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IU THE GE'l:ITRAL !illMIUISTRAT IVE TRIBT.lllh.L, J.~IPUR BEHCH, J.~.IP~JR. 

Date of order: 18.12.96 

1. TJni·:m of In:.1 fa. thr.::;u9h the Secretary to the GC•Vt •:•f In.1 ia 
I 

Ministry .:,f Text ilE s, Hew Delhi. 

2. The Direct . .:::lr (:onal) we.~v.:::rs' St::.t.\ri.::e CentrE:, G·jvt. of 

· In1i3, Ministry of Te~-~tiles, Neav,:;rs' .::.:·li:·ny, Eharat 

Nagar, Delhi-51. 

3. The D::i.:,uty Dir.::,ctc·r Incharg".:-, weavers' Service Centre, 

Opp.:.site Roj:i.sth;::in Bible Institute, ·::ivil Lin=:s, Ajme-r 

Re.ad, Jaipur. 

• .App 1 ica nt s 

vs. 

Shri Kalu R=im Balai, S/o Shri I~'inha Ram, Village Nadh.-:1singhpura, 

P·:J2.t Hamli-l:::t-s.:i.s, T8hsil ·~h=i.lr...=:u, Distri.::t,Jaipur • 

• • Re spon:le nt • 

?ER HOH' BLE MR .O .P .SrL'.:i.RMA, ADMil-?ISTP~.T IVE f.iE.MBER,. 

In this review applicati·:•n thE! TJni.:,n .:;f Injia & Ors 

wh·:- were .,:,fficfa.l resp 1:;n1ents in (1 •• L. U•:i.-t.45'/93, falu Ram 

:aa l::i. i vs. Uni.:.n ·:>f In.::J ia ::l Ors, have s 0:.u9ht a rev ie:w .:,f the 

' 
•Jrd.s r dated 19. '.?1 • 96 passi:d in the .9.f ·::'lresa id O.A. In that 

O!;., Shri K:ilu R:=im B::.la.i h::i.d prayed that the order dated 

2.0.6.93 by which the sE.rvi·~·?S .:,f the a:Pf.•licant were te:rrr~inated 

1.injer R•.ile 5 (1) of th:· Ce:ntral Givil Service::. (Temp.:,r.3.ry 

Services) Rul·~s, 1'.:16~., ma:{ be quashed .::i,nJ the .:;..pplicant may 

be ~llowE.d t•:i c·:intin11e in srsrvice. The Tribunal while dispo-

sin;} Of the 0 •. ll,. had taken n•)te rjf the earlier •:•rder Of the 

Trib11n.::i.l pass~d on 19.4 .93 in (J.P.~ U•:i.1C93/92 filed by ?hri 

falu Ram a.~lai. In th:~t e.::i.rli·::.r .:;rd.er the Tribunal had aet 

as i:l.e the ·:>rder ·::>f termin:lt i·:m ·:·f Shri Kalu Ram aalai but had 

given °:ipportunity t·=• the resp 1::-.n:ients t·=· pass a fresh ·:•i'd•:::r 

a::.::·:•rding to law l:eep~n9 in view h·~1·2ve.r the principle, 0f 

'last c·.:irre first g-.:i• and other rel·~v'.3nt provisi·:ins. The 
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respon:ients pasSE:d a fresh termination order after issuing 

notice to the applic::i.nt whi.:h was .-:h::Lllen9ed by the appli-

cant in O.A UC· .,i4 9/93 .:in the groun1 amongst othe:rs that 

4 ~rs.:ms empl·:yi?d on the post ·:·n which the: applicant was 

empl.:iyea we re junior to the applicant and. the~{ we re st ill 

continuing. The Trib1inal while passing the order dated 

19.9.96 took note .'jf this f=i.ct an:l tJbserv-ed that there 

was no sr,'IE:cific an1 cate.;rorica.l denial fr·Jm the .resp·:>rrlents 

that these perS•jns are _juni•.:Jr to the applicant an.l that 

they are continuing in se rv i.:~. The Tr ibun:il accordingly 
/ 

held that the cm:1e r passed b}~ the: re spon:lent s tE,rminat ing 

his servi.-:es again was in vi.:-.lat ion 0£ the principle of 

'last cone first go' with reg.~rd t•=• which directions had 

been given by the Tribunal in the earlier o.P.. filed by 

the applicant. A0::c 0:1rd inJ ly. the orde: r of termination 

wae once .:ig.:tin q11.~shed by the ·rribunal. 

2. In the present review applkation, the official 

respondents have statE:d that the correct p.::1s it ion of the 

case was not laid bef·:.re the. Tribunal. They have disputed 

the· posit ion re.9~ rd i~ th~ p~rS•jn8 Wh•J Wt: re claimed t 0 be 

junior to the a_pplic=i.nt in the O.A ~3.n1 whp are stated to 
st ill 

be/continuinq in service, an:1 have st·:ited that no person. - -

junior to the applic.:2.nt had been w·:>rking as Hamal on 

regular basis in the ·:iffi.::e of the resp 0:mjents in the O.A. 

They h3.-u:e. ther~fore. stated th3t the:re is mistake in the 

judgrrent of the Tribun'3l which is ~pparent on the face of 

the record and it des.:rvi::s to be rectif.ied. 

3 • rle hav.=: g.::•re through the re1.riew application and the 

conneceed r~ci:•rds includin;r the ord-=:rs f .. 3.ssed by the Tribunal 

earl;i.er. we are of the view that this review :i.pplication 

can be disposed of in limin::: without granting hearing-to 
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4. The position that there was no sr-E:cific arrl categorical 

deni-:tl from the respord.ents in the O.A that persons junior t'o 

the appl ic3.nt h3d been eng~ged ,=.n-J they were st ill continuing 

re ma ins. The posit ion sought t. ·:> b~ presented now r.:: gard ing 

the 4 :psrs·:ms naIDEd by the .appli.:ant was .n·:t presented in the 

reply to the O.A. In their reply to the Sf>t:cific averment 

of the 3pplic=int i.-e9.:trd in;_r S/Shri SJJ.re-sh, .Mahendra, Rajesh 

arrl GIJ'..rardhan bein;J juni·)r t.::> th-= applicant and still conti-

nuing in servic~ .. there was no specific denL:il. Apparently 

applicant anj th•:: respon:lents were exp::;.:::ted t;) d12al with 

their posit ion also in th1:dr reply. r:!·Jne was. also present 

on behalf of the r.:spc·n:'Jents .3t this tirre of hearing vf the 

O.A on 19.9.96 on which date the ord-:ir was passed. we are, 

ther~f·Jre, of th·= view thst there are no grc.unds to justify 

the review. of the order pasS"=·=1 by the Tril)1.mal 1:•n 19.9.96. 

The prayer in thi:: rE:v icw ar11:. l ic·~t ion is beyond the scope of 

Order XLVII RJJ.le 1 of the C·'.):1~ r')f Civil ProcE:dllre. The 

re'\di:w a'.Jplicat ir:·n is, th.: ref ore, dismissed in limine. 

By c irculat ion • 

Pr~f\~ ,_,,[),~ 
(Rat an Prakash ) 

JOO. ic ia 1 Member 

. 
' 

(O.Pr;Q) 
Administrat i·.re l'iembe r. 


