
'1 . .-~v. [lfti:tn) rq'tll rcc1r ~ ~:r-- ·;" -· -:·· ~; wcrmr fu:~ ~: 
IN THE CENTRAL ~DMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

JODHPUR_BENCH,JODHPUR 

-: .,. ·r.:. . ~ ~· ... ~ .. 
DATE OF ORDER 10.8.9! 

M.A.No. 15/1999 

IN 

M.A.No. 103-A/98 (D~f-.) - [ OA No.(Def.) 819/96 ] 

' .. . .. . . . 
-1. Rajasthan Anushakti Pariyojna Kararnchari Sangh, 

Rawat Bhata through the Organisation Sec~~tary 

SiJri Shiv Ra~ Singh S/o Late Shri Ram Bharose agee 

52 years R/n SIB 26 NTO RAPP Colony, Rawat Bhata, 

District Chittorgarh (Raj) 

2. Shri Gurmit Singh S/o Shri Badan Singh aged 52 

years, by caste Sikh R/o Rawat Bhatta, District 

Chittorgarh (Rajasthan). 

. •••. applicants. 

VERSUS 

1. Union of India through the Secretary to the 

Government of India, Department of Atomic Energy, 

New Delhi. 

2. Project Director, E_APS Plant Site, Department of 

Atomic Energy, Rawat Bhata, District Chi~torgarh 

(Rajasthan). 

•· ..•• ~espondents. 

C.0RAM : 

Hon'ble Mr. A.K.Misra,Judicial Member 

Hon'ble Mr.Gopal Singh, Administrative Member 
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Mr ~-Heman t Shr imal i I Counsel for the applicants • 
..,....- 'i 

.. 
. ..... 

PER :~·MR.A.K.MISRA,JUDICIAL MEMBER 

.._.;_ ~.... ·..., 
:>\. ~· • "; .. ; 

....... -"'"· 
. t~: .--:' _.;_ Considered the M.A.· 

·_ ... ; 

. ~ ·,;. 

·-:~·:r--.3~ .. 

In this Application, the applicants ··have 

· pray.ed for recalling the orde·r dated 1.9.1998-_Q?SSe.d 
.· ~i- .. 

. ' 

, 111.. M~A.NO. 103-A/98(Def.). In M.A. No. 103-:-c~ 

A/98(Def.), the _applicants· had prayed that office 

object .ion in re7pect of defects, be over-ruled and 
! 

the· OA be reo istere'd. But in absence of the 

applicants or their counsel, the a ppl i c ~l'fon was 
-. 

considered and looking to the failure of the 

applicants in not removing the defects, an order was 

pa~sed on 1.9.1998 that the registration 6f the O.A. 

be declined~ Earlier, the applicants had moved one 

M.A. for recalling the order passed in O.A. on 

2. 7 .1997; declining the registration due to non 

removal of defects. Initially, the O.A. was filed and 

certain defects wer~ pointed-out by the registry and 

on fa i 1 ure to remove the defects one after a not her, 

orders carne to.be passed in the O.A. and in the M~As. 

as stated above. In fact on declining the 

registration of the O.A. on the ground of failure t·o 
/. 

remove the defects, the· O.A .. should· ha~ been 

returned to the applicant as per Rule ]]~:f·. t-he 
;- .._ • I' 
?-,' 

Administrative Tribunals Rules of Pract'i ce, '1993 

wi tnou t any furi:'her order·. Since the step. as provided 

in Rule 17 of the Rules, was not taken by: the . . . 

registry, the ~ubsequent cornplicatiori ar6se which is 

requii~d to be set right. 

~:. ... -



it 
-~ 
" ~ 
~~ 
-; 

t 
J 
i 
-~ 

' ·il 

' ;j 

I 't I .. ! ~ 
.f~ \ 

~ 

~ 
.. 
. j 
.i-: 
~--, 
-~~ :'i 

'1 
';: 

.. 
> 

'• ,_ 

I· 

.3. 

3. At present, learned counsel for the applicants: 

confines ·_his request _for following the procedure as' 

laid down in Rul-e 17 of the Rules as aforesaid •.. ' 

Keeping in view the rule, we hereby direct that on~ 

_account of failure of the ap~licants in removing ~he 
. . .fp~ . 

defects of the O.A., the Original Petition alongwith 

its Annexures be returned to the applicant(s) or 

their coun;;e), after ootaining acknowledgement. The 

p:~Men t M.A. is di:Sposed of according 1 y. C-:lpy of this 

order be placed along with the order-sheets of the 

Original Applicatjon No. (Def.819/1996). 

80/­
(00PA{. SINGH) 

ADM.MEloffiER 

(mehta 

SD/­
(A.K.MISRAl _ : _ . · · 
JUDL.MEMBER-
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