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■  r-  . central ADMINISTRATI\/E tribunal principal bench
.  • . R o A . No 9 9/2n 01!J

IN

OA No,■21 49/99 '>

Ngu Delhi: this the day of M/)/ ^,'2001
HON'BLE P1R';,^S=^gADrGE,yiCE chairman (A).
HDN'BLE ORvA'^iVEOAVALLl, MEP1BER(d)
Karam Singh & Orsif, Reuieu %Dplicants,^

Versus

UOI & Ors Revieu Respondents',?
ORDER (BY CIRCULATION)

■  ■ r T-" --
S.R..AdiqeV\/c(A): ■

Perused RA No^l 9^2001 filed on 27.i|?200l seeking
review of the Tribunal,*s order dated 26ii3,;2001 in
OA No ,fel 49/99^

'  — i*2'il In that OA applicants, impugned seniority list
dated 9,11,198 and had sought a direction to respondents
to prepare the seniority list in accordance with the

Tribunal's judgment in OA No ,^47 3/8 9 which had been

.  • stated to have upheld by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in
SLP No;'l5l0 6/91

>  . 3. After completion of pleadings the OA came up
for hearing on 2 6,'3,'2001 None appeared for applicant
on that date even on second cair;^ shri A.K,Bhardua3
Appeared for respondents and was heard

4,^ The Bench in its oral order dated 2 5,13,2001 noted
that the Tribunal's order in OA No'il47 s/s 9 uas an order
relating to the Custom & Central Excise Deptt,? while
the impugned seniority list dated 9,11,198 related to
the Telecom Deptt';!, whi ch racco rding to Shri Bhardwaj had
been prepared by respondents in compliance of the

Hon'ble Supr an e Court's judgment dated 8,7,97 in CAs
No ,13207-3210 of 199.5 I.K.Sukhija & Or3,1 \JsJ UOI & Ors,'
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Sj As there uas none on behalf of applicants to

dispute this ayerments of respondents, the same were

acc^ted and the OA uas dismissed by order dated 2 6;l3il20Gl,^

6#° Nou in theRA, after attempting to explain

applicants! absence on 2 6.''3.'^0 01 -^hen the OA came up for
hearing, it has been stated that respondents haye urongly

interpreted the Hon'ble Supreme Court's judgment in

I •K.Sukhi ja's case ( supra) ,-!

7i! Whether respondents ha ye urongly interpeted!

the Hon'ble Supreme Court's judgment in 1,%.Sukhija's case

(supra) or not^uthile preparing the impugned seniority

litt dated 9;^1;!98 is not a valid ground for seeking
reyieu o f the Tribunal »s order dated 2 6,'f3.2G0l ui thin the

purvieu of Section 22 (3) (f) A.T.'Act read uith Order 47

Rule 1" CPC.

el RA rejectodl

( DR.A'i^yCOA-yALLl )
nEHBERCo)
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(S'.R^ADIGE ) „ _
yicE chairman (a) ̂
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