
CEJJTR«^L  (\CniN I strati VE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH

R. a.No. 165/99

OA No. 541/93

Neu  Delhi j this the 10 fjay of No vanbery1999*

HON »BLE nR.S.R. AOIGE \ffCE CHAlFflJ^CA)
HDN'BLEWRS. LaKSHMI SlJffllN ATM<^,M EnBER(D)

Oirs^or General,I Car Rieuieu Petitioner.

(By Advocate: Biri V.K.RAP )

\te rsua

He. S.K. Sri vasta vra .Revieu reaponrltf»t»

(By   Advocatet Shri B.B. Sri v/astav/a)

OROER

HON'BLE WR.  5. R. AOIGE. Ul CE CHaIMJNIa)

Heard both sides on Ra No#165/99.

 2* The fact that applicant's se rui ca^ stood

terminatad    in 1992 daos not alter the legal position
that reapondents could ha\« treated the period

of absence from duty from 4.7.91 to 19.7.91as

 unauthorised only after hawing   observed the priirciplei
 ^ •of natural justice andputii^er to notice.

3. The Ra does not come   within scopethe wid
ambit of Section 22(3) (f) aT Act read with Order 47

 Rule 1 CP  C whichunder alone  any o r da r/decision

can be reviewed.

  4 . .  The Ra is rejacted.

( fIRS. LaKSHHI SUaHINaTHi^ )
nEnBER(3)

/ug/

oUot^
). R. AOnE i

\flCE CHAlfn(^(A).
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