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UNION OF INDIA & DRS. . . .. Rsspondents. 

CORAf~ 

Hon'blE Mr.B.B.M9hajsn, Administrative Member. 
Hon'ble Mr.Gopal Krishna, Judicial Msmbar. 

••• 
PER HON'BLE MR.B.B.MA~AJA~, AOMINIST~ATIV~ M~MB~R :-

L.!s ~r2\JB con.side:red the :\eltiet.cl ~oti tion in 

accordance with the pracedu~a under ~ulo 17 (~) o~ CAT 

@rocedur·P. 0,-,1''1~. ~CJ 0w-~f. rn• ~.'11e p~.L., l·t~~~n ;t ~~~ b~.~n '-' '=', r_ '-' o_. J.J..-'' .... ;t,_,., ~~ 

mentioned that the petitioner was promoted in the year 

1985 against the vac~ncy of t~e y6ar 1983. The impugnad 

ar:~z S8i1icrrity li.3t h.~,j b8(3n ie.3U8d by rollu~Jing t.~r8 

quota 9nd rote rule. The petitioner's plea in the O.A. 

was that tha seniority should hava been fGllowej by 

tho modified rule laid down in the Gavernmont or India, 

Oapartment oF Personna!, O.M. dated 7.2.1986 and not 

by the p~ovisians of instructioils e/isting b~fora 

that dat8. That contention h8a not been accepted in the 

arder datad ·17 .1 :. 199::. Nc' 'plea oJ3S t;.:11~<:3n b~l t!1e coun~;~J. f:Jr 

the applicant during hearing that seniGrity should 
hz determined on the basia oF date on ~hich t~3 vacancy 

had aris3n. This new plea C3nnot ba taken in the 

review petition. Another ground taken in the p3tition 

is that the Tribunal did not consid3r the pla2 ta~en 

the applicant !n paras A ~ 9 (correct numbers for 
raf9rence 3ra ground AA & AB in par? 12) at p~da 23 
of OA. T~e respondents no.1 to 3 in their r~pl; had 

stated against thia ground that seniority liat hed been 

correctly issued and the applicant had not shown as 

to how the rostsr p0int had not been followed • 

••• 2 



t 

- 2 -

The ap~li~ant fail3d to shaw even in the rsjoinjor ta 

this rs~ly filad on 15.1~.1902 how thG roster point had 

not been followed and msrely reaffirmad th3 aubnissiona 

made in the O.A. in par3 17 of the rejoinder. This ples 

was also not raised by the learned counssl for the 

appliG8nt•during the arguments. In ground '0' of the 

Reviaw Petition reference has been made to a Judgment 

df the Principal Bench of tha Tribunal datsd 19.5.87 

in OA No. 684/86. It has not been shown how the 

judgment is ral6vant to the present caaa. In any caae 

the same was n2ithar raferrad to in the pleadings nor 

mentioned by the lea~ned counsel for the spplica~t 

during argumenti. It cannot also, therefora, afford a 

ground for review. 

.., 
Le In view of thG above, there are no grounds 

for review of our order dated 17.12.1992. The petition 

is dismissed in limine. 

Crt~~ 
(GOPAL KRI3H~lA) 
JUOL. f•1::M8ER 

Shashi/. 


