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                        RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

                   CIVIL APPEAL No. 5086-5087/1997 @@
                   EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

        Union of India & Ors.                           Appellant (s)

                           VERSUS

        L.M. Srivastava                                  Respondent(s)

        (With Office Report)

   Date : 27.09.2001   This appeal was  called on for hearing  today.@@
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

   CORAM :
            HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.B. PATTANAIK
            HON’BLE MRS JUSTICE RUMA PAL

   For Appellant  (s)   Mr. C.V.S.Rao,Adv. for
                        Mrs. Anil Katiyar,Adv.

  For  Respondent (s)   Mr. K.S. Rana,Adv.(N.P.)

          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                              O R D E R

........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T...................J.

.SP2
                The  learned counsel appearing for the Union of India
        is  not in a position to tell us the relevant rules governing
        the  seniority in case an employee was found to be surplus in
        his  original  cadre,  and then gets adjusted  in  any  other
        cadre.  The counsel is directed to produce the relevant rules
        in this regard on the next date of hearing.
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                (Y.P.Dhamija)               (Suneet Bala Sharma)
                 Court Master                 Court Master


