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IN THE CENTru\L ADMilUSTP.ATIVE TF.IBUlTAL, JAIFTJi? EENCH, JAIPUR .• 

* * * 
Date of Ol"der: 08.7.96. 

RA 21/96 (OA 651/93) 

Raj r~umat· Sharm~ 

Versus 

Union of India and An..:.thel" 

CORAM: 

Applicant 

HOU 1 BLE I'1F:. (]:oPAL I".FISH!ll1~, VICE CHAIPMAN 

HOl~'BLE I'1F:. O.P. SrlJ.lf'}II..A, AU1It1IE'.T!?ATIVE MEMBER 

ORDER 

PER HC.U' BLE M.P.. tX•PA.L Cf.ISHlTJl~, VICE CHAIPMJ.I.N 

Revievl P.ule 17 of the Central 

Administrative Tribunal · (Pr..: .. :::.::dure) P.ul·:::.=., Et87, h:ta b::·?n filr::-d on the 

intimation to the a1_:plkanl: .:tlxut th•:: dat·~ fi:-:.;d d~J.=·J:ivino;~ tho; ar,plic?mt 

of an OJ?f·=·t·tunity t•.:• L·epr·~S·?nt hia .-::ae .. ;:: and ae .such .:m ·=rro:or an:.ar.~nt on 

It is 

alsc. stated that the Tribunal clid n·:·t •X.nsider the lav7 and facte of the 

case and the ar:'l.:·lic:ttio:.n f·~l- an:.:.intment .:.n •X•rnpassi.:.nat.:: 9r.~unds havin;-r 

l:.een mad•? t~f·:·t·e attainino~t maj.:.rit7, its r.~j,::,.:::ti.:.n .:.n the ·]r.:.und .:,f dr:;lay 

was nc.t just and prot:~r. P.. r:.:~t·usal c.f the ·:ot·d·~r ehG1 .. 1s tiEJt all the fad:a 

stated ir1 the CoP. EtS \·7•?11 as in the r·=-J.:•l'J t.:. th·:: C•A vl•?L··= dul7 o:x.naidet·e-:1 

and a det',?i)l,:.d clo::·:::isieon \VctS o]iv.~n aft•=:L" ho=:aeing tho::- le:ant·~:1 ·:::ounsel for 

the i">2.3J..:•O.:ondents. We .:k. n•:,t firtd th:tt th::i..··::: vla2 ~rq ·~l.T·x· ~ppat·.=:nt c·n the 

face of tho2 l"o2•.X·L·cl. 'I'ha··::- i.=. no o:·th.::-r o;~t·o:.und justifyin.;~ a i..·.=:vie>v of the 

order • Thia F:.=:vi?vl Applicati.:.n is, ther.;fo:.t·e, disrniss.:::d in limine. 
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(GO PAL IPISI-IT:}.~) 

ADMHUSTRATIVE MEMBER VICE CHAIPJ'1AN 
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