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IN THE CENTRAL AOmNISTRATIUE TRI3UNaL
PRINCIPAL BlNCH
NEU OELEl

Data of dacision 7o11»'^9o
O.A» No.403/96
MA 2295,2296/9 6 ^ ^
Hon'bla Smt. Lakshmi Suaminathan, nemba
Hon'ble Shri K.^uthukumat, flambar CA)

Sh.Surandra Narain Saxena ^
^/o Sh.Lato R.W.Saxena.Oy.fJpdt .of?o lie a special Inv/astigatian Cell.II
Block-3, CGO Complex, Lodi Road,
Neu Oelhi-3 ^ ,

(By Advocate Shri R.K.Kamal )
\I3.

Union of India through

Apo lie Ci~3t

1. Director, CBI Block-3, GBO Complex,
Lodi Road, Nau Delhi—3 ^

(None for the respondent )

2, Sh.S.K.Kashyap, r°HoU3a
Special Unit, l0/6, 3am Nagar House,
Akbar Road, Neu 3elhi-11

, Rosponden'

• • • •

(None for the respondent)

n R D £ R (ORAL)

(Hon'ble Smt.Lakshmi Suaminablian, Member (3)

Learned counsel for the applicant submits that

he uishes to uithdrau this O.A as the raspoodsntafcifs
granted all the reliefs claimed in this O.A.
Q  /In v/ieu of -the above, OA ^ uithdra,.

(K.Muthukumar)

Member ( a)

Later Shri Manoj Chatterjae learned counsel for
the Respondent 2 has bean heard in MA 2295/96 uhen Shri
R.K.Kamal,learned counsel for the applicant in OA 433/9i^
uas^present.

The main contention of Shri Chattarjoa is
Respondent No,1 has taken^diffare.ot stand in the prigino
reply filed in OA 403/96 and^s^ons reply filed by tne3j.
as also mentioned in the order dated 11th OcSi,,l996{ R i



-2-

r '

Ue have carefully considered the matter. In vicu

of the aboue f^tsj, the order dismissing the OA siasJSfci

yithdraui^uith liberty granted to respondent No, 2 in Oa

403/95 to agitate any grievance they may havo by filing

a separate application if so desires, in accordcnco uith

1 au •

(K.fluthukumar)

flember ( a)

(Smt.Lakshmi Suaminathan)

flember (0)


