
Trih.mPl principal BenchCentral Administrative Tribun-l.
p A.. No. 276/99 In

n.Ai No= 2126/98

Mew Delhi this the^^Nay of lanuary, 2000
H„„.ble Mr.KuldiP Singh.Member U)

r, t D--. n/ri Shri LachmanBaby Bcf. ..'. u/o j.h - AHv^oate
r/o Vinod Kumari Mehra aqv.. ..
R/o N756-A, Narain Nagar»
Laxrni Nagar»
DeIhi-92.

Review Applie-ant

Versus

Ijn i on of I ri dla th f ough
The General _Manager ^ n,.„,<;e
fjrirthern Railway ~ai o-t-
K^G. Marg. New Delhi.

— T D "i 1 UJr^ V ^3 n
The Divisional Rai-V-a? ■
D.R.M.'s Office1
Northern Railway>
New Delhi.

T ti e A r D. R. N
O.R.M. Officei,
Northern Raiiwavo
Hew Delhi.

h

^  D(tv(c<tririne 1 Ofl iu-'er;.
The .Qivision-.-1 • " ' prirH Rfiad.
Northern Railway -helm-. pjespondents
New Delhi.

Q^ncp P.V OIRCULAIIQI

BV c»..-hie Mr. KumE-mab^Jaatei:-iJl

V  »'*
u  r, hv t-he applicant for

This RA has been filed p,
or-aH in OA wo. 2126 of 1998 on

review of the order pa-s^^eu m

5. i 1 . 9 9 .

Th» applicant has tried to reagltate the same
Which She had raised in the OA. All the grounds

taken in the RA were considered at great length b/
Tribunal while deciding the O.A.

After going ihrough the RA and the grounds taken



r
rin the face of

T Hn nnt find any errortherein, -

r.^nrire review o1 the or--.
,,e record .hicn may ^

1  ppr In the circums-c„r
order XLVII Rule 1 tPC. t-

rejected.

(Kuldip Siwgh)
Mefliber

Rakesh


