . "' -
the· CAT Jodhpur Bench has been upheid subsequently by the Hon'qle 

. / 

High Court of RaJasthan,. tt was not legal!y permissible for the 

respondents to act upon the Judgement of the Chand!gart1 Bench of 

the Tribunal wherebv the C/.;,T Chandiaarh Bench has· aiven a direction 
' - -

contrary to the direction given by the Jodhpur Bench of the TribunaL 

Now th·e respondents ·instead of reviewing the order in the light of the 

decision rendered by the Hon'b!e Rajasthan Hiah Court have , .., 

proceeded on the basis of the judgement rendered by· the CAT1 

Ch~ndiaarh Bench and have thus oassed the imouoned order wherebv 
- 1 1! - • 11 

the applicant and some other persons liave been reverted from the 

post of Assistant Director vide order dated 03.11.2005 (Annexure 

1'\ I?' I' . /-;_~ ~)· .L IS these orders which haVE'! ·been challenged before this 

Tribunal. 

3 VJhen the matter vvas llsted before this Bench· on 06.12.2005; 

this Tribuna! has aranted stav reoardina reversion of the aonlicant 
- I WI - · 1 I 

therebv holdina that U!e action of the resoondents is whol!v ilieaal on 
I '.1 ' l -
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the face of judgement rendered by the CAT Jodhpur Bench, which 

decision has been affirmed by the Hon'ble High Court of Rajastha·n. 

4. Notice of this app!!catlon was given to the respondents. ·The 

respondents ha\te filed their· repty thereby opposing t-he daim of the 

appticant. They have justified their action in compliance of the 

d·ecision rendered by tl1e Chandlgarll 8end1 of the Tribullc:d in OA No. 

125/CH/2003, Pawan Kumar Mattu. 

5. - vVe have heard the tearned CDUnsei for the parties. \Ne are of the 
) ' 

v!evv that once the iudaement has been rendered bv the Jodhour 
• ., ~ ' % 1 

Bench of the Tribuna!. the vaiiditv of which has been affirmed bv the 
, ~ . .J 

Hon 1bie Raiasthan Hiah Court. rt was not permissible for the 
,_, - f I . 

resoondents to !·evert the aoolicant vide Annexure A/2 and canceiina 
~ 11 1 • . -. . 

these order of promotion vide Annexure A/1. Once the judgement 

rendered by the Jodhpur Bench was approved & affirmed by the 

Hon'ble High Court of Ra]~sthan, _the respondent department should· 

have given importance to the decision rendered by the Jodhpur Bench ./V...~ 

then following the decision of Chandigarh Bench. Be that as it may,. 

since we are of the view that reversion order dated 03.11.2005 

(Annexure A/2) has been staved bv the different 3enc:h£s of the. 
~ I I • 6 I 

OA No. 1066/HR/2005 decided on 25.07.2008 before the Chandiaarh . . - ""' 

Bench ·of the Tribunal and ·chand!aarh Bench ·has also taken the view . ' ' ~ 

in conformity vvlth the judgenient rendered by the Jodhpur Bench in 

the case of R.S. Rathore vs. Union of India 81. Others,. thus we are of 

the view that the impugned order of the appi!ca.nt dated 03.11.2005 is 

required to be set aside,. vvhich is accordingly set aside. The 

respondents sha!i proceed further in t!1e matter in the llgrft of the 

judgement rendered by the Chandigarr, Bench of the Tribunal in the 

case of UrmiHa Sharma (OA No. .1066/HR/2005 ·decided on 

25.07 .2008). A~ this stage,. it will be useful to quote tr,e following 

finding of the Chand!garh Bench of the Tribunal,. whlc!1 thus reads as 

under:-

~-
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"The applicant has mainly chai!enged the impugned order dated 
3.11.2G05 (A-17), ·v.;hen:by she, a\ongw\th 10 others,has been 
reverted to the post of Oft1ce Sup~rintendent from that of 
ASS;'stant o,:rector. This order is stated tc have been passed in 
como!iance witf, the order of this Tribunal in OA 126/CH/2003 in 
the 'case of P .1<.. ~·~attu. Before proceeti\ng further, \t wou\d ·be 
relevant to reprodu.ce below the fol!ovving observations made by 
th,:s B-ench In its order in oln. 126 ibid: 

