
I 

·. 

·' 

' <I 

It1 ·raE .. GEHI'Rj~.L .~.DI•iiHISTR.~r IVE Thi!3UHA.L ,Jj:,.IPUP. BErTCH 
JAIPUR,. 

R .. P .. 1-10.33/96 

in 

Co ,.A .. Hv .19/1996 

L iy.3. 1:.3. t A.l i 

vs. 

..... 

0 R DE R 

1:"'\;:titi•:•azr.- Shri Liy::.J::at .~.li has filed this 

revie\·J pet :i.t ion u.o1er Rule 17 .:,f th1~ C ..1:.. :r. (l?rC··=edm:·.p;) 

61!1·;:,1d i.na;r as un::1e r :-

"11. Irt \dE:v! c.£ abo::>":Je, th•::: ansv.;er to the 
i::;.sue ra i2~:d in th ie OA has to,) bt: i.n the ne<;rat ive and 
the impu.;1ned ·:·rd.:=r dated 1·~~ .. 1.:! .1995 (Ann.-.: •. !.-1) st:5.n::ls 
quashed. HoHevet:, in the r:.eculi::.r f'ict.: .. s. ao.j o:ir.::l.Unst.ances 
of this c&ee s inc·~ the r::~::: 1: ioj of one ye8.r h-:ts come t·=-
e.n en::!. on 30.1.1996, th.o:o r~Sa.pon:l.ent:= 3.re: nOi;J fn:E: to 
ta'ke a.ct.i·:•n in r:·urs~J.a.n::e o::;.f Rule 2::!4 (ii) .:,f the IREH 
Vol.I <.,Jithin ~ r..:.-eri·:-d :•f ·~·m~ r.-,.~ntll from the •:'l.~te of 
receipt of a 0) py ojf this •:)rd•:::r ·" 

2. ·rhis pe·tition h::::s been .rr1ainl:r· fil·=:·::l by the 

rE:vie\J t=·Ed.:itiorer .:•n t.h~ ·;Jt'•='l.lnd th::tt the Trib ... m==.l has 

err·~d in iv:old in·:; that. the refusal to o;J•) .:m pr·:•mot ion 
\'"'fVv? 

~ th·:•U9h 19 i~JE n on 3 .11 .1995 t•·lt h 3.:;=: be:: e-n h·sld tc· be 
'L-- . " 

effecti?e ,_,J.COi1•;;ly fr)m 30.1.1995 i~e. t.he date ·:>f 

h.::..2, there f0re, teen lJt:go=::d that th.:: o.:cd8 r ande r rev i.;,~~~ 

£)
1 

_held that tht- b:u- •r tr~naf;_=;:r of the apr·lir..:::ant ::,e 
~~-
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declared to rern.:l in efft:-ct ive till :2 .12 .1996. In vthe r 

facts a.n:l tht? lat., in the m;,tter and pa£:s appropri.::J.te 

order. 

-
rai2.ed by the petltioner in the l:'••?tition c..n.J have 

has specifi::.s.lly averred in para 4 (iii) of hi.s 

·:,f .J-sbarr~ti·:')n c•:,rnrrences 
.4'~ 

and that)\..ras admitt~d by 

the resr.on:-1ents in th~~ir repl;,• in para 4(iii); is 

appli.::ation at r·a;Je 5 •'Jf the 0..~ th::~.Pplicant h.s..s 

asserted that: 

••because •::Jf his a.ilrr~nt and domestic 
com it ions, gave refuaal t•J prom:<t:. ion 
~7ide his lett.er ds.ted 3 .12.1995 '.-ihich was 
reo~ iv~d in the •Jffice of •:hi..:f ·r i.::ket 
In:::pect.:.or on .~ .. 12 .1995. ·rho'O: above refusal 
o:f tho::; prom.~ i•X1 ds.te:d 3 .1.::! .95 is annexed 
hr:: re ani m::trh~d ~s AN!JEXJF<.E A/3 ·" 

In the r•:>ply, r~spon:le:nts h2ve s impl:i• admit.t<::d the 

r:ont<:onl:a ·:-•f .t:•ara 4(iii) as state;d by the apr;licant. 

that ht:. ITGde ·51 specific avE:rr.6nf.: .in par.-.:l l (iii) ~~ 

from 3 .1:2.95 

~to 2.12.1996." 
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4 • 9e that .3-.s it may, it is settled 1.~\·l that no 

raised in a revie\'1 petj_tion • .Furthr=r fli•?re~ it has 

b-=:tr:n hE;ld by Hon'ble the Sup~•.::m~ Court in the cD-se 
/ 

Order XL~lii RulE: 1 ·')f i:1v.::: C .P .c. Th~ pc.vie:c t·::t r.;vie~·J' 

its ·J\·m o.rder has b-een c•:;nff~rn:·d on t·hE Trib.ln&l un:1er 

XI.NII Rule 1 ·:)f ·the (!p(;. If an effc.l.t is rrade to 

inlpli=at ions of th:::: 
. l . 

ir~p~rrecl~Q.fJ.eJ~ · o'f·--, ,'- ·<t1:ansfer 

on ~half of t.he p•::t. it_ ioner. 8 :.i.milarly, tht rc lev3.nt 

discusse:d .:::.nj o.nal:t·sed E<Y..hc:ustively and on the basis 

of the conclusit)n '.lr:r.-i~n~d at the I) . .A. h3.s been dispvsed 

of Par.:l. 2 :::!-! •:Of the IR.Ei'Jjwh ich is J:.~.:t··~trl thE: j •J.risd ict ion 
i 

of this Tribunal. 
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