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In The Central Administrative Tribunal 
ALLAHABAD BENCH 

1 : ORDER .. SHEET : l 

. . 1286/95 Appl1cat1on No .... ....•.............................. of 199 
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Applicant (s) Respondent (1) 

Advocate for Applicant {s) Advocate for Respondent ( s) 

, ) 

Notes of the Registry Orders of the Tribunal 

• 

, 

28/7/ZXXJ 

Hcn• ble Mr. s.K.I. Naqvi, J.M. 

Heard sri Rakesh Verma for 
applicant, nd sri Prashant Mathur,for respcndent. 

In this cas the o. A. was di smi ssEd in devaul t Of 

the appeara ce of the applicant m 07.05.1999 and 

the M.A. ha been filed cn lO.B.1999. There is also 
a pray er to c <nd ooe the delay and it has been 

men ti med t t it was <nly CXl 10.8.1999, when he 
came to kn the fate of the case and he immediately 
m oVed the r stora ti en a pPlicati. en. Ihe perusal <n 
record does ot sup~ ort this c end cna ti en Of the 
applican"t b cause the date when the u.A. was dismissed 

that is 07. .1999 was adj ournect fr~ preceeding date 
~~~~~~k,'1..-

cn 31.3.199 • when it ~hrougkJia~iil!dJ en the 
ground of i nes 5 that coUnsel for applican"t and it 
was lG~~D8--t=·~--~lt!= 'uµon the ledrned counsel to 

· ascertain t adjourned date. Moreover, at that 
stage it wa for final hearing. It also Qoes Aet 

ne~jt~ ~ tkcn that k.nC>tlledge to the COlllsel ~s 
deemed kOC>tll dge to the apf.J,icant and moreover not 
to gather in arm a ti. en _, mly to plead ignorance can 

~~ l 
also not be ;r,--t!J ace epta bl e defence. 

appli ca ti m 
allONed for 
accordingly. 

;r. J0shi/ 
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~/'4:~ 
. F~i;+aep as I find the res tor a ti en 

as been filed much bey <nd the time 
he purpose and therefore dismissed 

No order as to cost. 
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