-"\Nithout going into the details,. one can say on the bare 
reacHng of pro:ceed;,ngs of- DPC held on 13.3.2001 and . 
reading of order at Annexure A-28 as modified by 
l\-- ..... x·,,_- 1\. ?f"\ th-'"' .J..L..- :>""')"""--E'"'"",.a'h-s i-. _,..., --lio'"-.- ....... r --.'""' ""--/"\1111'= Ui<::: 1"\-...;v lCll 1.111:: j-'IV\.. tUl!ll;j lii liV IIICliili<:::t I...Cllt U~ 

cai!ed a rev!evv DPC of proceedings held on 24't'n January,. 
1992 or of 1995. It \s appare:nt th-at \t is a fre:sh DPC ~n 
which private respondents have been considered as office 
Superia1tendent as ~=n August 2001. A chart attached vvlb~ 
the DPC proceedings indicates that the DPC has taken into 
cons;,derat\on not on\v the p·ersona\ vbs2rvat\on as in the: 
month of August 2001 1 but their ACRs upto the ye:3r 1998-
gr. r·'" 's -n ~~...!~../ &~-'- '-~ -~···-'··...!- J.!--:. .t..l-.:- ,., ___ ?. --=---h 

;;;. L l d11 d\..lU~U ld\..t '.V \...Vil\.iUU1::! P..lldl '-Ill::> V~d~ __, ii C!~i. 

DPC rather than a meeting held to re-view the proceedings 
uf earHer DPC. VJe: a'rso declare that respondents have 
wrongly interpreted the judgement of the learned Jodhpur 
8 --·-n' ~& C"'T .,.!-:!- 1...-1..!:--• ... ,_A ,..;---~-...!:-..-:- _e r··.r-H"'"' :....,. 

1::!1il.. I Vi M V\l'lllil::: llViU!II~ Llll::! !--'IV\..l::l::Ulll';:i;;::. VI Ur\... Ita 

Auaust. 2001. Review DPC aenera!!v relates to t!·,e ooint of 
- T - I I 

thTle as it ex\sted on the: date the earlier DPC was he:',o and 
-l-l-..-.. ~e..:.o~d· ~::::.·,avan ...... ~•a~ .. o :;.:..,a*' on 1v co· .sa' :...,e .. a1,·en -'"o \.. t 1te;: ; f._l f t - '- ~ t. ~I ' ' !... !.. t J l. 4 ~ J ~ L: l V .. t.. f'..._ ~ ; ; ~~ ~ 

----:..J---:..: ..... ...._. f\1---4-:-.. .. -1"' -··.t. -n-- -·-.-n--,...$ __ .,..,.. ..... __ _ 
LVoi::::IUI::i ClliUii. 1\il::'::;i.::lliVt!iy jJUl1 VtiL~ il::;;::.pViH..ll::l_il.~ V'l\:!1 ~ 

considerina the aooointees ·of Seotember. 1992 for their 
-. i I ~ l 

prorr,otion to the post of Assistant D\rector as \Ne\\, th·ey 
wen~ dutv bound to consider a roster voint for SC af.d if J, -~ • • 

.i-h-..J. .. :~-s .-~ -..,.-,nat-1- ""'ti...,;~k ~,...-·s;!-1"# cl--. .. l,.....l t,...,._,x_ L......-;...""' ""h"""'"' 
l.lic:ll. 7"tiCl :::>V Cl""c:lli UiC V'iili_\..ll !JV:.:> lUI)' ,.;IIVUP .. l iic<V'<:: U<:::l::ll LiiT;:;Y 

could not innore the aooiicant ·for beina considered for 
-# I ~ •..1 

such promot;ron as per ~ ... ,is sen\or\ty cl'ild against ·such 
reserved ooint. 'We n·eed not ao into other auestions raised 

~ ..., .... . . 

tw th-e parti-es. Flndlng that respondents have. held a Fresh 
DPC as is clear from read!r.a of the oroceedinas oroduced 

...., 1 ._, ' 

before u·; fr-om th£: original fHe of the r-t::spondents,· we 
declare the same to be \ile.gaL as applicant has been 
\.\11---gf\, :---. ...... ,.....,.; .t:. ....... --.. _,.~--r·...J---"":-~ ..,.s:. k•- r""·r-· ........ --+:0 ~" VwiVil i'j l'::JIIVlt::U !iVitl L'...'!l;::,U';=iCI\.!Val Vi!!!:::> !-J Vli!V\.1 'li. 

