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CENTRAL AOniNISTRATIUE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH

^RCj^rNo^6 6/a3dr^^

IN

O A Noi2634/20G0 ,>?

M'fiu Delhi S Dated^ tWs the day of 'p200l«'
HON*BLE MrIs,R,;ADIGE,\/ICE CHAIRMAN (a) •'

HON*BLE DRl.AV'\/EDA\iALLI,member(3)

IN TFC matter of

5, Sham Nath Marg^
Del hi-54

2»' Director of Education!^
Q  Old Secretariat Buildingj,^
^  Delhi-54

Dy••Director of.^Educationf
Dis tt.''- Centrar';^.
Bela RoarfJ Darya Ganjf
Neu OBlhi;;t

4»'' Delhi Subordinate Services Selection Boarrf,^
through tha Chairman'!
3rd Floo r U TCs ' B1 dg's!,
Behind" Karkardooraa • Courts Complex!
Institutional Araaff VishuasNagar,'
Delhi!

5! Principal '!
Qpyt! Boys Sr.' Secondary SchooT,

^  Zeenat Mahal!
O  Kamla Market,

Neu Delhi "2 ..Revieu Applicants!
VBy Adv/ocata: Shri George paraken)

Versus

Shri Ghanshyam Arya^
s/o Shri Hari Ram patualf
R/o Arya Samaj (Anarkali ),

Mandir Margf
Delhi' Revieu Respondsnto^

(By Advracate: Shri S^^C^'Bhasin)

"oRder- !^

S^I^R^Adiqe! VC(A^! •

Heard both sides on RA No!66/20 01,i
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2^ Ue are satisfied that there is an error

apparent on the face of the Tribunal's order dated

l|lf|200l disposing of OA f\lo|2634 /2G00, in as much as
in para 1 of that order^" respondents' order dated

2 4!i ltl200g (Annexure-E-I of OA) has been described

as a disniissal orderj although in fact it was not

a disnissal order but an order of termination of

service'^

Under the cir cum stance',' RA Noi^5^2001 is

alloued[, the order dated 1'il^|200l is recalled and OA
Nof263V?00 0 is ordered to be listed for hearing

afresh on meritso^ Respondents to file reply uithin

4 ueeks^ 3 ueeks for rejoinder, if any'i

neanuhiiB ue are infoOTed that pursuant to

the interim orders passed on 18«112«'2000 applicant

has been token back on duty.' That shall continue till

next date.!

sj List_ for hearing on 2b4^7'i2001'J'

Issue copy of this order to both partiedvl

( DRli'Af^UEDAlALLI ) .(S.R'o^ADIGE .
MEMBER (3) VICE CHAIRMAN (a)V
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