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IN THE ARMED FORCES TRIBUNAL, PRINCIPAL BENCH AT NEW DELHI
04.

M.A. No. 427 of 2010
In O. A. No. 187 of 2009

RN RN UIEPR VRIS =0 | 1 C e Petitioner
Versus
L e R A, Respondents

With O.A. No. 122 of 2010

L T L TR . ) Petitioner
Versus
Sl e A I L e Respondents

With O.A. No. 27 of 2010

Sk e PP S 1 Petitioner

Versus
A T R A R N R R Respondents

For petitioner: Sh. S. M. Hooda, Advocate.
For respondents: Sh. Anil Gautam, Advocate with Capt. Alifa Akbar.

CORAM:

HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. MATHUR, CHAIRPERSON.
HON’BLE LT. GEN. S.S.DHILLON, MEMBER.

ORDER
21.2.2011

M.A. No. 427 of 2010

Learned Counsel for the respondents submits that the sanction is likely to be

Issued shortly in implementation of order passed by this Tribunal.

In view of the same, put up after two weeks.




List on 9.3.2011.

O.A. No. 122 of 2010

Learned Counsel for the respondents submits that the sanction has been

issued in implementation of order passed by this Tribunal. Copy of the sanction
order is taken on record. Learned Counsel for the respondents is directed to give a

copy of the sanction order to Learned Counsel for the petitioner.
List on 9.3.2011.

O.A. No. 27 of 2010

Learned Counsel for the respondents submits that the sanction has been
issued in implementation of order passed by this Tribunal. Copy of the sanction
order is taken on record. In view of the same, nothing survives in this execution

petition. Hence, the present execution petition is disposed of.

A.K. MATHUR
(Chairperson)

S.S. DHILLON

(Member)
New Delhi

February 21, 2011
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