
CENTRAL AD}"IINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
PRINCIPAL BENCH

NEt{ DELHI

o-A. NO.299A/2OO2
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HON'BLE SHRI JU$TICE V.S.AGOARHAL, CHAIRI'hH

HON'BLE SHRr V.K-I'IAJOTRA, }'IEI{BER (A)

$hri Surinder $ingh Manav,
Si7'o Late Kalu Ram"
R/o NZ-299An Narainao
Fl<Erat De I h.i * 1l"O O28 .
( By Ms-Jyoti $ingh, Advocate )

- - -Applicant-

*versus*

Union of India through
$ecretary" MinistrY of Defencen
South BIoc[<, New Delhi.
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Responden ts

q-B-D..E-E-(ABfl*I

Hon'blc Shri Justlcc V-S-Aggarwal, Chalrmen :

The learned cnunsel for applicant state$ that in

the first instance, applicant wa3uId prefer a departmental

appeal and if necessary thereaf'ter. applicant may take

recou rse to the legal process - Itr that view of tlr<:

matter, the learned counsel dnes not pre$s the present

appt i.cati on -

2- Accordingly, without expressing any opini'on on

the merits of the matter, w€ dismiss the present

ar)plica'Lion as withdrawn with liberty to f ile a proper

application in ca$e need arises-

(v. s- rwal )

Deputy Chief Administrative
Office of the J$(Training)
CAO, C*II, Hutmentsn
DHQPOo New Delhi-l-1o0l-1..

0f f icer(.P),
and

l/l*
(v-K-Majotra)

I'tember (A)

/as/

Chalrman