Her·e. it would also be relevant to reoroduce the directions . ' 

gh;en b'y' the Jodhpur Bench of the CAT \n 
fsuora):-
... J. -1 

D-
f\. .'::1. 

(i) 
' J 

The lmpugned order dated 6.6.95 (Annexure_ A/1) 
•- "'~~""'b" -"-sh'"'n 1 :::> II;;: i <;; '/ '-j Ll a l_':: U • 

The respondents should flnaHse the seniority i!st 

~/ 
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" ' 1d be s;.,n,•·n a~ 'n-ving _,...,,"l~~~ ... ,....rl ~ .... ioho no .. "+ snoul ;,u"" 1 ~ 1 Cl . a! ... '.Jvt;•:..c--1 ,_,,, ;.;;"-
- .... -,~.. ""'4= "--;-~~~+- .... ,:.&.a ..... .-::s=--~ .c, ...... m "i ,.; 8Q -rk;_ 
pv:>L· vt M:>:>t::.Lalll. rVtl.n t:llt:::LL tiV 11 J.."1'. -.; •• tilt::. 

wouid ~moiv that the aoo!!cant who was a,o,oointed 
' I t I 

on the post of P...ss1stant ·Oil 15.4.B7 v~ouh:! be· 
-~nio~ to 1-l..e -e-~on~la.nt r-.:o 4 ~·n~; c 1/ !\,, ... -t.., .. a .:::.o::::1 , i l!G : :~p u.._~ .. I"~ ... ; ......,a ; i .... .;.;\... ~··1ca;t.~ ... 

r~:;\ -rt ... - r--v..,.~i~,..J-,..,J..- -h-··'.-t ___ ._.,,,-n ..... .... ~,,·-~-.. !"""\nt- f!.r: .... 
\_liij lilt::: 0:::>!-JV !UI:il\.:::> ~.i'..JUIU \..VHV':.It::: 1\:::V!I:VV i..JI\_. ivl 

the oost of Office Suoer!ntendent and Assistant 
' ' 

D\rector and consider the cand1dature of aH the 
I ' '-h .. • ,..... ,....,, . r., l"'J t:1re2 Gersons name;y

1 
~:' e aoni!cam::. ~;;::,nn i'> . .t<.. . 't'"' ... J • ) J 

BJ-A-·'""aL·i ~-.-! c I/ r\:L''--"'"- t ..... -.5 --.,. ..... ....a __ ,.... -.-. A' . .c,...," .. 
• !Ci! .:..1 O!lU ...),.f· .... i !'.::itLCI \:t= ~V~iU::=an ... iiV. ~} !~._n 

oromotion to the oost of Off!ce Suoerintendent 
~ 1 ~ 

and the Ass\stant Director respecUveiy as per 
their seniority fixed in terms of our pte~.ent or,der. 

l~,r"'' ;1 ..... - -..~....,1:;_ ........... .,. ;,... --.. .... -. .... A-.-!-..~""---"'--..~ R~ ... .,(),ru""\ U 
\!"-.!j 1

!:n:: cqJ~H\...CH1'-. i~ OVVO!U\:U 0 \...V~!.. VI .... ~.~ 1.JUV. 

Readtno of the above cnre.ctions aiven bv thE- . .iodhour 
'<J ·- J l 

C'!n--h m...,k,~ :; .. -.-.-l"'i.::~-~·h.r C!'"'-·'~ J..l~"!>.;. 4-':-1,..· •.. _._.~-.~,..,:,.J,...,..,t~ ''I'"'"'·~ 
E.'l~Ct·~~-.~; ur a ... ~ lt. tt~aiftis;;;;;'St.~y ;~a• tsloL l..Rtt:: r~·::r~Jv:~ue;,:,. V\re:lt: 

d~rected to f~r:;t redra·vv the sertlor~t\/ o'f Assistat""lts. 'v\l~1ere~r1 the 
' • J; J • 

