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ORDER

S.S.SATHEESACHANDRAN, MEMBER(J)

Applicant, a serving soldier has filed the O.A. aggrieved by the
denial of his promotion. He has a case that his seniority was not
taken into account while denying him due promotion and his claim
was overlooked extending promotion to his juniors. Noticing that
the applicant has not impleaded his juniors who are stated to have
been promoted, we raised a query to the counsel how the
application is maintainable without impleading the above juniors as

respondents in the O.A.

2. Learned counsel for the applicant requested for adjourning
the hearing on admissibility of O.A. to January 2016 submitting that
he had applied for getting information from the authorities
particulars of his juniors who have been promoted. We are not
impressed with the submissions made for adjournment, that too,
over admissibility of the O.A. when it is prima facie shown that the
application is not entertainable without impleading the juniors of the
applicant who were already promoted. We also notice that
grievances of the petitioner await consideration by the authorities,
as disclosed by Annexure A-7 produced with the O.A. That

would also indicate that the application is premature.
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3. Without prejudice to the right of the applicant to move
afresh for the reliefs canvassed on the same cause of action, the

application deserves only to be dismissed.

4. Subject to the observations made the application is

dismissed as not admitted.

VICE ADMIRAL M.P.MURALIDHARAN JUSTICE S.S.SATHEESACHANDRAN,
MEMBER (A) MEMBER (J)
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