
CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI BENCH 

REVIEW PETITION NO:34/99 f 
ORIGINAL ApPLICATION NO139f99. 

CORAMHOSLE SHRI B.N.BAHADUR MEMBERA). 

Shri Rajan uma.r RoutraY 
resident of: 

	

Flat Nr.48 	Winq 
*Radjan R.aheja Vihar Rowat 

	

'bai - 4 	72. 	
... Petitioner 

Mu  

By Advocate Shr i P.A.Prabr' 

v/s. 

Union of IndL 
through the Chairifl, 
Central Board of Excise &. Cut05 

Ministry of Finance, 
Department of Revenue North Block, 

	

New DeIhiIi@ @L 	
... Respondents. 

istt'77 

	

FRIBUNALS ORDER 	
DATED 

I have carefully considered the review appaL tion 	
the 

order in  the OA-139/99 _jr, 
now søuqhi to be reviewed 

S 	directed the respondent Nod to dispose of the filkermirjrL51 i 

djp5Cd of already. Now the point made Tby the applfsaflt is that 

the Memorial had indeed been djpO5Cd of eariier but the 

applicant could not come to the Court on the day of judgement 

i.e. 137.99 

it is not at all jiustifiable 4or the 	pp aliaTt to say 

that the OA deserves to be restored by revieWifl the order dated 

13/3/99. The GA had leariy anticipated the p05±bilItY o$ the 

Memorial being dI osed of 	
in the meantimE cannot be said 

A 