~ ..... -.::,.-- ..... f.. R-~•t<"o,.-:- .... ~ ... _,.......t..... r---.~o.f....-,..~ ·~~-- ~ ..... h ..... _ ............ \Aiv- ..... _l-'_i,..,.,_ i--· e'f.......-i 
cq.Jj.Jlh.Clli!.. \:Cijil!Ut:::l .;:,lli\jll f''-Cll..!iVi<;; Vliet:> I.V ''-'1:: :.:;,l!UVv!l :>t:::!1!V! l.V Jiiil 

rvlehtci who had been oromcted as Asstt. Director vlde orC:er 
I ' 

da-l-,....d ..... c a.c ..,...,~·~""c."'"''-e·· o~v'·c, ... r r·oc •. ,-.- "'~· !_ ..... ..., ·-o~~··-.-..c-_....1 t-~ ;.t: V .. u._;,~:.). I i;~: -c?)L 1 1 f"\..._. ~t..tVV u. 'iVCi.=> t.V ue. L· • Vett~U V 

consider cases. for promotioh to the post of Office Supdt. and 
"ss.j..O. r..:.-~-t...,~ - ............... -~~..::::d- ... "1"'- ...---.e- ,..,.~:c-t..~: Ra'-h~··-- R R M. 1,1., Uil'::\.. \J? CHIU l.V \..VII-i 't:::l 1.1!'!:::: •-O::>o,;;;;:> vl .... Jlli! \.liVIC1 ·'-• \., 

Bharti and Sh .. !Vlehta. 

Ho, .. ~v"'r vl·a·e orde·· date~1 .; '"' <"' "''"'0~ :-.---e-d o.: s"''";·- ... ,,. . VV ~ t:, , . ~ I • >;,.1 j_ _'::), (::i , £.. i..J • ..L; i i f ::>:.. d I , Ll L.. L! ~ 

comply-·ing iNith the dtrecte:ons as abav·e, what the respoiidents 
dicJ was that they considered ACRs of the officials upt.o 1998-99 
and he)c\ a fresh DPC. Apparent~y, th\s v~as not the d\rec.tion 
given by Jodhpur Bench and it was in thi:s context that the Bench 
had obsenled in 0.4. 126 tbid that the respdn(Jants }1ave 
mtsinte.rorete.d tile iudoment of CA.T jodhour Bench wrdle hold!na 

' w - • -

the DPC ~n August 20'Ci1 and that Re:v\cvv DPC re\ates to a point 
of time vvhen the earner DPC vvas h;;~d and the te~e\tant record 

cons!ciered,.' and a!so the fact that the DPC heid in· August 2001 .. 
.;...:;::,, .. l"<"·~d -·c; Q·~";<=..'·'l r,or ''P~'- ..,, .... t.l ~c: t'1·"r ("\it··~·-;.;~~ .... f .;..•-~ 1~.-i.h,....u·r 
L ..... ! i Ill:: Cl...., ne\ll~V~ i..J: ..._I \i\IC<::> ·,IV Cl-' fJt::: ..,.;, t:!LL!V;! V• l! il:: .•Vll. !iJ 

· S-:.an·-t.... 4-~:.- 0 ~"'"' ..... ~ ... o~ .r~~e T-;~·a·n- 1 h-...J -··a .... ~ ...... -: .a..~- ~- ... --~.,._~;r:·1 ...... ~ 
1 e.::~ \ .... J~l !_,.,t~:::> o_;t~-;~ ".. 1 !.,..'11. : :u JJ e11 , a~; !....t .. u ~:ac..._J t.~1-::::: l-"• i..J~~j~.J'~'v~. t.!; 

resoondents 4 to 13 rndudlnr. the aooUcants ,1erein. Ha~vever, 
t ;? • • ., 

wrdle do(no so. !t v~ias aiso mentioned that since one oerson has 
. .., f l 

to go o'Uier may be aBowcd to cont1nue t\ii further oiders are 
passed. Till date, fresh orders have not been passed by the 
resoof!deritS and t1a,u·s tfre ap·pHcants shot;id r1ot ha\le beeri 
reverted. It was also informed tr1at P.K. M;:;ttu has been 

