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19.02.2008. 

RA 7/2{)05 (OANo. 223/2004) with lVIA 182/2005 

~fr. Gaurav Ja~ Counsel for applic~mt. 

This Review Application has been moved by the respondents for 
reviewing the 01'de1· lfated 15.04.2005 p.wsed in OA. No. 223/2004 on the 
ground tkit this Tribunal in the case of D.L :1vialhotra vs. lJnion of India & 
Others, OA No. 153/2003, decided on 17.11.20.03 held that the said Shri D.L. 
}\.fa}halra is not enlitled ta the benefit of f}BJ' ii'{atian under FR 22(c/ on the 
post of lnspector lncomc Tax whereas in the present case (OA No. 223i2004) 
vidc order dated 15.04.2005, th.is Hon'ble Tiibunal allmve<l him the benefit of 
FR 22(c) on pmmotion on the post ofins1.1ector. 

Vie have pernsed the judgement dated 15.04.2005 in OA No. 
123f2GG4. As t?tn he <se-e.n from Pata no~. 3 & 1r of the }udg:e1nent, file b-e.nefit 
of pay fixation. was never granted to the applicant under FR 22(c). The 
applicant was only giv~n two increments_. which \Vas admissible as he had 
{1ualified the exammai;\{)\\ for th.e l)OSl of fu.\l.}}ec.tor. This Tribuna\. l"laS m)­
where stated that the appiicant is entitfed to the benefit af pay fixation under 
FR 22( c). As such the contention raised by the Review applicants in this 
Re·view Application is without any basi~, whid1 i'i'> accordmgly tli'i'>mi'i'ised. 

i\.ccor<lingly. the Review Application is dismissed. 

In view of the order pnss~d in the Revievv Applicatio~ no order is 
requn~d to be {X~ssed in l'dA. No. 182/2005, H'}uch is al~~o l1ismi~·s.;;d. 
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