
't
-,- T!-:-.

. - - Appl icant -

CENTRAL AD},IINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
PRINCIPAL BENCH

HET{ DELHI

0-A- NO. SOOL/ZOO"

Ttris the l-8th day of November, 2OO2 -

SHRI JUSTICE V.S-AqOARllAL, CHAIRI{AN

SHRI V.K-MAJOTRA, ME]'IBER (A)

HON,BLE

HON,BLE

$lrri Kanwar Singh,
$/o L.ate Shri Chanda
R./c, tJZ*6.14, Naraina
i'.lew DeI hi -
( By Ms.Jyoti $ingh,

l.

$ingh,
Vi.1i.fl9€,

Advocate )

*versus*

Union of India through
Secretaryn MinistrY of Defence'
$outh Slock, New Oelhi-

"a
L Deputy Chief Administrative

Office of the JS(Training)
SrtO, C*II. Hutmentsn
DHQP0, New Del hi*LIOOl^L -

Officer(P),
and

Respon<lents

a-B-0-E-B-(gBAtI

Hon'ble Shri Justicc V.S.Aggarwal, Chalrmln :

The lear-ned counsel for applicant states that in

the first instance, aFFlicant wguld prefer a departmentetl

appeal ancj if necessary thereafter, applicant may take

recourse to the legal pr^ocess. In that vieuu of the

matter, the learned counsel does not press the present

appl i.cation -

?- Accordingly, without expressing any opinion on

the merits of the matter, w8 dismiss the present

ar:plication a$ withdrawn urith liberty to f ile a proper

appi ication in case need arises-

(v. K. Hai o ra) (V.S-Aggarwal)
Chalrmanttembor (A)

t/r,

/as/


