
o CCNTHAL AOniNISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH

RViA .'No .'210/99 [nX
IN

OA No^2264/93

Nevj Delhi: this the ^ day of No van ber,'2000^1
HON*BLE mRlsMADIGEjl/ICE CHAIRriAN<A)r
HON'BLE DRrA'|\/E0A\/ALLI,nEnffR(3)

1f Union of India
through

Secretary^
Ministry of -Harae Affair^

 North Block^''
Neu Oelhi^

2#' Oirector^
Intelligence Bureau'^

 Plinistry of Home Affairs^
Neu Delhif

3/ Shri S."C?\/ardiaf
section Officer^i*
Ministry of Home Affairs®
In telligencjs Bureau^
North Block^
Neu 0 el hi

(By  Advocate: Shri S^WfArif )
ye Tsuy^

Shri Babu Ram^
S/o Shri Phool Singhf
Assistant^"

 U6^ N'lArya-Nagarf
Meerut Roadf
Ghaziabad(up)

(By Advocate: shri S'fC^Luthra)

Mr.^S.R.Adioefunffly

o^l'Appli can ts-^  esponden ta
in GaJF

  >Besponden t(Appl i can t
in OA)

Heard both sides on RA No,''210/99 seeking
review       of the dated inTribunal*3 order 23,'?,'99
OA No;^2264/9g|
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2'^ In para ^ of that order it had beai obser\/Bd

that it Was not ciear from the DPC proceedings whether

applicant who belonged to SC comrrajnity was being

considered for   promotion to a reserved  posi^j and if

so whether he was assessed by relaxed standards

in terms of DP & AR«s Onsdated 12|l0l^SD and  22#4|92 i
Accordingly respondents had bean directed to conduct

a review DPC to consider applicant's promotiofi Ss •

S,0» with effect from the date his juniors were

so prompted '̂   in withaccordance what had been stated
 . *•**

  abovef and also other relevant rules and instructions^

^ In para 3(b) of tfie RA> it has been  stated with
reference to the aboyef^ that applicant was considered

against a reserved ppst. in the 1991 DPC but was found

not yet fit for promptdon^ It is emphasised that DP &ARt
one d^ted 12'̂ Ho?90 and 22f'^92relate to  selection posts
uhereas the 1991 DPC met to make recommendations in '

respect  of non-selection posi^^
This Specific assertion of respondents noticed

in para  3 above has not been specifically denied by

the  review respondent (applicant in toe Oa)o

5,' Under the circumstan   ceV ws s^re satisfied that

there is an error apparent on the fact of the record

within the meaning of section 22(3)  (f)AT Act read

with Order 47 Rule 1 CPCv

el RA N0I2IO/99 is allowedV and OA No,2264/93 is
dianissed# No costs^

,jV'
ioR.ADIQE )(DR.A.UCDAyALLI  ) (S.

lCnBER(D) \/ICE CHAIRMAN (a)

/«§/
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