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.. ~~;,;~ C· A~ T. Bench, JAIPUR· 
. Orde.rs MP 192/93 :ln OA .596/90 

12.5.93 

Present: Shri R .N. 1"".athur, counsel for the ;petitioner • 
.. ~ 

Shri S .A.H. Zaidi, CLA, departmental . 
representative on behalf of the respondent~(. :.._, 

Heard the learned counsel for the petitioner. 

The order dated 18.3.93 (Annexure A-1) has been 

considered by us. There is no specific oi:der for 

deduction or reducticn at this stage. There is orµ.y 

an omer that the notional deduction or reduction rr@,y 

be calculated and the recovery may be effected after 

the dec,ision of the OA. There is nothing wrong in it. 

'l'he appltcant cannot have any grievaQce partic~larly 

when the authoritis,shave specifically said that they 

a~e not ~oing to deduct anything till the final decision 

will be taken in the OA by the CAT. 

'l'h~ MP·is disposed of acco~ingly. 

r·o·~J?. SHARMA ) 
MEMBER (A) 

( D.L. MEHTA ) 
VICE CHAIRMAN 


