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This UrigineL An.tjchas been filed for 

quhinr the.orders at Anseure3 and 5 with prayer for 

redrawing up the seniority involving the appilcnts. 

Learned Special counsel for the sessondents Shri S,s. 

Nohanty has filed a Memo after serving Copy on the Other 

s :L  do 

e have he arid Shri  H ath, learned COUflS1 

f cr the ?t It iOflCtS, Shri U .c 	petra learned Addi. 

&L ending Counsel for Respondent No, 1 and Shri S.S.Moharit- v, 

learned sjecial counsel aooe arias on behalf of the other 

dartw;nte1 respondents Shri Hohanty has f i1ec a Memo 

stating that cjurina oenoency of this C .A, Addjtj1 

Comm.issj suer of PrDv idene 11usd hasios'ied Circular dated 

23 5,2001 direcL Inc roE ixat ion. oE seniority on the basis 

of the rurirci2le 1 id dc'm by the Madres Fench of the  

Tribunal which has been upheld by the liofltbl0 Suorere 

Ccc t v Ide Civil ?'eal No.44 5t;..59/92 enclosed to the 

Memo. It is Submitted by the 1crned 	eci0l counsel that 

as the seniority is guing t U be dr.ujs us is the licht of 

the orincipies decided1 as above, this 0 .A has become 

iriructuous. Shri Rath, the learned counsel for the petitioners 

sUbmnjttEd that in order dated 23. 5,2001 direct: lag refixat ion 

Of 	seniority, it has been specifically mentioned in Para-12 

that the seniority list ereparea and finalized in resoect of 

any cec3re in the 	1e:j± on 	cOfloCol 	rt 	neon n-sail ic direct I an 

of the C.A.T. and dich Courts laO 	not be recocaec3 and 

I herefore, wh:i Ic draaiinc no the seniority list af resh this 

direction in Pa. ra-12 au5t 00 scriroJiru sly fCllc;ed After 



e Li; f: 05 th 	-rties, weo11 tt 

t ne 	h; becotne mt Uc 013 th V tew f thp f€t that 

the 	 Sri L ies 	a1rcdv directed for 

ixt ion o seiWrity of re4h, .lo:1s0 direct that while 

C. sent ant 	ii .ih: iff resh Inst ruct ± er 

in Pori2 of the ciroulr 	ed 23.5,2001 should he 

iijth t? )cO 	abaerat:iCn,, CA 15 iS7O5ed of 
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