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Central Administrative Tribunal
Principal Bench

R«A. No. 208 of 199-9..
in

O'A. No. 173 of 199-4 .
New Delhi, dated this the 8th December. |

HON Bll M^Ri. 'Se'r
1. Sovernment of NCT of Delhi

through Lt. Governor,
Raj Niwas,
Delhi-i10054.

Cofimissioner of PolicePolice Headquarters,
M.S.O. Building,
J'P' Estate,
New Delhi-i10002,

in®.?*': '̂ °"""lssloner of PoliceSouth West District,
New Delhi.

999

(By Advocate: Shrl Amresh Mathur)

Versus

• Shri Vijay Singh,

R/o v?';?
Dlst pm' •"'31'sa.uist. Gurgaon,
Haryana.

• Review Applicants

(By Advocate: s.D. Raturl proxy
counsel for Shri G.D.Gupta)

e£fi£R-lQraU.

Heard both sides on R.A. «o. 208/„ pressed by
Amresh Mathur, counsel for Review AppHicants

(Respondents In O.A. No. 173/94) seekinn •
seeking review of the

Tribunal's order dated 28.6.99 in n a m-cu.o.yy in O.A. No. 173/94.

2. Both sides agree that »nni iy « Lnac as applicant retired
service on superannuation on 31.3.94, which fact

-s not brought to the Tribunal when It pronounced the
~ed order dated -as. 8.99, the aforesaid order

.Rev. Respondent



requires to be slightly modified.

Acoordlnsi, Paragraph 2, ^
order shall a'^ore<i»ir)^11 now read as follows, "^ssaid

In the
succeeds "tiT ''"® Qbove, thio1,0. daied s i grio'll" of ite
dismisses the entire doJ® extent that It
Sivl""? =®"®^^llsldta'rara||'̂ ®"'=®scrutiny-« KanS'-irHf""'

the Di<?oir,i< -^^wfia judicial

the da?ei'̂ 7'r«ne Appellate Authori ^^ well as
dated 13.11.92 ala"*^ ^ Ifougned order
retllirt as ""ann?^ ®"d set

i?l£re- ?2--d
-"IS!

-tllemelt"'̂
pm -ho^Sii-- o£
to applicant. <^alculated and paid

implemented within'"tw^^°'̂ ^ should be
S^dlr.?^ —

'• "^dl^ty is direoted to
necessary modification "'®

"tder dated 28.6.99 Tn oT"
aides. "3/99 to both

R. A.

above,
0. A.

No.

accordingly,
208/99

disposed of

(Mr s. Lakshmi SwaminatWT
Member (j) °'-"an; Ad/geT/'^ice Chairman- fA)


