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central adpiinistratiue tribunal principal bench

-R ..a INo 6/20 01- '

IN

OA No .'^2 51 5/99 ^

Neu Delhi: d® ted','' this the 4 day of^Tvuy ^,^20 01

HGN'BLE flR.S.R.AOIGE \]1^ CHAIRPIANCa)

HDN'BLE DR,A,.\iEDA\iALLl nEnBER(o)

Union of India & another • Rev/ievJ Applicants

(Respondents in OA)

Versu s

Samay Singh- . A'Revieu r® pendent#'

( Applicant in OA)

ORDER '

5^R«-Adiqe, UCCa):

Heard both sides on R.'A.''No .8 6/2001 see king

rev/ieu of the Tribunal *s order dated 5,ll2»l20 00 in

OA No .'2 51 5/99.

2J At the outset ue note that the |?A has been

filed uith delay and the reasons pleaded for condonatior

of delay are not sa tisfa ctory'«i

3» That apart,' a perusal of the aforesaid

order dated 5«1l2,^99 reveals that it was an oral

order dictated in respondents* counsel*s presence

in uhich he had conceded that the Tribunal's order

dated 1 3.'4.^98 in OA No'.l270 6/97 Yad Ram Us/ G.H.i

Northern Railway & Anr/ be extended to applicant

in the OA also/

4.* Th^ rounds taken in the RA do not bring
it uithin the s cope and ambit of Section 22(3) (f)

AT Act read uith Order 47 Rule 1; CPC under which
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alone any order/decision of the Tribunal can be

rav/i euedj

5,' R A reje cted."'

( DR.A..«EDft\;ALU ) (S.R,A0IGE ) _
nEP1BER(3) \yicE CHAIRHAN (a)',.
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