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Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

REVI EW PETI TI ON (C) NO. 1845/2012
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2 SPECI AL LEAVE PETI TON (C) No. 12353/2012
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MANOHAR S| NGH CHANA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
§ UNI ON OF | NDI A AND ANR Respondent ( s)
8
2 ORDER
£
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2 The petitioner herein contested a long drawn litigation claining
§ regul ar pronotion in the Technical Wng of the Intelligence Bureau
(1B for short). Thereafter, the petitioner although succeeded

before the Hi gh Court at one stage when his L.P. A No. 216 of 1980 was
allowed directing the respondent-1B to consider the appel | ant -
petitioner for pronotion to the technical wing wth effect from
24.12.1974, the said order could not be nade effective as he was
subsequently directed by the High Court to approach the Tribunal. The
petitioner acquiesced with this order and nmoved the Tribunal before
whi ch the petitioner could not succeed. Subsequently, he assailed the
Tribunal’'s order before the H gh Court wherein vide order dated
17.03. 2011 passed in CM No. 3709/2011, the High Court was pleased
to disnmiss the wit petition and upheld the order passed by the
Tribunal. The High Court also took note of the fact that the
petitioner had left the IBin 1982 and joined the NTPC and eventually
got absorbed in the said organisation. Therefore, his plea to the
effect that had he been considered for regular pronmotion with effect
from24.12. 1974, he woul d have been considered for pronotion to the
next higher post in the year 1979 was not fit to be gone into.

The petitioner thereafter filed a review application before the
H gh Court along with an application for condonation of delay of 112
days which was allowed but his review petition on nmerit was di sm ssed.
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5 Thereafter the petitioner filed the special |eave petition (civil)
3 No. 12353 of 2012 which was dismissed by this Court on 02.07.2012
S after hearing the petitioner-in-person.
£ The petitioner has now filed this review petition wherein he has
§ merely reiterated the entire case history urging to review our earlier
9 order of disnissal which cannot be allowed as the sane does not lie
§ within the anbit and scope of the review jurisdiction so as to
consider his plea all over again. Hence, we reject this review
petition.
.............................................. J.

GYAN SUDHA M SRA)
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(J. CHELAVESWAR)
New Del hi

€ Sept enber 12, 2012
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g RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

REVI EW PETI TION (C) NO(s). 1845 OF 2012 IN SLP(C) 12353/2012

MANCHAR SI NGH CHANA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF | NDI A AND ANR Respondent ( s)

Date: 12/09/2012 This Petition was circul ated today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE GYAN SUDHA M SRA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE J. CHELAMESWAR
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By Circulation

UPON perusi ng papers the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
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The Review Petition is rejected, in ternms of the signed order.

| (N. K. Coel) | | (Veena Khera) |
| Court Master | | Court Master [

(Signed order is placed on the file)
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