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CENTR.,^ /PMINlSTR/CriVE Tiy, BUNAL

, " ' idllNaPAt BENOi
^ MEA CJiiLHi ®

a A®N0.1449/94

Ne.vOelhi» this the 19th day of July. U9-"

Hon^bleMr Jus ti ce .StK«Jhaon » Actx-y
Hon'ble Mr 3,N.I>hc-and lyal, Membori.-y.

aSid^rttf 0-95, Mukand Vihai, Applioant.
KaTawal Magarj ixej-s..x*

( through Mr O.IMKhokha, Advocate,.

•ys #

Union of India, thxouah^

5 r/w'of Corooiunicati on,TelecoBtnunicatxons,

$3n oh ar Bh av an,
Ns yi| l-J € I.h i ®

ne--5Hent of Teleccmniunicatlons ,SaSiilte CQBmunication ihoject,
50. Ccsirunity Centie, ^^ Respondent
Naraina, HevvDelt'i®

•R

r*u 3 .K ;

The principal relief claimed m this

is. that the crdex dated 18.7.1990, transferring
the applicant to Shillong, may be uuashed. In the
O.A. . it is averred that three persons, simiiany
situate as, the applicant, ertio were also transferred
to 3iillonq cane to this Tribunal by means of
u,ARto.2035/90, was disposed of by thiS
Tribunal on 5.10.1990^ This Tribunal quashed the
order of transfer of those peiuons. T he appli-
ranainbd ill fron 25.7.1990 to 31.1,1991, aS a - -it
of ^#iich he couJd not join the afo-esaid three
persons in the 0. A. Ch 9*4.1993, he a
representation praying that he too should -^iven
the benefit of the judgment in 0,A.No»2033/9u^,
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but in. vain®

2. ite have considered the matter with

anxiety and we feel that this is a highly belated

application® The lavi is now leell^s etiled that

a litigant cannot take any advantage of the

fact that some other litigant, simHarly situate
/-C»w

as hiin jObtarfteri a relief frQi-\ appropriate forum#

3^ This application is rejected as barred

b-y time»
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( B^N.Dhoundiyal ) ( Sddohaon }
Msmber(A) Acting Chairman#


