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GE'!'t AL .A.J . • L' !ISD:l TI'lE TnIBUll1'\.L , ALLAHABA'J BE.rCH • 

• • • 

O . A. No . 1 739 of 1994 

Oat ed : 20 . 4 . J. 995 ____ ...... _ -
Hon . !/a:- . s. Das Gupta , iilember ( AJ 
Hon . J\'ir ._ T .. L . Verma , _J . ,V\ . 

JI • S • Sri v ast av a , son of 1 a t e Sr i J • ? • 

5rivnst ~v a ,R/o 30 balr ampur House , 

Al 1 ah au ad . 
( fy 

• • • • • • Applic ant . 
Advocate Sri A. \J .. Slnha ) 
Versus 

Union of India 
and others . 

0 R DER 
------

• • • • • • Res pondents • 

( 8',r Hon . ~.1r . s. Das Gupta , r11ember(A) ) 

t: )n e r pj'.)e r.r ed on behalf of the applicant even 

2fter t he c -35 e \~12s c alled twice a nd no request 

for adjournment ha s a lso been made . 

~~ 
T he a pp lie ant in this c ase i:s !'Jt ated the benefit 

~ t 
l.). 

of the decision of this Tribunal O'f' the c =si:? of 

T . A. No . 241 of 1987 O .. P . Khare 'fs . C & . i..1 .. Sin ilar 

matters h av c already be9n considered in the c ase of 

P .. K • R c~ · Vs • C & A .. G .. and R .. 5 . Te\'Jari Vs . C & A.G. 

In all these cas~s , the relief cl aimed was that the 
C'.r ~(°( 

benefit of P . !( . l1~i. 1 s c c~se should also be extended 

t o them. These c ()S es wer e dismiss ad in view of 

the reasons a ive n in det~i l i n the decision of 
~ 

these c as os . 
' 

\)4 t.J..4-
2 . Since t he c ase before us in par <1-m ateria ~ the 

;..._ ...... 
c.:ise of l-' .K . K. frl and rl . S . Te-.~?.ri , as such , '.\'a 

~ . I 

). 



• 
• 

I 

• 

• • • -· 

-

I 

' 

ij. 2 -

see no r ea son for adjourning the c ase any further 

as the controver sy in thi s case has already been 

settled. The C J S e i s , t her efore, dismissod at 

t he ad mission s ·i..t!ge . 

t1ember ( A) t 

( n . u. ) 
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