IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH
Civil Writ Petition No.911 of 2017.
Date of Decision: May 02, 2017
Vikram Singh @ Bikram Singh ... Petitioner
Versus

Central Administrative Tribunal, Chandigarh Bench and others
..... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE SURYA KANT.
HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE SUDIP AHLUWALIA.
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Present: Mr.Mohit Rathee, Advocate, for
Mr.Rajesh Khandelwal, Advocate, for the petitioner.

Surya Kant, J. (Oral)

The petitioner challenges the order dated 15.11.2016 passed by
the Central Administrative Tribunal, Chandigarh Bench whereby his
Original Application questioning the order of reversion has been dismissed.
[2] The petitioner joined the respondent-department as Gramin Dak
Sewak (GDS) on 01.01.1984. On the recommendations of the DPC held on
15.11.2013, he was promoted as Multi Task Staff (MTS) on 27.11.2013. He
was later on issued a show-cause notice dated 12.10.2015 as to why he be
not reverted to the cadre of GDS. The petitioner appears to have asked for
some documents and it is claimed that due to non-supply thereof, he did not
submit his reply. Thereafter, the impugned order dated 18.12.2015 was
passed reverting him from the post of MTS and directing him to report on
the post of GDS. The petitioner challenged the aforesaid order before the
Central Administrative Tribunal. The official respondents in their reply-
affidavit have explained that the petitioner was promoted as MTS in utter

disregard to the claim of his seniors who are equally eligible. It was

Mohinder Kumar Kamboj

2017.05.11 16:58

I attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document

Chandigarh



CWP No.911 of 2017

explained that there are several eligible senior employees who were not
considered at all. Names of some of those employees who are the
complainants against the promotion of the petitioner, were duly disclosed.

[3] The petitioner could not refute the factual plea taken by the
respondents, namely, that he secured promotion over and above his seniors

who were denied the right of consideration unjustifiably. That being an

admitted fact, reversion of the petitioner calls for no interference.

Dismissed.
[SURYA KANT]
JUDGE
May 02, 2017 [SUDIP AHLUWALIA]
mohinder JUDGE
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No

Whether Reportable : Yes/No
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