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Review retitlon No. 661 of 1990 

T .. l:t. !:\jo. 164 of 1987 

Shri Sumer Chana Pal f-eti t.ioner. 

Versus 

Cnion of Indian and another ResponCents. 

1-!on. '·r. Justice.C .. Sr.ivLlstcva,VAC. 
Hon. "r • • .::. .. B.- Gorthi.L....~.,..", . _ , 'C' • 

-~J:.)2 .r-:on. r. l ust.l.~ , .... r~vas.VC) 
This Review ~etition has been filed by the Union 

of India agai "1st the j udgl1'ent dated 28.9.1990 pas ~ec1 

by this Tribunal. Sri l.K. Gaur, learned counsel for 

the Union of Indi h2 s 1-' roduced tre record of t1:is case 

before us anc. from the record it ha s been .fa-und tha t 

the charge-sheet against the applicant has been issued 

to the applicant but the applicant did not appe2r before 

the enquiry cfficer or en .'l.1iry committee and thereafter, 
on 

the Rcil~·a.l . ..l,drninistration decided to holCLex-parte 

enquiry cme. the docU'nents ,,;hich are procuced before us 

by the learned counsel for the respondents rave no 

force to stand the revievi applic?tion. 

2. In these circumstances, the revie\'} applic.:-.,t:.ion 

of the respon::l ents is hereby disrni s sed and accordingly 

it is dismissed. Eov,'ever, it is for the union of India, 

if it not,";i thstanding the dismj ss~' of reviE"t.] application, 

it can ,tJroceed in accordance v.rith law, if it: so advised. 

~---J~ 
Mem be r (.;:ij Vice-Chairman. 

Dated: 9.12.1S~1 

(n.u.) 


