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Central Admi nistrati ve i r 1 buna"'
Pr1nc1pal Bench

R.A. No. 32 of 2001

i n
C.P, No. 326 of 2000

O.A; No. 460 of 139>

New Delhi, dated this the January,

HON'BLE MR. 3.R. ADIGE, VICE CHAIRMAN (A)
HON'BLE DR. A. VEDAVALLI, MEMBER (J)

In the matter of:

2001

Mrs. Lalita Kumar .. Reviev/ Applicant

Versus

Government of NCT> Delhi & Ors. ...Respondents

ORDER ("By Circulation)

S.R. ADIGE, VC (A)

Perused the R.A.

2. For an R.A. to be entertair.ed under the

provisions of Section 22 (3)(f) A.T. Act read with

Order 47 Rule 1 C.P.C., tliere must be an error or

mistake apparetit on the body of the order dated

18.12.2000 or alternatively applicant should have

discovered so;ne new and important ma'ctor or evidence

v/hich after th.u exercise of due dilia©noe v/as not

within t!ie knowledge or could nut be produced by him

at t!ie time th= dec"oi-jn/order was pdoi-ed, or for any

otl'ier sufricie.itj meaning analogous; r^asori.

3. No error apparetit on tl.o face of the

Tribunal'^ crd-^r dj.ted 13.12.2000 liui b^zir. mantioned

in the R.A. Till the rei>pundet;ts c.u.tually held

to be cuiitem.'iors. th'c^y ca.) unly be .-cif^rred to as

al'eoed uonteianors. Disucvery of a;,y new and



rsaS'jiT rids ,i*jo '00811 sp'dlu u..4o i "r i ca 1 "Iy and

clearly In tfte R.,^. Neitl.er dij;jVi ^.cint nur her

counsel cippear-ed 'jven on ^ucunJ ca" 1 the C.P.

came up -ror [ifea/'ng on. 13.12.2000. Evun othei^wisej

therw arc no valid and tu'ij.bia cj-^ounds for allowing

the R.A. as alruady notee! ^upra.

4. R.A. 1j> tl'ie/'e fore, ^ejej.tod.

(Dr, A. Vudaval
M'^niber (J;

3.R. Adi ye )
;o ?!;ciirman (A)
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