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„  lith day of Fobruaoy.
Mew Oalbi tnis y ^ +

K. S^ra^»«an ^ .. .ppl.cabt
106,
(By applicant himseir;

versus-

.^' H%efeS-. S°"th Block, Ne« Delhi^ ^
y. ̂ 'ofnt Sacr.tarvCT^'';^^^ oelbl . ■

M/Defsrice, t j-a
ORDERdti circulation) ' . .

sDolication against
,■ =„t has filed

"" C605/96 for recallIM thatA -yi ^ 97 in OA 2505/yo rorthe order dated • ■, ^ellevins otder
,  „„ the oroond that a copy of thet „as not available «lth hr. rn

fro. the old departnent «as no
-+t»rhed wil^^t  • u tic has now attacrieu

"  clearly mentioned in the 3udgen>ent and order2. 11^ clea y ■ produce. t d 27 1.97 that the "Nor. the counse
r  that could establish that he wasany evldence/docunen e office enablIns hi. tc ■

■ relieved of his duties roro p_7-,. order
j  transfer-as alleged.„rry out the order of tr order".

.  lacks the usual features of a- regu
of the said relieving order dated 20.11.9^The copy of the .,,,nt as Annexure RA-2 wHh

now been produced by e ^ relating to the
-  the review applleant,- This - as on

of his resignation fro. his previous officeacceptance of his ,„3Me hl.'to take up
as "a technical formality so as

•  t pnt as Sr.- Technical Assistant in the Minist yappointment as gr.
K. in .-c it is stated that he stoodof Defence'. -Nowhere

relieved -or--that - he was- entitled --to- all - transfer
benefits,as-envisaged under the rules on- the subject.
3. In the premises, the RA fail-s and
accordingly.

cer

is dismissed

-  -,(S.PT-6l'swaiT
Member(A)

/gtv/


