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• ^ctrative Tribunal
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OA NO.720/92

.•»the „th day of Nove*-^."'''New Delhi, t •> wice-ChairmanCJ)
D verghese, vice

^0^°v/sfona1 Engineer,
^Tn'noor', Telephone Honse.
Bombay•

(By VSR Krishna)

„r Tndia throughUnion of ina''"

1. The secretary, ^^^^^^jj^^cation,Department of T ication,
Ministry ' .q Ashoka Road,Sanchar Bhawan, 20, _
New OelhT

2. The India!'
?Xcorc«1Bsion.
sanchar Bha«an,
20 Ashoka Road,
New Delhi. sachdeva)

(By Advocate,
n c R (C

Vs.

Appliosot

.Respondents

order coral)

„ Niice-Chairman (J)or. jcse P. verghese, Vice
case is already

The PBtnCo-^ in thiS
he expiredsuperannuated and thereafter

during the pendency of this OA.
Ar\ OA W9.S, -f the petitioner m th2 The claim of the p

. H from considerationi„ pxcluded from
that he was wrong y his

of ad hoc JAG at enspromotion to the P .1989 and the said
ori in October, 1^°^juniors were ccnsi er^^ contemplated

exclusion is against the petitioner,
disciplinary proceedings



(\^
, .spondents also statsd tPat thereafter acounsel for th . 1992 I.e.about one

chargesheet «as Issued on 16th pr ,
th's before the superannuation and er

order dated • • . , late VSubba Rao, «ere
i„,t1ated against the petitioner,
withdrawn after recording adispleasure.

3 Whether this petition can survive in
of the legal heris or not is the only duestion to be

„.»».»»»..... —-
tpri to the court and since the

has now been presented
A will be belated one

if taken on record, wiapplication, even if taken
which would be much beyond the timefor two years which wou

under the law.

4 in the circumstances after going throug

- entire case, we find that it is not a fit «
condone the delay - ,
-ts on records. ^

order as to costs.

V
^ jQse P. Verghese)

(N.Sahu) Vice-Chairman(J)
Member (A)

na


