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Or i gi na I .:-:-,,!")pLi,Cc... t i on no. 877/92

H. I. pandey ,"·nd ot.h rs- _ - - - - - - petitioners

Sri pre eep
Chanarc Versus

Union of India r

Order

This a~nlicdti0n h~s been filed seeking

review of the or c.er dated 6.J..1S97 bv vh i ch 0 •.;-,.No ,

877/9~ was risnosed of.

The aforesaid 0:)") li cc't i on ,'as fi led

joint ly by 5~ o"'Dlicdnts s ceki oo que s h.i nc of on or oer
a ":)0 1.Co nt s

by vihi ch .ii.huei been prarr.8ted to Skilled cr e ce 1:::1

asainst 25~ of I.T.I. q rot s • They e Lso Y"'rc~yecifor

a direction to be I s s ue c -;:'0 the responcents to

p r omote t l;re IJrOflIOt e the '-' :-'lice. nt sin light of or Cer

of the Tr i buna I und c 150 :-repure seniority list

e nc Dromote( the!")!,) Lice rrt orr Lhe basis 't he r e of ,I ,

::Jevera lather reliefs were a Is o prayed for inc udi riq

payment of salary/beck wares -rnd treating the opplic-

a nr.s ts seniority from the cote of their j ci.ni.nc, ,

")
, . Dar i.nc the C O'l1:'Se of hee r Lnq of the

petitiQn, itwas de r eec t.he t after several decisions

of the Tribunal Lnv oIvi no the same sets of clppliccnts

and respondents, the only Issue \:~hich now req'JireJ.,. '-0

be odjudico.t.d was how the .i rrt rse seniority of the

applicants Ls e -v is ;>romotec khe Las.i s shall be
.-J
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determined .. 0,,\, was dispc:~ed of llith the direction

to the r espand:mts this this s e ruor Lt y s ha 11 be regu_

Lat e o in e c cor oa nce with pard 302 of Indian Re LIw ay

Establishment Mannual Val. I. Since there has been a

series of Li.t i cLa't Lons an t. his Issue, the Tribunal

also h ooe o that \'Iith this cd re ct Lon, the e rrt i.r e can-
. ~~k

t r ov c r s y \'*1 SE-t at rest once for aJl.

3, It noW a~peL1r s that t he same Is 5 ue is

s ou oht to be raked up again t hr orch the Lns t e rrt Reviev!

<3l:'plic"'tian.prayer ["'lade in the Rev i e w a-v ...,Jicati n is

that the Tribunal may ~plify its or der da+e d 6.1.97

with the f01lowinc clarificJti0ns :

(,," ) Seniority . rno n st +he netitioners and
• I

71 KhJLsis pr omot e d on 21st ""pri1186

\"i II be as si qne d un er Hu Le 302 of

from 21st hpril, 1986.

(B) The 0roe r s :)f Dr omat ion 0 f the p et i-

t i oner s a ga i nst 25% ci r e ct recr'Jit-

rne rrt qu ot a '<'1i11 be operative fr om

21st .•..pr i L, 1986 t he d-r e on w h i ch 71

khe Ias t s \'Jer2 o r omot e d against 50:6

quota.

4. So fer s t he clarification sought at

(~,) ,]bJ,le is concerned, the order do-:.ed 6.1.1997 is

q'lite c Ie e r < n c no fu r+ he r c Lar i f i cct t on is called

for. So f"Jr c_.s (8) is roncerned, it \"\'oIJl <.lonedr

+ ha't the Cl :-,pHc, rrt s ,rc-:rying to reopen The errt i.r e

Issue ~11 O'er d;..lin, \'Ihich c oes riot lie within the

r
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narrow campus of the review o;,rlication.

Lnvi.e w of t h, foregoing, Review

Application ~isse~~

!l:embe r (I~.'e";lber (J)

SOl
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