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BY C II{CUJATION 

CEN'l'RA L ADNINISTkl\TIJ'E TRIBUl'~A JJ 
ALLA~~e~D ~ENCH : \ LLAHABAD 

Review Applic~tion No . 13 of ?004 

in 

Origina l Applica tion No . 29 of 1Q9 9. 

A ll ahabnd ~ this the 13th day of J~nun ry_ 200 5. 

Hon ' b l e Mr . V .K. Majot r a . ~ . c . 

Hon ' b l e Mr . A. K. Bhetnaga r . J . t. • 

A\iadhesh s ingh 

(By Advocate : Shri s . Singh) 

l e r sus 

Union of I ndia & o r s . 

( By Advoc~te : Shri S .C. Tripa t hi ) 

0 R D E R 

By Hon ' b l e Mr . v . ~ . Majotra . I .e . 

• • • • A~nlicAnt 

••••• Resnondent s . 

• . 

Through this aoplication apolica nt has sought 

r eview of the o r der d a t ed 06 . 0 l . 20 C4 \·rhe r eby O. A,. No . 29/99 

was d i smissed on me r it . 

2. It h as been sta t ed on beh~ l f of the appl icant that 

appl ic?..nt ' s case 1•.•as listed for 19 . 01 . 2004 , howeve r,. the 

s ame "'as t aken up for fina l he'l ring on 06 . 01. 20C' 4 and 

as such ,. t he Appl i c a nt ' s counse l c ould not appear before 

the court on 06 . 01. ?004 . How@ver , the c ase '''a s decide d in 

his absence . 

3 . We h<ve gor>e through the r ecords of the r egistry .-1s 

? l s o the order sheet of the court ' s file . We find tha t on 

09 .1 2 . 2003 r egistry had l isted th~ case for he'l ring on 

19 . 01 . 2004 .-a..,..J.., plac~. · the O.A. on the warnu'\g l ist . The 

~ wa rning lis t is d i splaJ"d on th~ 

;y 
notice board and copy of 
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wa rn ing list i s also circuln.ted to the Bar Conn c e l of 

Cent ral Administ r ative Tr ibunal . The c ase be l onged t o 

th~ year 1999 . Cases a r e b rought to the r egular l is t from 

the t-rarn i ng lis t on the bas i s of the r esrective v int aqe 

of the cdse . T he c ase as such viAS incl uded i n the c a use 

list d a t ed 05 . 01 . ? 004 . On 0 5 . 01 . ?004 none had aopea r Pd on 
sf_· 

belln. l f of thP nppl icant . ThP br i "" f ho l der of, s .c. Tr i r>~ thi 

couns~= 1 for LhP r "s por1dents had r~ ~.e.:\ r ed . The pa rties ~ .. ,ere 

a ffo r ded anoth e r opportunity And the c ase was ad jour~ed to ~ 

06 . 0 1. 20 0 4 . The c ase WC\S t uken up for he~r ing <:nv ~ · (.~ 

of the a pplica nt again . Shr { 

Avnish Tr i pathi b r ief ho l der of Shri s .c . Trioathi lect rn~d • 

counse l for t he r e spond Pnts had appeared . The case \·ras 

heard in t e e ms of Rul e 15{1) of CAT Procedur e Rule 1987 

ta king into conside r a tion the r e spectivP p l eadings o f the 

parties . heari''"~ 9 Shri A. Tripathi for the r espordents . 

The O.A. \vas dismissed not in default but me rits . 

4 . The c ont e ntion made on beh~ l f of t he appl i c an t that 

the c ase wa s l isted fo r 19 . 01 . 200 4 oefor e t he court b ut was 

preponed to 06.01.2 004 is not b orne out from the r e cords . 

The f a cts revea~ from the r e co r d s h~vc been descr ibed above . 

5 . Having regard to the above discuss ion we find that the 

c o nte ntions of the applicants made in t he p r esent applicatio 

a r e not borne out . The present application is merely an 

attempt to r e ·-a rgue the c ase Hhich is beyond the scope and 

attempt of review . Accordingly the same is dismissed in 

circul ation . 

\~ • 

Mer1be r ( J) Vice-Chc:~ i rman 
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