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PER HOO 'BLE l·1R. JUSTICE D .L. l>EHI'A, VICE CHAIRf·t;N. 

Heard learned COJlnsel for the parties. The applic~mt has 

not mentioned in his petition the name of any of his j1.mior1who 

has been promot~d, anJ. has not shc1im h0\-7 unequal treatment has been 

given to him. He \'lants tc• refer Annex11re A-1 which is a prom·~t:i..:'n 

order of sorre other m:fxs.rna!:.r•ux persons on a higher posts. He 

als•J ~Hints to refer the promotions of other persons. These 

promotions cannot ~ con£idered by this Tribunal unless it is 

rrentioned in the petition itself th•t the follP'Wing persons were 

junior aoo they hz,.vE been pr·:•motE.~d and the case of t'l'le appli.::.::nt 

has not been considered according to law. On accoJ.nt of not 

proper representation and not disclosing the facts, this petition 

\ is not m.:::.int•inable. The: petition is rejected accordingly. 

2. The applicant is permitte-:d tc• file a fresh peti.tion 

according to law. 