. promoted .. 
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per report of sru .. the requif·ed strength should be 55+ 70 125 
as agaj,nst the earner ·;trength of 122. ·The c;pp\\G:?!nt has 
specifically pointed out the recommendation of. the SIU that 
••• h -- ~h~ ~ .. m~-, ... .:. _...,~: i"'""'m- ... -s ~x.---~- .115 '"'---- ........ _ .. J-1 ·h-. rl ... ,..,-~ VVi t€: 1:: \, ll:: lll.i i !J':l \..11 ll i iCii .. ': ;;::. I...C>:U:;.. "":' 1 \,il;;:l-;:; ::>i iVU1U UC '-' \-''-';:;.'" 

of Assistant Director and where the number· of Inmates is .less 
than 45: senior coach may be glven the char~~.e to look after the 
r--:.... .... ...:. tt.---~-....::-- ""'- a..... __ t-0' -.l-L.,..sA_ --- -,.t'"l -·~-t- r--~...,~- ~-.:-'h--- ~J.,.-
\.....!::lll..n:~. MI...' ... Vll..illl'd.I.V ll!::!; Ul!::ll::: QIC: iV ~Ll\ .. ll \.....l:::lli..il:::::> 1 vv.lell::: l.::e 

nurnbe.r of Inm?Jtes is more than 45 and ti"H.!S there Is need of 70 
"'"'0""<=~ "'O.::t· .~ ~~~ 1--.. t--' ..... ~-

R~.~spondents 1 to 3 have filed 
VVt~erel1'1' ;it is stated t1'1at t~1e rzeoort vf t.~e SIU ~~las acceoted a~l 
the Governing body of SA{ in its 2.6t"n r_r;eeting held o;, 
16.10 .19SS and that there:·after the Govt. of lnc:\a· 'nas· not 
-- .~ .. : -..J _, -- i..;~ .....;~~-- r.::.s·t-~ t.. ,..J.£:•.1'"""'!~,-~-;;s;-!-~-i ·jr.,·~n S::u•C .. ·011<::u aj•'/ yuSt o ..... yonu ,_ncr.-:= .• r.c ... e • ...l 1!~,<-.l;. 1)1 ::J i<:lOU .·• .JJi;i. 

h .. oi.J..,::J <:"~:..1 r~--~ ""~-~~-•,:,- "tt,.,:-- ~~-r-.-1- .... _ ........ ;_ -~...:-~-.r..:~- ol.i-.-'-Y liP"' ~alU ,::,toll lii:::>!JI:::I...liUII UitiUll it:!!JUil. iii l.lll~ I..UHiiJ:I..UVII 1 \.lit: 

Unlon of India in lts reply has stated that the· SAI is an 
~~'t"r·~i:-n~, .. - h·-~u ...... ,..d :~ .... ~ ... ~~n·~~-~ ;.... .. ···u'\~·- ~,~.-~ :-. ...... r···-t:·~ns ·o .. 1 Ci<A .v IV:~ !VU=> tJV y C"lt r H. I::JU\!1::! t:::U uy I 1::.:> Cir!U lii::>-1,. UI......!V! l 

GOI. N8verth2less; the gnverning body· of SAI is competent tn 
;:,.·--·-~·~ :.._ ~····n -.::>-''(~--~-~.- .. ~~ -..... ~~v-IS ... h-.., ,....:... .. && _._. ____ ._~.., :~ 
-.,~:::.t:::..:> ll~ UV'/11 l..::i..j<..llellll:!il'. :::1::> ll;:'::JCll~i i.lg;;; ".:>l::lil ~lii!:!H\:jl.il IIi. 

various cadres. It has been further stat~d that though creation of 
'"""'·~..::.'"-- =s !~- ... ·,~-~""' 1n ~'""'·""",. ~.=t~'~'::.'·a·,- ,.,;.......,re tt ~·~ -b~--~;u·t:...i·,. ~.-~.:1.'1t:-.! tJ':'1...>l::>; L'CIHIII::U It l..:lV.L • :VifiJ ..... V-.;;,. 1 Wi!e.. 1-. :::> Ci :>VI t::: '/ \::::::>::>""' 10.1 

