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1. Harinder Singh, No. 199900622 S/o Sh. Shingara Singh, working as Sub Divisional Engineer. (Group B).

2. Gurpreet Singh Plaha, HRMS No. 199802221 S/o Sh. Joginder Singh Plaha, working as Sub Divisional Engineer.

3. Mal Singh, No. 199702639 S/o Sh. Gurbakhash Singh, working as Sub Divisional Engineer.

4. Mukhtiar Singh, No. 198308602 S/o Sh. Kur Singh, working as Sub Divisional Engineer.

5. Paramjit Kaur No. 19800669, working as Sub Divisional Engineer.

6. Ranjit Kaur, No. 198800840 W/o Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Working as Sub Divisional Engineer.

7. Ravi Sharma, No. 199702633 S/o Late Sh. Parja Ram Sharma, working as Sub Divisional Engineer.

8. Romesh Chander, No. 198306760 S/o Sh. Chaman Lal, working as Sub Divisional Engineer.

      All working under General Manger Telecom District, Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited, Ludhiana.

9. Surinder Pal, age 63 years S/o Late Sh. Nek Chand, Retired Sub Divisional Engineer, R/o House No. 44, Panchsheel Vihar, Part II, Barewal, Ludhiana-141012. 

APPLICANTS

BY ADVOCATE: Sh. R.K. Sharma.       

VERSUS

1. Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited (A Govt. Of India Enterprise), through its Chairman-cum-Managing Director, Corporate Office, Personnel-1 Section, 4th Floor, Bharat Sanchar Bhawan, Janpat, New Delhi.

2. Chief General Manager Telecom, B.S.N.L, Punjab Circle, Sector 34A, Chandigarh.

3. General Manager Telecom, Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited, Telecom District Ludhiana.

4. Union of India through Secretary to Government of India, Ministry of Communication and Information Technology, Department of Telecom, Sanchar Bhawan, New Delhi.

  RESPONDENTS

BY ADVOCATE: Sh. D.R. Sharma.

ORDER (ORAL)

HONBLE MR. JUSTICE L.N. MITTAL, MEMBER (J):-

1. We have heard counsel for the parties and perused the case file with their assistance. 

2. Counsel for the applicants submitted that the case is covered in favour of the applicants by order dated 12.07.2016 of Madras Bench of the Tribunal in OA No.310/00440/2014 P.K. Sethuraman and others Vs. Union of India and others. Counsel for the respondents could not point out any distinguishing feature of the said case from the facts of the instant case, except that P.K. Sethuraman (supra) pertains to promotion from the post of Junior Accounts Officer (JAO) to the post of Assistant Accounts Officer (AAO), whereas, the instant case relates to promotion from the post of Junior Telecom Officer (JTO) to the post of Sub Divisional Engineer (SDE). Counsel for the respondents, however, submitted that respondents intend to challenge order in P.K. Sethuraman (supra) by filing Writ Petition in Honble High Court. 

3. We find that the case is covered in favour of the applicants by P.K. Sethuraman (supra). Consequently, we need not go into the detailed facts of the case. 

4. Accordingly, the instant OA is disposed of with direction to the respondents to protect the pay of the applicants which they were availing as officiating SDE on their actual time bound promotion as SDE. Orders dated 04.01.2016 (Annexures A-2 to A-9) rejecting the claim of the applicants for the said protection are accordingly set aside and the applicants shall be entitled to all consequential benefits. The amount, if any, recovered from the applicants pursuant to the aforesaid impugned orders shall be refunded to them. Any other amount, if payable to them, shall be paid to them. Needful be done within a period of three months from the receipt of certified copy of this order. No costs. 

5. However, if order in P.K. Sethuraman (supra) is set aside or modified, the applicants shall automatically be liable to be treated in a similar manner. 

(JUSTICE L.N. MITTAL)

MEMBER (J)







        (UDAY KUMAR VARMA)                           

  MEMBER (A)

Place: Chandigarh. 

Dated: 06.10.2016.
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