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OPBH muu_ 
CENfRAL ADMINISfRAflVE fRIBUN•L 

ALLAH M3AD BENCH a ALL.AHAB.AD 

• 
CIVIL MISC. REVIEW jPPLICATION NO. 79 OP moo 

IN 

ORIGINAL APPLICA?ION 00.835 OF SJOO 
ALLAH.ABAD THIS :ms sm D.AY OF S11PrEMBER,SJ03 

Ghen st1yem, 
son of Sd1tu, 
resident or villege end Post DeorerBezer, 
Sub Post feteri, 
Distrlct-Slddhertt1 Neger. • ••••••••• Appl1cent 

(By Advocete S1r1 Senjey Misl1re ) 

Versus 

1. Union of Indie, 
U1rou~1 Secretery, 
Ministry Of Bumen Besources, 
Development, (Depertment Of Education), 
Govt. Of Indie, S1estri lltfl"1en, 
New Dell11. 

2. Deputy Director Nevodeye V1dyeleye, 
Semi tt1, j-39 Keiles1 Colony, 
New Dell11. 

3. Director Nevodeye Vidyeleya Semm1tt1, 
A-39 Keiled1 Colony, 
New Delhi. • •••••••••• Respondents 

(By Advocate Shri V1nod Sweroop ) 

.JLB 12 E R 

!D11s Review .Appl1cet1on l1es been filed for review of 

tl1e order deted a:>.10.rooo pessed in O.A. No.835/00. ~le 

learned counsel ror tt1e epplicent submitted tt1et tt1e 

jurisdiction of the fr1bunel in regerd to Nevodeye Vidyeleye 
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~ I...~ ~h}~<WeJ '1 .lll .'l8A.,, 

hes A. brou~l t in tt1e yeer 1998 "1.e.f. from 01.12.1999. i11e leerned 
~ A 

coansel for U1e epp11cent subcitted ti1et Pe tne H1~1 Court did 
• 

not pess eny specific order reg~rding representPt1on of U1e 

eppl icent de ted 06.09.1996. '.111 e Hon'ble Petne Higl1 Court 
\ 

pessed the following orders-

"8 . L eern ed counsel ,ho"' ever, contended th et r> eti tioner 
in his detE' 11 ed r ep re~ent et ion, contained in •nnexure-8 
dPted 6th Septemh er, 1996 h ea req ue~ted the Director 
(re~r>ondent no.3) to r e-exemine hi~ ces e on the bar.is of 
meteriels pleced in tl1pt tepresentet1on, but unfortunetely , 
no reply hes yet been given. 

9. In my view, it wo1.Ud be eli~eye open to the 
petitioner to purpue 111s r emedy before tl1et auti1or1ty. 
Bllt in the fe.cts £- nd circumst e nc es of this cese, it 
would he difficult for tl11E court to interfere w1ti1 tt1e 
im1>ugned orde:r. In tt1e r esult, subject to tt1e observetio 
meae Pbove, tl11~ writ aoplicPtion is, tl1ur , dismisped." 

2. In view of the ebove , I t:im riot inclined to accept the 

ground edvenced by the applicant's counsel. Die order d~ted 

3).10.rooo hes alree.dy b een PPseed after l1ee ring ti1 e parties. 

On perusel of tile record I find th et 
I 

not liable to be reviewed. 1\1ere i s 

tile order 

no~ merit 

is legel end is 

in tl1e Review 

Application. '.ll1erefore, tt1e seme i s rejected. 

/Neel em/ 
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