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CEICrAL AlS^!lIN2$rRATlVE TRIBUMAiL P^INCIfAI. BENCH
DEiHI,

a«Aa!iaJaaZ2a»
IN

0 ♦A »Blo ,2224/94

NewEtellilj this thf day

HON«Blg MR.3.R.ADI3E A«SMBEh^\),

HON* BIE EJR .A.VSQlAVA LLI MEMBER(J ).

Shr i Qafa Ghand (Raghav),
S/@ Shri Aaolak Chand^
R/a A-19,
Garish Nagar^
Pand av Nagar CoupJteXj

••• ®#^pplicai^:

By Advocates Shrl R,mi?ai

V^yStis

1, Govt, of mt of E^lhi^
through Chief ^cretar'/g Govt®' of fC;T of
^Ihi,, Hid Secretariate,
S,Pjaukh@rjee Marg,
Qelhif

2, Chief Engineerdri-igation & Flood L
Govt, of NCr, Delhi: *
4th Floor. ISbT Building,gash^^iSat.,

3# Asstt<^ngineer{P) Panchayat,
Sab-Oivisionp Minor Irrigati^ Elivlsioitj^:
Govt,* of NCT of Delhi,
Khyber Pass, Delhi,"

4'

.Respoi^ent#:

.^-2SQia«,<lBY CIRCUIATBIN)
BY HQN»Blg MR,S,R,ADlGg MEMBgR#^ ^̂

fferused the HA,

2® -In the impugned judgment have heM th^
the applicant had a legally enforceable right
for reinstatement as a Work Assistant only if he
eouM estd3 lish that he had been appointed a®

a 5ferlE AssttI in the first place. He: h^ not:
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fil«d any appointment letter before ys anothe

applicant ha® now himself rfimitted in para 6 of the

!IA that no appointment letter was issyed^

3. In view of the applicant not beMg able tor

establish his case, wi had dismissed the Qk and

nothing contained in the brings It within

the scope and aaibit of Section 22(3)(f) AT Act

with Order 47 Rule 1 CH: under #)ich alone any

review of a judgme»t/dec is ion/order ©f the

Tribunal is perraisiblel

4. The applicant has prayed for a personal

hearing but in the fa::ts and c ircurastances of tlw

casej we are not iiKslined to entertain thi$

prayer.

51 The HA is rejected♦

( Or^ .VBQAVALLI ) CS.R .ADIGE •')
memberCj) member (a )g
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