
central ACniNlSTRari v/e tribunal principal bench

NEU DELHI,.

R, A.No. 163/1996

IN

0 .A.No.702/94
/h

New Oalhi: this ths /^' day of 3anusry9

HON*BLE nR.S.R.ADlGE fn0»lBER(A)o

HON'BLE ORoA.VEOAVALLI, l»IEnBER(3),

1. Oirecto r of education,
Oalhi Adninistrationj
Old Secretariatp
Delhi,

fh v

f> .

2. Lt» Governor
through

Chief Secretary9
Go vt. of NCT of Delhi,

5, Sham Nath Plarg,

Del hi
(By Advocates Shri Arun Bharduaj)*

\/ersu8

• Revi eu app1 i can ts«

Shri 5 .N» S hatma,

S/o Late Shri S. R. Shanna,
f/o House No,7205, Gali No,2,
Prem Nagar, Near Birla Mill,
Delhi- 7,

( By Advocates Shri S.Bisaria),

ORDER

• *.. ffesponddi t(0 rlginal:

applicsR.t)

BY HON'BLE NR.S.R.APIGE.NOTBERfAK

Hea rdo

2. The applicant had filed 0 .A.Ng. 702/94 uhi&h

was disposed of by judgment dated 10,11,94 granting

him certain benefits. Thereafter he filed C.P,No, 105/95

alleging non-imp 1em an tation of the Tribunal's juc^aot

dated 10,11,94, but thereafter on 18,3.96 appeared bejfb

the Tribuneil ^nd prayed that the CP be treated as

uithdraun as the relief prayed for by hira had since

granted. This fact had be-m.-npted in order dated

18.3.96 and the CP uas dismissed as uithdrsun.



f

that v/ieu of the mattarp we sea no

reason to adjudicate the ra, Furtheunore ue no te

that the R. A. is grossly barred by limitation and

the grounds tak^ in PI»ApNo, 1786/96 for condonation

of delay are not satisfactoryo

4. The RA is rejected®
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( OR.A.VFDAUALLI )
PlEn0rR(3)

( S.RpAOlGt )
PlSPtBFR ( a)

/ug/


