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CEMTRaL ACniNISTRATI VE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL 8 EN CH

0. A.N0.574/9B

Neu. Oelhl: this the -2,3'" jgy of /^3ril,l999,

HON »BLE nR.SoR. AOlGE, W CE CH aIRPIaNCa).

HON »8L E (*l RSo LaKSHPII SUANINaTHaN, nEDBERO)

Sh.N , Do cyj reshi,
5(0 Late Shri Hafiz Ziauddin,
Fyo H,No. 30,Park Ehd,
Vikas riargp
Delhi- 110092 ApplicaJft.

(By Advocate: shri T.P , S. Ratho r)

Versus

1. Union of In die,
through Secretary,-
Labour, Qovt. of India,
Shram. Shakti Bhauan,
Neu Delhi - IIOOOI ,

2, 01 recto r eral ,
ESI Oo tpp ration,
Panch Deep Bhauan, Kotla Fbad.
Neu Oalhi - 02 P^er^nr, 4.• •••••• K8spon dsn tso'

(By Advocate: Shri G.R.Nayyar)

0 ROER i
f  , j

V  «DN*3LE PIR.S. R. QDIGr. VI CE CHAlRHANlflK j
i^^plicant seeks implementation of order said I

to ha v« been passed by Respon den t No, 1 (UO I through i

Labour Secretary) on 18.7.94 and contained in para >
4.36(a) to (g) of the 0 a.

2o Applicant asserts that Respondent No.2 had j

submitted a note dated 23,5. 94 on uhich the

afo rsm en tioned order dated 18.7.94 is said to have

bedi passed by Respon dtf)t No ,1, Respondents deny ;

the existence of any such note and also d&^y that j
I

any such order uas passed. j

;  - ■ '1^3. Respondent No.2(0.G. ESI C) in their reply ;

<1^
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affidavit dated '''1»1«99 have enclosed copies of

various com mini cations in regard to applicant's

claims from which it is clear that on 25o4«'94p

18,7, 94 and 24^10, 94 the Lsiiour Secretary who was
also Chai tm an , Stan ding Dammit tee, ESI gave personal

hearing to applicant and thereafter reserved

his orders. Eventually, by letter dated 17,5.95

(finnexure-RIII), the .Labour riinistiy informed the
OG, ESIC that ^plicant's rap res en tat ion had been

con si de red an d. there yas no case for accepting his
representation, /^plicant uas also informed a

accordingly vide ESIC letter dated 18. 9, 95(flnn.-Rjiy),

4, In this connection ue have perused the relevant

no ting 3 at pag's^a 33/n, _ 47-51/N; 62/N and 64-.68/N
of Labour Ministry »s File No, 2-1301 5/8/91-ss-1 and

have satisfied ourselves that applicant's claims

were exam in ed mo re than once by respondent No,1

who foun d th en sel ves un abl e to a ccep t the san e,

^  Nothing has been shown by applicant to establish
that respondent No «il d^ indeed pass o rdeion 18,7.94
as claimed by him in paras 4.36 (a) to (g) of the

Q a'A.

5« The OA is disnissed. No costs,'

( MRS, LaKSHMI SUAMINaTHaN ) (^r.'aoigV)
Mfl»IBER(3:) chairman (a).
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