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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Learned counsel for the respondents wundertake to place the
followi ng material on record
When the respondents were appointed, their full details;

What were the service rules governing respondents’ service (conplete set of
service rules) including part of the rules providing the pronotiona
avenues; and

On what basis respondents claimparity with the Juni or Engi neer

It is so necessary because the court below as well as the Tribunal has
decided every case on consent wthout going into the merit whi ch
unfortunately has a chain reaction as all other enployees clained the sane
relief and has been liberally granted at the cost of the public exchequer.
It is made clear that we want to decide the case as a Court of first



i nstance after exami ning the service record and rul es.

List the matters on 3rd October, 2012.
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