-nd "u-'"1r'""i.,.c-l -.~ooos'""'ls- -··o' _, .... ~..~ ;.,.v p ... -. ca-~r~· a··""'n~~;J.:es ,r..;n h~ CJ~ J ;-:,. .... , ''= t {J~ , . ~~~ ::.t...J i 4 :lt.\..eCt !.,.) ~~ .... 4•r: _ L,, "C:: u;. t ... tt 1;..~ . \IV:~{ L.. ... .., 

cons1'dered and referred to 1
1\'Unistry of Finance far relaxat.=on and 

that in the case. of Asstt. Director,. no such proposal r,as been 
. t""-c,-;.,{!"\-rt 4!-·orr' !..hI""'\ - r e~rtt ~ h ..... ...=", --f c::. "1 , o:: erv >;;;;u i ·: l i... 1t:: glnl 1, ;,f:ld iJUU y '..J ._,,-,. • 

I .. ·Is o.l-.u- apo ~e-J., ... ,.,aa . .._., -A• ;..,as 4.. l..ii' '::) .. , 81 l•i. !.!1 I, i.ft2 .:::, . ....,.!. ;1 not taken 
'a'e., .. :&., ,_..,.~ ,_~-'"r~- ·.,~~.-~,.,.~ ....... e ~·l·-t---r· ~::: ""-~l-'"'-~ ..... -.-,--- ....... __ 
l' 11\.ilY (.;,>;:;: '-eli\...1::::> Vvilt:!,e !..\! llLIHUe. '.Jl lilli OLl:::::::. i::::> il'1VIt:: i.li<.:lli 

45 and need the oost of Asstt. D.ire.ctor as oer reo.ort of STU and . ' ' 
"'......... _,.... ,. ........ ~,... -..1 >= ....... 1- __ \-- ..... ~ .. ~ ". '"';; . -. • ...t . ...; i :...; ~ ............... ~ P 0-....... ~a.- S-,. __ ..... -1 ..... -· I"' T u 1 ..... -. -
HV j..?i Vf-!V::>CH :U, ~c:ltli ... ~~Vi; v; C!( .. i\.Hli\..'l!C11 ::rt.::> UCl::.teU V!l ,;:;.1. dO.:> 

~--- .. "':! I:.-=. .... , .. _.,.......1-..J .:....., t! 1 i ;_......,. '.r: T-,4' 'a;\J- !.... .- - .J "'- "'"" .&.. J,.i.,.... J.. 
u'i::!l<:ll IV; !1'/CliLJ"<::!'..l o.u ~1le Un•VIi 0! .i.ll~dCl. \: ::;: i~Op~ 3itCI 2.(p<;:Ct. l.i•2H. 
:..t.. ... - S' !'";"t ,.,.r:&i r.·-1•• ,__..._1,.- L.t,....{·- __ , ___ : __ ·--. ....1 --r.-....! - --'lp--;....1 J..,... I :~~T 
Llll:::! -·'"'~.!. V'llll 1iVv'/ liiQi\.;::: \.il::::> e.'\.t:l\..1~1:::! .::lliU ;::.<::liU a \-'it.. l. . .'~c::ll LU UV.i. 

for sanction of addrtional posts of .Asstt. Director: if need be. 

From the add1t~ona! affidavit dated 31.7 .2006" fi!ed by the 
respondents! it is ·notifed that there are st.HI tNo vacant posts of 

. Asstt. Director available with the respondents. In this connection 
-~~-- !'! ~z:. 4-h.- _.c;:;_;_,,i.J. ;,..... __ -.. ....... .-""'-'·~~ ........ ,., t...-.1() ... ':1. 
!JC1lCl "":' '..ll i.l!'= OUIU<::IV!l ;:;::, IO::!.Jl 1J(.fUI...'::U l.J':l' >v. 

