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Il-l THE CENI'P.AL AOMINIS·.ntATiv.l TR I!!UJJ.lt.L, 

JAIPUFt BElCH, JAIPlft 
" *** 

Date ef ereer: 29-2-1996 

PtA liTe • 1/9 5 ( 0..~ No • . 5 09/8 ')) 
W\ ~. 19/~5 (PtA !fe. 1/95) 

Unien $£ In! i• il!'li others 

Versus 

•• ~titieners 

•• Fespondent 

Mr. U .o .&hilrma, Ce1.11ilSfll fer the petitieners 

Mr. P.V.Callil, C•unsel fer the ~"!Spon'lent 

CORAM: 

liON' BLE Mil. GOffiL Itl~I.SI·U~l\., VICE CHAIF..MAN 

HON' BLE MR. O.P.SI-s;RH~,ADHINJS·.ll'tATIVE MEM.BE!t 

This is a l'teview Pet1tien filed »y the Umiea •f 

Irii !a ·~ 4 oth~·rs '.lnder !tule 17 ef th~ <;=entr•l ~minis­

t.r«tive 'l'rieun•l C~reei:edure) ftules, 1~~7, seeking • 

revieW ef the erd~r pilSSed in 0.~ ~le. 509/89 dilteQ 

28-4-1,~4 in respect ef th~.! respli>Ment Shri G.L.Saini. 

2. We have he•r« the c•nnsel fer the petiti.amr~ «nd 

the cetJn~el f•r the respement. We h•ve ]teruse~ the 

recertis. 

3. The learne-fl cerlnse-1 fer the ~titieners h•s llrte4i 

th•t while \o;erkint e•.:1t the entire pee iti•n in terms 

ef the decie i•n in OA Ne. 50~,/e~ .~ecide-1 en 2e-f.-94, 

it wa~ iiscevereii thiit the c«ee •f th~~ respend~nt 

(applic«nt J!Je.4 in the «fereeai.j oA) ttedhe~ncensiderei. 

f•r premetien te the ea•re of L.S.G. by the D.P.C. en 

3-~~77 •len~ith •th·~r applic«nts in the said OA 

(ifit; he \·:•s feund ·.mfit fer pr~meti•n. 'l'here«fter, th~ 

resp .. n11lent was f•un,:f fit fer premeti~n ts the L.S .G. 

cadre and en the rec~)mtnend•tiers ef the Departmental 

Premetion Cemmittee, he was l)remeted te th••t ca•re 

en 3-7-~0 vi•e A~n.~A/3 ••tell 3-7-!0 'Dut the «feres•id 
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premet.ien _w•s . .refusef.. Jty him. It is •lse stated ay 

the petitieMJ::S ~hat Since the preseat res~endent 

was feunti unfit fer prometien en 3-9-1977, he was 

net eli9i8le f•r the gr•nt. •f the aenefit of netien«l 

fiX•tiea ef pay in the· L.S .G. eitlire With reference te 

his junier '· l!7ho was ~!\j:-"I~~Pt;tJ~lt;!,ttle fer premotien 
I 

ay the D.P.c. •n 3-,-1,77. 'lhese f«ets 9y due 

exercise ef ~!lliteace could h«ve heen 'breutht to 

the netice &f this Tribunal er sheuld have ~en 

oatewerie•lly st•ted l-11 the reply ef tbe petitieners 

to the OA in questien. NQt di$(0les int these filets 

at the rele.,.nt point ef tL~e till the OA w•s finally 

dispesed ef en 28-l-~.t, dees n•t furnish •ny t'reuDi 

te interfer~ wi~h the impufhed decision by way •f 

review. '!here are ne justifici.ltle trel.llMS f«llint 

within the purview ef •"er xxxxvii Rule 1 ef the 

Ceie &f Ciyil Precedure warr-ntint •ny cl•rific«tien/ 

review of the dec is ien. This review petitien is, 

4,. &)ince. the Review Petition h&s been dispese4 of 

en merits, the M~sc. Applieatien fer eonden•tion of 

•At~ is, therefere, cismisses. 

G·J::~e.~~~ 
(Go pal -Krishn•) 

Vice -Chit irma n 
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