
IN THE CENTLl-·.L .ll.DHINIST'F:P.TIV.C TP..IBt.JNli.L, ~.-T.Z>.IPUH BEN•:'l:i # l.TJ1,II .. ·UF.. 

cP n::•. 115/9~ in 
OA no. 102/89 
Suresh Chand 

Shri Pavindr~ & Others 

nr. 1'', ard.sh Bhandari 

COHAN 

. . 

V/s 

. . 

.1:1.pplicant 

R•:! spon.j.::n ts. 

C·:.unsel' fc•r the appli·:::an t . 

PEF: HeN • eL E ~~f::. G()P2\L n;:rsr-JN.l·'.., t·:EJ..,BEr:- (JUDiciAL) 

Petition against the ra~pondentE on the ground ~1et the 

directiornissued by the Tribunal vide its order dated 

18.4.9~ at ~nne~1re A-l were not comrlied with by the 

reepondents and instead of impl€menting the judgement 

8.7.94 in nl:l.:.er 

Tribun.::tl. The Trit.unal 1-.ad o;Jiven a dir>:.l .. ~ti:·n t·:J the 

respondents to consider the case of the applicant regard-

ing age relaxation on the same lines as has been done 

basis •:lri whi .::h this ao;re rel.a:·:a tic•n has been given to 
i 

wi~~ that of Bahadur Singh and it was duly considered 

by the .::.:.mp•::::t.:en t .;:,.u tlK·ri ty, who found that the t.en·~ fit 

deciding the applicant's OA that if d~3 apf~ic~nt is 

aggrieved by any order of the res~ondents, h~ shall be at 
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merits '.)f th::: •::as.::. Th-::_caze o£ the applicant 

to the pest of Cle~ner has been consid~red by the 

·of tJ-~e order in qu·=-stion e-n their- part. In the 

result. thts C·:•nt-=.-rcpt Petition i.::; dizmic:sed. 

Notices issuad to the res~ondents are hereby 

UkNe -"'P 
(GOP.~L I~P.ISHNA) 
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