"4. That a·s stated rn the earlier affidavit dated 
09.05.2006, the ljmlted posts whjch can exist in the cadre 
-.r: '\--•-""--.,... r'\; ..... .-~ ......... - -4---. ... •n ........ ,~,~-.- .... --•;-- ~.1! STIJ -.-..-..~~-"' i.­Vi ;'"'\;;;:.::>i::ll..<.~ill.. !...Ill <:::'-.l.Vi Clli.CI ll ij..J!"Cl! i'::ili.CP..lVll vi lV I >;:;!JVi 1.. i::> 

resh·<rt~r. +-n ;:;t:: ·on r.rrr-unt of rhe DPC ho::.'a· b\1 ....... ~ .-AI 1'" ':..fl•- . ._...-....! t:..u -.J~ : _.._.._.J rt~. t.: •. • 1._! • w,Y '\...1 ..... .:::J t•~ 

February[ 2.006 1 6 P...ss\stant Directors stand promoted to 
;..he pos ... o.;; ~eoutv .r-.~ .. -4..) ................. .....5 .i.-~ - t-.. - t.;., ~· · t"h· 
t.11 . t. 1. 1.-1 , •• t..,~P8C...t •S q"""' '-"lb oy. aOJus._.ng , e 
_,, .... !-.! ...... .f!,_,.)rA "---;s•----~- f""'\~r. ...... ~.L., ..... _ ,.,,,_,_J_,;.,..,..... t......-. ... ~tA,, .... _......, .a...J...-._ ••~a.;. ,..,...f;. 
:::>U!~1U:::> ~V\..n r-.r. ... :::>':)i t.cnn. .. V!;\:'::-:!:_.1..'-'i~ V\1 V!1'\.HP::j i.P::yV!iU Late lH!ii'L. Ul 

55 imposed by the SIU Report tr1ere exist 2 posts !n the 
cc~dre Of ~.ssistant D\rector techn\caHv. However, at \east 5 
persons namely iVis. Urml\la Sharma: Sh. Dalbara Singh 1 

::::} ..... :'""'":~t .... i.a..~-..a C'in,.....t- C'k !t..,..:& K··----- ..... _,r"!l'.....; S'"' l:'l S r-..-.f...k-.. .. -..-.-
..j,!. r&P .. ~c.n _,!nyn, ..;.~:. M~lH r u::1ct! at,w ;1. K •• ~ ... o::..!:t .. n€ d!t:::: 

~ 



8 

. continuing as Assistant Directors despite having been 
re:,;-~rted, on account of stat'JS quo/ R:e:stra\n orders 
a ~a-z.ea' h\• v·a ... ~·~··s . ·~~'!...'l:::l rou-l-- 'l,.-,.-iu,..l:n-~ ............. , J...!..:-::i! It\, (, f l I \J •..l. ;-j l) d <.) i::: ·._, ' j 1...::0 l ; '-' <..; 11 ';:!. i,l/;' V t) ~ llli ::> 

~ i ..... -'k;_ ,-, .. :b···---' -rk .. ,... ~to" , .. :.-.,., -.._.;: .f..k:- .(;~,_,..,_, ___ ;t.i.-.- .$.h-
t"1U!! Ule lit~ U'i 10~. 1 t!U;:, ;! i 'JlC~i't.i VI t.l ~:,::, ~ Cl\-!..UCJ! }J:..;:;:,!:..~,...J! I t.i it:; 

SI is not in a oositlon to i1o~d a DPC to even fni un these 2 
1' • 

ava\\-ab\e posts \n the cadre .:,f A::.s\stant Director." 

. (!) The respondents are .d!recte.d to cons19er:. ond pass 

'::\ 
\. .. ' ") 

:-,·-,-lAf~ h.., -'"C""'·-l-n-·~ .-,'- 1 ·1~~-, .. he. r·:->.''>;.- ~"•·-\~,.- ~s , ... --s.:;d vi u- ~ "' r:l;,., v. UQ"L"' .JV'> l.lo Ll - ~vU, • \.l, ..-. ..... r;:, 0 !-JCI;:, '-

bV, the .Jodhpur Bench (subra·) bv holdina Revl!~w· DPC 
• .. • ... il J 

--..-! -~-si,....J.-....~ ... :~- ... ~ ....... ----..J~ ... l-.J .. ,,~ .... - .~.c ... '----·- -..--~--~,... 
C:!iU "-V~~ iU~!~~!~ !..i!C \_'Cl!!U!UCitU~C Vi a.~Ht::t: ~.P.::!.:HJ!~::> 

