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- SC cancels promotion of

BBMP junior engineers

A ]
NEW DELHI, DHNS “H! - .

he Supreme Court has
ordered the BBMP to
withdraw the promo-
tions of junior engineers te
assistant executive engineers
given in violation of the un-
dertakings given to the High
Court of Karnataka in July
2018.
AbenchofJusticesUULal-

it,InduMalhotraand Hemant -

Gupta disposed of contempt
proceedings against the then
BBMP Commissioner N Man-
junath Prasad and others af-
ter the officials, led by senier
advocate Basava P Patil and
advocate Sanjay M Nuli, ten-
dered an unconditional apol-
ogy for breaching the high
court’sinterim orders.

The officials conceded that
the promotions were givenon
an“incorrectunderstanding”
of the directionsissued by the
apex court in the B K Pavitra
(2017) judgement {The court
had declared the provisions
ofthe 2002 Karnataka lawon
the profagrion of employees
belongiigto the SC/ST cat:
egory asititra vires right to
equalitypand others).
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Té this, the court ordered
that the promoted officers
‘be reverted to their original
“posts but no proceedings for
recovering monetary benefits
or emoluments be initiated
againstanyone.

“While exercising jurisdic-
tion in contempt, we may not
punish the contemnors if the
act committed by themwould
be within the sphere of bona
fide and mistaken impres-
sion,” the bench said. “But
at the same time, any act in
transgression or violation of
the binding nature of the or-
ders passed by the court can-
notbeallowedtostandandthe
relagonship between the par-
ties)gannot be allowed to be
goterped by such invalid act.”

TheHop court allowed an

appeal filed by Imran P Aand
othersagainstthe highcourt’s
order of January 8, 2015.
The high court had declined
to initiate contempt proceed-
ings against the BBMP's top
officers.

The petitioners contend-

ed that despite clear interim
directions by the high court,
themunicipal bodyissued the
promotions orders on July 12
and July 30, 2018. Some jun-
iorengineers (Group‘Cywere
directlypromoted to assistant
executive engineers (Group
A) .
During the hearing, some
of the officers, acting as in-
tervenors, contended that
they were entitled to the pro-
motions. To this, the court
clarified that it was not deal-
ing either with the merits or
demerits of the entitlement
of any section of the officers.

It also said the affected
party may approach the high
court for expeditious dis-
posal of the matter and can
even plead for changing the
interim orders, byt only after
the promotions Grders were
withdrawn. Mgl
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