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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, PRINCIPAL BE.nCH

OA No.633/96, with OA 1193/96 and OA 1194V96

■  New Delhi, this 34th day of April , 3000
s

'  \Hon ,ble Shri Justice v.Rajagopala Reddy, vC(j)
Hon'ble Smt. Shanta Shastry, Memper(A)

o

OA No.633/1996

Jagat Singh
No.8873/3516/DAP
r/o village Budhaka, PO Baina
Dt. Ai igarh (UP) . . Applicarr.

(By Shri M.F'. Raju, Advccate -' not present)

I  versus

Union of India, through

1 . Secretary
Ministry of HOme Affairs
North Block, New Delni

"3. Commissioner of. Police
Poi 1ce Hqrs. , IP Estaie, New Delhi

uy. Commissioner of •:-olice
Iv Bn. DAP, Delhi Kesponder

(by Shri Vijay nandita, cnrough proxy Shri
Kajindra Pandita)

OA No. 1193/1996

Ex Constable Satender Pal
No.9313/3451/DAP
r/o village, & PO Ailun '
Dt.Muzaffarnagar, UP Applicar

V By bmL.Avnish Ahiawat, Advocate, through proxy
Shri Mohit Madan, Ac-ocate)

versus

Union of india; through

1 . Lt. Governor of Delhi , through
Commisssioner of Police
Police Hqrs. , 'IP Esiace, New Delhi

Z" . br. Add I . Commissione' of Police (APsT)
Police Hqrs. ,- IP Estace, New Delhi

3. Dy. Commissioner of Police
Iv Bn. DAP, Kingsway camp, Delhi Respondenc;

(By Shri vijay Pandita, through .proxy Shri
Kajindra pandita)
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OA S), S-K 6^ S.v;gK
V IHHngn) ^ ̂ "l)

r/g VI i lage & PO Li ion
ut.Muzaffar Nagar. UP s . ..

• • App:^cant

/s^r?"MohirMada^;'rdjica^^^^^
versus

Union of 'India, through

1 . Lt.' Governor of Delhi through,
Comrm SSI oner or Police

^  -'■^ Estate, New Delhi •

i-' . or. Addl . Comrr.issioner of Pol i ce i
POI IPCw-ii-c- T,-, -dns. , j. ,- hsLare, New Delhi

3. Uy._Commissioner of Police
-tv Bn. Dap, Kingsway Camp, Delhi p----M. ueini . . Kcsconoents

V B> vTjay Panciua, through'proxy Shr-
Kajinora Pandiia; ptoav onr,

By Reouy, j. ' ^f^^tR(oral )

'^PPi iL-snt is "r^^priT t-pn-. - ■
1 1 1 Tiri?* TTr'OT f't 0 • »j L(ic TirsL Kj/- wm 16 his

counsel is absenr * "i- -r-;-.-o-n., .n tn. remaining two OAs. Snri Mohit
Madar i , proxy for omt. Avnish Ahlawat ssek^

LJ ■ awat, sceKs =-ijournmentin the matter. rvvv^A" <«-y€>*-^>\vweAv^e

orders Of remoyji of tne
applio.ants are i—'-i-u. ixjcr onai ienge. Aonl-—-o

'  pp' ' --^si ibS were
constap 1 es i n De I r, - p,-

ney were re-.oved from
servit^e on the g-ound of seourina -r-n-

securing Gmp-ryment on
P'^OQUCinQ — f-i—.

employment oaro after en-.iry. The
oroers under cna-ienge areVemovai by tn-Cty^ ^ t ^ ^^ipi inary

--'-p. ̂ oonfirmai^ 0,-tne appellate aut-orlty and
revisional authori-y.
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S. Identical matters have come up^ "oAs"^No.435/96
iSubhash Chano vs. UOIj, OA- 7 75/96lRaKesh.Kumar -ys.
uulj and OA 83e/-j6 (Satendar Kumar Vs. -Govt. of NOT)
ana we nave consiaereo all the points raised therein,
rthiuh are more uv less same in the, presen* three OAs and
ai l tne aroresaia three Oas were dismisses by a common

dated ^Ouu. rwi iowir^g the abcv-e judgement,
tne present O.^s are liaole to^dismi ssea. Accordingly
they are dismissed. .No costs.

Q

(V.Rajagopa^a^Reddy)
V  I oc Una ' man (. J )
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