
" CAT/7/12

IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

NEW DELHI

O.A. No. 1277/90
T.A. No.

DATE OF DECISION 4-12-1990

Shri 3»D.Kinra applicant

Applicant in p»rgon«

Versus
Union ef India & ors.

Respondents

s Shri _Advocate for the Respondent(s)

CORAM

The Hon'ble Mr. P-K»KARTHA, UICE CHAIRMAM(J)

Th^Hon'ble Mr. CHAKRAUORTY, MEMBER(A)

1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the Judgement ?

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not ?

3. Whether their Lordships wish to see the fair copy of the Judgement ?

4. Whether it needs to be circulated to other Benches of the Tribunal ?

JUQGCnENT

( DUDGEI^IENT OF THE BENCH DELIUERED BY HON'SLE
MR. D.K .CHAKRAUORTY, MEI^BER(A) )

Ua hav« heard the applicant in p®rsen and ths

l«arn«d couna«l for t;h« respondents.

2. Th« rali.f sought in this application Filad und«r

Section 19 of the Administrativ# Tribunals Act, 1905 is

to dir.ct th« r.spondcnts to reimburs. ths applicant th.

cost ©r hearing aids ameunting to U.S.dollars 2050/- a®

p*r the TLilss rtlsting to Forsign Exchang# .

3- Stiri N.S.Mehta, the learned counsia for th»

respondents states on instructions that the Ministry, of
External Affairs hav® agreed to relax th®i rules and

reimburse the applicijnt, the cost of both ,:th«_, hkaiing'



r

f-

« '5
Am

a-ids smounting to . U iS ,dQllars 900 and Li.3»dollars

1150. In view Qf this, th» grisvyancn of the applicfiot

has alraady b»iin miit by tlia r«spcndints and ths

application has bffcamii infructuous. • The application

is,the re for#, dismissed as having bftcom# infructous.

4, Th® rtspondants ar« dir®ct*d to r«l»as®

the amounts duo to thre applicant uithin a period

®f one month from ths dati of r«c®ipt ef this

arda r.

Th«r« uill be n® erd«r as t o casts.

( D,i< .chakravtr'ty)
nE[^iB£R

( P,K.KARTHA)
VICE CHAIRMAN
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