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Versus

Union of India & Qrs Respondent

Advocate for the Respppp'^i■U

CORAM

^  The Hon*ble Mrs* Lakshmi Suaminathan, Plambar (3)
The Hon*ble Mr. _

1. To be referred to the Reporter or rtot?

2. Whether it r>eeds to be circulated to other Bend the
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IN THE CltNTR«L-«0(1I,MISTR;iTIV£ TIBI3UN«L ( >
PRINCm BKH f

MELi' DELHI ^

ftA 202/96 in OA 2039/95

Hon»bl9 Smt.Lakshmi Suaminathan, Plember (a)

R/D^VSna Sh.Boda Tirkey/O D-900, iMetaji Nagar, Neu 0elhi-.24

(By Advocate Sh. K.C .Mittal ) o •
... Roviou applicant

V s

1. Union of India through
Secretary,

"tC'olJh'i-i' :
2. The Director of Estate, '

... Respondent s ■ :

0 R D E R (BY g RDliiflTTnM |

is is a Revieu Application bearing No, 202/96
filed by the applic^it being aggrieved by bha order dated ■
12.9.96 in (A 2039/95.

s

2. Ona of tha ™ain grounds taken by the opplicsnt in
ths R.fl. is that the Tribunal has not oonsidarad the first ^
relief claimed by the applicant for Compensation of ti
amount : of s 96,000/-. Ha has also submitted that non-

appearance of the applic^t or his eduocate on 12.9.96 is ;
unintentional and bonafide and therefore, the OA deserues !
to be restored aid heard on merits. On this ground, tho
applioait has prayed that the order dated 12.9.96 te rouiao^
3. In the impugned judgment dated 12.9.96, raforanoo p.,.
been made to the rrlief ol aimed by the applicant, including^"
his Claim for that or Ik 96,000/.., damages, on uhich dmi-ioJ
hoo also bean arri-.uad at considering the prouision o-/1o^* !
of the CflT(Procedure) Rules, 198S(t«/

Regarding the nor-appearance of the applicrnt or hi-
advocate on 12.9.96, that by itself is not a sufficient

^ ground under Order 97 Rule 1, OPC read uith Section 22(:)(f)
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01^ the Admxnistrativ/.a Tribunals Act, 1985 to alloy the

no or i b ■
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reasons given above, this T. A. has

and it is accordingly dismissed.

(^mt.Lakshmi oyamin.»than)
M emb ar ( J)


