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CENTRAL A Df^IfvISTRATIUE TRIBUWAL
RKINCIPAL BEKCH

fClJ DELHI,

F.EGN.NO, G»A.l50g/87. DATE OF DECISION? 10.2,1993

Smt, flanokamna Oauan, Petitioner.-

'i/ersus

Union of India & OrSo ««• Respondents,

CORAI^; THE HCM'BLE PiR» 3U3TICE U.S. I^.ALIi^lATH, CHAlRl^iAN.
THE HDN'BLE RR, SoH', ADIGE, nEf'1BER(A).

For the Fetitionar. . ,,, 3hri S.S, Duggal,
Counsel,

For the R'sspQndenta. ... Shri l/erinaj
Giu nsel.

3UDGE[1C[n!T (ORAL)

(By Hon'ble l^r, Rustics V.S. Ftalimethj
Chairman)

In this case, the petitioner h-g s prayed that the

impugned order of Commanding Cfricer dated ths 7th August,

1986 bs set aaide and Respondent Wo. 2 be directed to giva

all pecuniary bens fi ts/increments to the .pe titiur, as also

consequential ber&fits. It uas submitted by the learned

counSBl for the petitioner that during the pendency of thase

proceedinoSj the relief claimed by tha petitioner has since

been granted. He further submitted that even the arrears

have been paid to the petitioner. If that is what has

happsned, as subfnitted by the learned counsel for the

petiticner, there is nothing uhicjh uould survive for

consideration by uso It is obvious that if conseouentially

the pay is required to be fixed or other benefits are

required to be worked out, the authorities may ' work out

the right© of tha petitioner in accordance ui tli law.

2, with these obsBrvationsj this C.A. stands dij^osed of,

No costs.
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fS.R. (U.S. r''iALiriATH)
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