
Irl THE CE!'TIRAL AOHIN.I.S·rr.ATIVE TRI3JiiJ.'1-L, 

J«ipur Bench, Jaipur 

*** 

l.i.A No. 31/'5 (()A !-\'). 5/91) 

Versus 

Uni•n of Ind ta 3.n1 oth~rs 

~n!! present for .t:h~ Petitioner 

•• Petithmer 

•• P.espGrrl.e nts 

Mr .. Manish Bh3.n:!ari, C~unsel fer the Respordents 

CORAM~ 

Mo N' BLE r.1R • GOrAL m IS rn:J.~, vICE ...ca\ :m.HAN 

HOn' !3LE t1R.O .. P.SHARHA,ADNI!-ni~TRATIVE HENBER 

ORDEI't 

This iS • Reviel-1 .. Petition urrler Rule 17 ef 

the Centr<al Admini.=-tra.t.i,ve Tribunal~ (P.r:oce•Jur~) 

Rules, 19@.7, _ch;u.llenging the decisi0n in OA flo. 

2. None iS pre sen~. fer the Petitioner. ~le have heard 

recerd. 

3. The •;JTOtln1s fc;~r review ~s stated in tbis petitien 

d.o not fall \'J ithin the 3co~. of ord .. ~r XLVII Rule 1 

of th~ CO<ie "'f Civ.il Pr~cedur"!. t•l·e do net find il.nyth.inq 

wron~ 't·Jith the impu.gnf~d .decie ion. Ti1ere .are n~D 

qreruris justifying a rE-view ·':If thE sam~. 'rhi::: Revie-J 

~~etition iS, therefore, dismissed. 

C-t~W . 
(GQpal Krishna) 

Vice-Chairman 


