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IN THE centru. admiwstbative tribunal
|^£WDELH1

0^4-1771793

Kumari

MS aLl is a

U.O. I. ^ Cirs. •

Versus

1.11 93

date of DECIS10N_Ji •:
Peliiioncr

AdvocRie for the Petitionens)

Respondcni

Advocate for the Respondentls)

CORAMTleHon-bleMr. .i./.Krishnan. Vice Ch.ir^anU

Whether Reporters of local papers may be^R -
2, To be referred to ^ ^le fair copy of the Judgement ?.
3, Whether their to other Benches of the Tribunal 7>
4, Whether it needs to he cir

T'i n:i^ii,rr(UiU-y

(Delivered by Sh.M./.Krishn en, V.SU))

Leai-ned counsel for the applfc ant submits

that applib^t has sought ^on^ relief in the C... ^pilr ants
case really is th at" Anne xure ^i orde rtdated 23-4-93) orongly
states that the applicant was temporarprily promoted to

-1 mot-'-rl-p n£ f 3C t sVB
TT T r on ad hoc basxs. aofficiate as U. JoC—on aa noo

was appointed after aregular departmental examination. 3he,
• i^erefore. states diat A^nexure .wi-.rder has to be impugned.

• ™.t„ces she re iuests that permissionIn the* c ircumstJi ce s, si -i



may be granted to vdthc'raw this 0^ with 1 lirerty

to file a separate in respect of ^ne xure

orde r.

In the ciccumsta nee s permission is

granted on the above terms and OA is dismissed

as with dram.

(B ,d, Hegcfe) (rJ. V.Krishnan)

Me mb er (J) Vice Chairman^iA)
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