lA'

¥ ‘ ?M"*-
ﬁﬂ\ Gi_@witﬁﬁ%j‘
. Y Sihov

AL asne 0
CAT /I

IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

CUTTACK BENCH, CUTTACK

198Q/

Applicant (s)

Versus

[ o5 00 O Vod2n LA Respondent (s)

Sr, No.

Date

Order with Signature

2)-£
(734

P2.6. 88

‘ /é??z e /447§: C SR /;49&%5%1%¢4u
/é;wr 424y4%%/5%%&9¢1 idaiZéL'.éﬂiiff Kk

UscseNOs. 182, 183, 7 of
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on the questionof admission.

we have admitted thésecases

law . Argument concluded,

to kear their own costs .

This common order would gove
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1586€ and C.A,358/87.

m all the cases. vWe have

heard Mr. Palit, learned counel for the petitioners

24 With the consent of the counsel for both sides,

for hearing and we hgve

heard the cases on merit along with UeAeNOW 358/87 and

U.A.7/88 as they involve similar questions of fact and

Judgment dictated and

delivered in open court asper separate sheets attached
to the record vide 0.A.N0.358 of 1987 and all these

cases are disposed of accordingly leaving the parties
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