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CE NTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH

ey a2/ 99 34

IN
oA NS 1233/95 -
Now pelhis this the 297 day of Ap 115120003
HD N 1BLE 1R s TRADIGESVICE CHATRMAN (R)7Y
HONTBLE MRYKULDIP STNGH,MEMBER (3)
£xd Constable Ashok singhy No'd1794/0AP,

il

s/o shimopal singhy
R/o Goverdhan Ga tofy Kum her’y

plo7 &TeHaKum hery |
pistt)BharatpuriRajasthan wHrRpplicantdl

(By Adwecate: Shri sfigs Teuari)ls

§2 Goutd of NCT of Delhiy _
through Commissioner of policey
police Headquartersy

1P Estatel
New Del hildl

23 AddliiCommissioner of policey
Ap_ & T, Police Headquartersy
Iop QEStat?a;‘
New Delhid

if pyicommissioner of policey

2nd Bnie DAP; Kingsuay Campy

pel hifd i Respondentdd
A(BY Rdwoate—£ Shri Harvir singhs
Yamumea 43
ORDER' -

fn iR S READIGE UC(A) F

-

Heard both sides on RA Nod232/99 filed by
ExJconstable Ashok Singhlseeking reviaw of the common
cder dated 1856709 dismissing OA Not1233/95 filed
by him along with 3 other oAsH
2, There is merit in Revieu spplicents’
conten‘tion that wvhen in his 0A Nos1233/95 he did
not rely upon the Hon'ble Sup reme Court;s judgrrient
in State of punjab Vs aakshish singh 3T 19%8(7)sC 142,
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the OA could not have been dismissed on the qround
of unapplicability of thé’t judgment 'to the facts and
circumstances of the ONd Furthemorte nons of the
grounds advanced by applicant in his 0A5§1233/95 were

discussed in the aforesaid order dated 1848 993

3 Under the circumstance Wwe 8re satisfied that
this RA comes within the scope 2and ambit of section 22
(H(F) ASTiAct read uith Order 47 Rule 1 cpCy

£ As nothing has been shown to us o establish
that the aforesaid order dated 1858599 has seperately
been challenged in 2 higher .court of law)y we allou
RA No%l232/993 The order dated 18767199 in so fap as

it relatss to 0A=1233/95 is recalled and the OA is

ordered to be liSted for hearing afresh bef‘ore the
appropriatg Bench on féf%ﬁ?"ﬁ)ng 5
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( koLoIp simGH ) ( sTRUADIGE
MEMBER (3) - VICE CHAIRNAN(Ay
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