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~ IJY CI:tCULl\TION 
/ 

CEN1'?.AL ADiUNISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL • AL • .~AHABAD BENCH 

ALLJ\HJ\BAD 

Allahabad : Dated this \ ~ ~t th day of October . 2000 

cor .A'1 :-

Hon ' ble M~ . Rafiquddin. J.M . 

Hon ' ble Mr . s. Biswas, A. M. 

Revie\'T Aoplication '7o. 44 of 2000 

on Beha lf of • 

T<ulbhush an Singh . oresently \'ror':ing 
as Technician Gr ade-II. in the Office 

·of Assistant .1echanical SnJineer, .... astern Rly 
:rtughalsarai qesiuent of . r. No. 6Bl.G~· Ne\'T 
Cent ra l Co].ony, ··tughalsa -ai. Jistt-chandauli. 

• 

• • • .Applicant/Revisionist 

IN 
Original Application No.ll13 of 1992 

' 

Ranno Ojha o • o • • • .Applicant 

Versus 

Union of India and others • • • • . • Respondents 

0 R DE R -----. 
By Hon ' ble !lr . Rafiquddin, J . M~ 

, 

This application has been moved by the applicant 

for .obtaining revie\'1 of the o_·der dated 14-2-2000 passed 

by the Division Bench comnrising of myself and Sri 

S . Biswas, Member(A ) in OA No.ll13/1999. By the said 

order the OA has been al1o\•red and the seniority list 

dated 17-7-1991 has been quashed and the respondents 
' 

have been directed to parepare a fresh senior~~ 

o f ·G1al2.sis. 

2. The present applicant Sr~ 

impleaded in the aforesaid OA as 

applic.~t has sought the review of 

on the ground that the order has been 
I 

giving an opnortunity to him because he 

with notice of the CA. It iS contended ~-~ 
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of r espondent no . 3 has been mentioned as rG'\al·si. 
J 

c c,t·! Deptt , Eastern Rai l wav _, ··1oghalsara i , Varanasi , while l 

the ao -licant at the relevant tl11e was serving as Fitter 
• 

Grade III in the Office of Assistant l'1echanic~l 
. 

~ngineer , East ern Rai lNay, Mughalsar ai . As per the 

office report d at ed 12-7- 1993 the not1ce to the 

res?Ondents Nas sent through registered post on the 

address mentioned in the OA _, namely , Sri Kulbhushan 

Singh, c &\'1 Department, East• rn Rly , t1ughalsarai , Varanasi 

and since neith ·r reoly nc:rt(Undelivered cover \•ras 

r eceived, therefore , the notice was deemed to have 

been served on the resoondent no . 3. It is \·rorth 

mentioning here that except designation of the 

aoplicant ·~~~'-~~~. nothing has been dhanned. 
.IV'.. ....t"-7. ~~~ 1') . 
It , the refore _, cannot be said that the appl icant in the 

Oi\ mentioned wrong address of the applicent Sri 

Kulbhushan Singh(respondent no.3) . We do not find any 

force in the contention of the applicant (res"">'ndent no . 
1 

• 

that he wasnot duly se~ved with the no cice of the OA 

and consequent! · he is not entitled to obtain rev:ls 'ftl 

of the order in question. Accordingly , the review 

petition is dismissed. 

,r,~ 
Member (A ) 

,~\-"c~l,. 
Me~ber, (J ) 
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