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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
PRINCIPAL BENCHs NEU DELHI

aA-56/90
IN

QA-910/09

OATC OF DECISION 'Ml2^^

3HRI G.C. GUPTA APPLICANT

VERSUS

UNION OF INDIA & OTHERS RESPONDENTS

SHRI G.K, AGGARyAL ADVOCATE FOR THE APPLICANT

CORAMs

THE HQN*8LE fIR, T,S, OBEROI, PIEWBER (3)

THE H0N*BLE PIR, I.K. RASGOTRA, MEMBER (A)

3UDGEP1ENT

(Dalivtrsd by Hon*bla Shri I»K* Rasgotra» n«[nb«r(A)

m the ravicu patition in OA N<9* 910/89 the patitionar

has prayad that:
I

•) tha raviau patition ba haard in tha opan Court to

afford haaritig by way of arguments;

b) in viau of tha implications of tha juigamant tha casa

may ba haard in reviay by a largar Banch;

c) to allou tha raviau patition, sat asida tha impugna^

judgecnant dated 30»4.1990 in 0A-910/89 (same as in

OA-704/88) and order the G®vt. t;p>amend Rule 21 (3)

of CE3 Group-A Service Recruitment Rules, 1954 by

substituting the proviso thereunder by 'Provided

that Diploma Holder Assistant Engineers uith 10 years

sertrioe as Assistant Engineer or equivalent uould

also be eligible for promotion to the grade of

Executive Engineer.<

Further the petitioner has also sought interim relief

to continue promotions frocn AE to EE on the basis of the
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common seniority of Ats r«gardl«ss of thtir •ducational

qualifications, on ra©rit-cum-s«niority or seniority-cum-

fitness.

U* hava considerad tha patitipn carefully. Ue find

that tha arguments putforth in ravieu application to

justify tha prayar tnada in the petition have either been

part of the plBadings or u«re putforth in the course of
in. the OA.

the argument^ ^^The rov/iau application does not bring out
any nau fact or error apparent on the face of record.

There are, thoreforo, no sufficient material/grounds

warranting revieu of the judgement pronounced on 30«4»1989,

^ The revieu application is accordingly rejected.

(I.K. Rasg(/traX_^ , (T«S« Oberoi)
Member (a) nBfnber{3)