nc:1me!y,. R.S. Rathore, R.R. 8harti and S.K. Mehta for 
<-l~c. ~--~-!-~ .•. c

1 
,-..t:r::-c. r·,,t~.,l!- ~nd A·~c:.t~ \',\~""·'·!-.~·,- ·~~ ,..,.~·· 

l!l.._, ~:v;:;L~ v v~:r;_\...o .:)'U~\..il. ~dcU - .. ::.,_ t... L.'diCL.lVr a._, ~:er· 

their seniority; if th2 $arne is not already 1jone. 
~~- ..-.-..- ..... ~---t·--"-·- ......-.-.... ,. -..s:_,.. - .... ·-~-:-- it: t"~:t..- n t/ ""tt-~'-·~ 
~Ht:. t~=:;I-JLn1Lit:!~it:!: !:1ay d!~U ;:l.:.:niH!!'i:::: H P'H. i.r\.. ~v;at..tU· 

has 81ready been promoted in pursuance of directions 
passed by ChancHgarh Bend1 \n OA 126/CH/2003 
dedded on i9.7.2D05 ar.d whether the cases of the 
applicants were also consider in view of the d!rec:tion 
g\ven tr·rat on\y one jun\or most person has to gel out1 

and if not, thev are· direct2d to imolement the .sald 
' • > 

O·rd·-- .~l! '-!-..-. l""t....-~,-l:_..,~-t.... p--. ... ~L ;_.., -.ii ,.-""Si)""-1.5 1\4,...~ 
- D =::1 Vi t.:P::: ·~1iO!ti ... UyCJ:ii _:':!t\.~ it! an i<t;;;! ~~-;.. M.ti..t::t 

exam! nina the aforesaid facts. the· resoondents are 
' - I ; 

directed to cons\der the regu\ar promot\on of the · 
applkants according to their seniority as per Ruh~s ahd 

period as regular as the appncants have been vvork!n,g 
lm\nterruptecHy and corrUnuous'ly e:ve:n aftef passing o·f 
orders by th~s 82rich in OA 126 ibid. 
The above directions may be compNed vvith ~"l:thtn a 
oer!od of 3 months from the date of recelot of a coov of 
~ I 1 I 

't.h\s orc':e.r. 
fi\1\;' 1-l-'""'''<=;- :lo :.~ ___,_...;~ ,.l .... --.l.L.-l. ;::!- .. :~- .j."'l,-,......, -··-.- ... ,~;- .!.. .... 
\.~ . ,\J'.;V~V -1 i ~l. :_") ~~ ;CL~c \-~C-:::1~ l...lJCIL .... Lt..l'l...;~t ;,.o~'\::;~1 \-JU' .. :H-'Ofl ... :.,.\_} 

......... .-! ..... ~...--··~~ "''-t,..., .. --r·~·..-t.. :~ ... · ~k- _ _.......__,_ ..... .!- r't'.o-c:-:--t l't--ti--.l-.1'---
Vl !..lcl :::> 1,.q !_iii:=> \...UUI \. lli \.i!'= !JII:::::>l::lll.. Vi i'::Jl!l:::li f-'•f.Jj-Jll\ .. ::l\, Vll:::> 

wou!d be subject to. outcome of. the cases pending in 
!- i "'" r.r .-,""u,.+,.. ·!l!\::)H~ \..V ll.::>l 

' are lnvoived. 

Both the OAs stand 1'4:·-on,-;:;u-l r"'.f ;~ th.c:. abov~ rer:--",· i ,c,· ri,]l•) ~n.::>, ~·J· ... ...,, "' _,..._ -- ~ • 

of the findlnas as . ... given above. , ' . ' \rViiiCn also 

con·:;k:i:==r the case of the 



- / 

'· ·-

-) 

•• 

. ; . . 

. as reproduced above. Tf'' - . 
...... iS, 

9 ' 

however~ clarified that since we are 

. deciding this OA _on the basis of judgementof Chandigarh Bench iri the 

case of Urmilla Sharma as such we are not going_ into the .larger issue 

whether respondent no. 4 was eligibie for promotion, The respondents 

may examine this issue independently. 

7. With these obse1·vations, the OA is disposed of with no order as 

to costs. :-- · 
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