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VERSUS 

C0unael for the applicant. 

Counsel for th~ respondents. 

Hon 'ble Hr.· ,J\L3t.ic"=: D.L. tv!ehi:a, Vi;::.:::-Chairm2m 

PEr 'T'"">:I.,....,-r ~-- J1Tc::r.o-··•-r;-• r T c,·."'?T.:T•·I"· 
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It vJas 

r~spondenta ha~a challenged the S6niority so given and 

S.jYplic::J.n ts 

reli2f C5n be granted, the c3se may bs conEiderad, 

., 
~·. However, it is clarified that it should be 

passed, then the resf0ndents are dir2ct2d to hear all 

the concerned parties after giving them notic~s cr ... 
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