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In The Cen:t:ral Ad:r.ninistra'tive Tribunal 
- · ·-- -- -- . Jaipur·Bench, Jaipu:r .FJ 

. . .____, 
Uni~n of India ar.rl sthers Sh. B.D .Kubba 

.... "" .... ·-· .................... ··- ... . ... -~ ........................ ·-· .... ·-· .... .. Versus··- ............ ·-· •... ·-· .... "·· ........................ ·-· ............ ·- ........ '"' 

Date of Order 

4.8.1997 Me. M. Rafiq, CQunsel for the review petitioners 
Mr. K.S.~harma 1 counsel for resPOndent 

The learned counsel for the petitioners 
I 

states that he has instructions from his department 

to "! ith::lraw the review petit i0n. In this review 
I 

petition the respondents have pttt in appearance 

and have a1so filed reply to the petition. The 
l 

learned counsel for the respondent insist that 

since res p;}nde nt has to P'.lt in a pp.:::arance and t;; 
filef ~ly after engaging a counsel, heavy cost 

shot.tld be a\'J~rded. 

From the pleadings of the pa~ties, it 

is made out that the review petition appears to · ~ 

have been filed Without the orders of the proper 

authorit~l and the petiti·tmers department itself 

is taking a serious note of it. In view of this, 

althouah the learned counsel for the respondent 
- I 

insist for heavy c0st, in the interes't of justice 
(!_~1-- I 

a token"-of Rs. 500/- is imposed on tqe review 

petitioners • The revie,·J petition is accGrdingly 

dismissed as '-'Jithdrawn. I 
I 

M.A. No.138/97 is also disp~sed of 

accordingly. 

A copy of th~ order be eupplied to the 

p-arties. 
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