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lﬁ-(through Shr1 ALK Behera

Centrai Administrative Tribunal
Principal Bench, New. Delhi.

0A-1214/97 ,.08=1249/97 & 08-1265/97

New Delhi this the lst day of July, 1997,

Hon’ble Dr. Jose P. Vergheee Vice~ ChalrmanOJ)

" Hon’ble Sh. S.P. Blcwas, Member({A)

0A-1214/97

Shri B.D. Sinha,
Block 9, Type V¥-61,

volodh.Read., Complex SRR T T R
iNgw Delhi. - - © 7 .i.. Applicant

(throngh Sh. Vikas Singh, advocate)

" yersus

. 1.. The Directorate of.Estates,

Ministry of Urban Affalrc & Employment,
~Nirman Bhawan,
‘New Delhi.

The Asstt. Director of Estates in.

the Directorate of Estate,

Ministry of Urban Affairs & Employment,
. Nirman.Bhawan,.Govt..of . India,
.New 'Delhi. L el e

3]

3. The Deputy Director (Policy),
Directorate of Estates,
Ministry of Urban Affairs & Employment
Nirman Bhawan, Govt. of India,
New Delhi. , --.. Respondents

(through Sh. R.¥. Sinha, .advocate)
0A-1249/97
Sh. G.P. Gupta,

S/o Sh. S.M. Gupta,
R/o C-157, NanaK Pura

gﬂfgf*~f' = versus

1. Union of India through
-its Secretary,’ . )
Ministry of Urban Affalrs and Employment
.Directorate of Estateo, o
-Nirman Bhawan, New Delhi. - "

2. Director of Estates,
Nirman Bhawan, o o 4
New.Delhi.- ,.;,};1m-v ~ ... ..Respondents

S

““;(through Sh R.Y. Slnha, advocate) ,

«:applicant "
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= {Sh.'v"K.»FhouhPy“' o
‘e . 8/0 Sh. Bachche Choutrey i : oo o ok
T JR/O 1071, Sector=&,. .- - .- 0 T B
‘Puram,. .t e R e e
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(through Sh. é-K;'theﬁah_aﬁvo¢§te]

o ..55. C . L versus A " AR oo CT ez

1. Unlon of “Indig, - PSS R L SN AV
rhrouqh lto opcretary, o , L e

&5 -.w--Jﬁﬂ.. roiis
, _'Dlrectorate -of Ectates. , o , 3
% ¢ . Nirman Bhawan, New Delhi. -~ " S . - Ef-w‘ﬁ

2. Directér of Ectdtes,f_: R ‘
‘ ‘Nirman Bhavan, - o ' . A O
“New. Dmlh;. P :  {-, ' ~‘v.;:m_fRespohdént$ , " i

:ﬁ(through>8hn R v Slnhd, advbcéteﬁ R

B L URDERLORAL,d o T T 1
o Hon*ble Dr. Jdose P. Verghese, V)C&*Chdlrman(Ti o : ok

C‘r‘df:r% b‘f o

gir orders dated 6.6.97. 1t was brought to ol notice

,that an Drdinaﬁcé.knOWn as ’The_”but~0f¥TuEn Allotmehﬁ«5

of Governmpnt Re°1dence fValidatioh Ordlnance '199?

e o ha% been passed and -it ha come 1nto force at Sﬁﬁépj_. '

v;éo _ 21 6. 1997 ~In=;w1ew ;of the wsalif

*réarnéd el

coun

.

Hon ble;fSupreme Court

 $73;'
’t_1tse1f“

i;hdd changed thls ddte .to~" 1.4. 91 Li e to oay the

'z§§M}7fdrrectJon . foJthe Hou ble fSupreme. Court';; 11 be*”f'

B Co . . e . . .

[ -
- - ",
- A -




T g

_ S
A% applicable only to those éases where the allotment o
»sa;;q%r=ﬂ? 5 allocation has been made after 1.4.91. Admittedly, in

the present case, the allotment was made betweean

1.1.91 and 1.4.91. The learned counsel for the

respondents dlsputed these facts and stated that evan

though &llotment/allbcatigna:order~ waé-made prior to
“ww@“-'““IT&??ljfthBNMHCtua]:Wposééésfﬁﬁ@wéé“tékéﬂ;on1yﬁ*”aTtéF-”
l.4.91. "It was »alsé sfatéd that the namé of the
applicant had been included in the final .list. of

wey ime . WOULd= be~avicteea;aimu;pursuﬁmp3¢ofﬁihsmbrden;Qf-;th@_
Hon"ble Supreme Cburt, We dé find>§n:apparent-mistake

,&‘f in the said 1list and on peruéai:of the reéord we tind
that the principle applied by the Hon’blef Supreme'

e Court while. determlnlng the.. rut ofﬂdate 8s.1.4.21 and

o 'on-p6rusa1' of- the reCOFd st:ii eYCLude the dase of

applicants. We order éccordlngly“

We are pasgsing this order in accordance with

- the directions given by the Hon’ble Supreme Court

_ w " ‘ , ) ’ .
- - while applying the very principle and the basis states
.‘ - in the order of  the ~Hon"b.1'r3 Supreme Court. and on

perusal of . .the - record we flnd thatfthere “has | been g

"S wﬁmisfakemapparentdw the facem

imthe nwcmmd lt§e]f.wwww:

Hence ‘the ‘eviction order issued aqalnbt the appllcant?“‘iffﬁ'~'ﬁ

- shall not be applicable to hlmwon this account-alone.

The department 15 at llberty to take actlon agginst R

the &pplicaniyhif_ ‘any othpr remedy avallable in law-

survives.
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| The resaondents counsel in all fairness .-
. submifted that this was a matter where clarifi;ation
was required from Hon’'ble Suprpme Court itself and

- they have.taken:.steps.to.do..so. uzﬁce the matte. e

. now’before us and we find that there is a Bonaflde
mistake in applying the cut of.date, we propose to
) pass»the above order and the matter -need not be
&@%ﬂf‘ ' “draggedi-to- *the Hon’ble Supreme Court on this éccount.
,%;" In fésult, the impugned order is quashed to the extent

stated above.

o aoWith the aforecaid oooervat1on= this }O{h. L

- . o taln

is disposed of. No costs.
(8.P. Biswas) - (Dr José’ﬁ Verghese)
Hember(é) @A) " Vice- Chalrman(J)
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