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he Cen.tJ.'.lal .. A.clminist~ati~e Tribunal 
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-, -! 

·: ' .... 
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Date of Order· 

20. 7 ~2001 

I 
'' 

i 
Orders 

i 

OA No. 90/99 with! MAE> NOE. 109/2000 and 114/2000 ' 

' i ' 
Mr. VirEridra Lcc:lhc.1 ~rcxy ccunE.el to Mr. ·Ajayi Rc-etogi, counsel for . . I 
the appli.cant. ··I 

I 
Mr. 8anjay Paree'k, ccuneel ·far ree:pondent Nc.l 

I 

I I 
Mr. u. D. Shsrirc- , ;ccunEel for reEpondent. Ne. 2 

Mr J Vfrendra Looha e:ubIPHs thc-t · he haE been authcrie:ea 
I 

by Mr. Ajay Fc-etJcgi to eubmit aE fcllcwE:-
1 
I 

I 
I 

'Ih~ learned counsel fer the appl]bmt i:ubroite that in 
' i .. · ' :i 

view of the judfjll'E'nt cf Hcn'blE" the Suprerre. Court in Ajit· Sfo9h-II 
I · i . 

case, the Eenior}ity li~t has .been reviEed by th~j State Governrrent an.a 
[ ' ' 

in view of thie, ·the. grievance of· the appli¢knt preE"entJy etanas· 
! . . \ 
I " 

reoreseed and, t:herefcre, he ace:: net want tc· pr:bcEed with this case. 
i : 
I ' 

'! I 
_'IhA case iE I therefore I diepoi:eCI cf of' not prl?Ef'E?O cit 

I 

fhie i:taqe. Ac9croinqly the· interirr. ~tc-y <?J:antEd vjde orc:.!er oat~a 

. . . i 
23.2.1999 stanas. v&catee. 

. I 

.r 
. ! 

Mi~c. Arplicaticn Nos. 109/2000 ano 114/2000 de not 
I 

·i \ 
~urvive in view of the order pae.sed in the: OA ana, -. therefore, 

i : ' .. 
I , 

ai.spcsea cf ae havino become infructucue. 
i' -
I 

I 

(GOPALt:H) 

Acrr. Merrber Jual. Merober 
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