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OPEN COURT 

CENTRAL A CJWIINISTijATlVE TRIBUNAL 
ILL Iii Al AD IE NCH 

A.LL AHAB AO 

ORIGIN~L APP~IC~TION NUMBER 332 Of 1998 

THE DAY Qf O CTOIER, 2003 THIS 22nd 

HON'll .. ~ M~:Jusr,,;; ~.fl.K. TRIVEDI, v.c. 
HON'IL~ MR. O. R. TIYA~I, PIEMU;ij (A) 

lrijendra Ku~ar "iehra 
sen of Shri Shiv Kumar ~i,hra, 
resi d@ nt ef ,hauti PratapRUt, 
0 istrict-l<anpur Nagar. 

• ••••• Applicant 

IV Advecate Shri K.K. Tripathi) • • 

1. Union ef Ind a through Oirectcu G•n•ral 
Postal Ser vie•, Ne\J Dalhi. 

2. Seniar Superintendent ef ~ast Offices 
K .a np u r Cit y Oi vi s ion , 
Kijnpur. 

3. Past Master General, Kanpur Oivisien, ~anpur 

4. s.o.I.(P) Sauth, ~ub Division, ~anpur City • 

• • • • Respendents 

(ly Advocate : Shri S. C. Tripathi) 

0 R DE R - - - - ... 
ly Hpn 'b,!e Mr. Justice R..R.K. Trivedi a v. C.:,,, 

~ y t hi a O • A , f i 1 & d u n de r s I! ee ti on 1 9 of A an i n i st r at i ve 

Tribunals Act, 1985, the &pplicant has cr~yed t& ~uash the 

order date-c 2.a.D.1.1998 by which applicant h~ been 

c;_o.tnfflttAi ca te d, e.i:i acceu nt mf pe nde ncy ef · a, Cr iMi n.l Case -that 

he has net been censie9red fit far pr&motion in Greup ~o• 

ee r vice caf the pa,st office. 

.., •• 2/- 
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2. The facts of the case are that .1pp li caat Y ae · serving as 

K~nour Nagar. He w~s 
_;---.~ ~" \.(__ 

409 I.P.C.,(__(,ifi:fJd.J[.1.e. 

involved 

lhauti Pratappur, in district 
..('- Ila° "' 
inLCriminal Case under Section 

E; • o. D. A. ~ .. ~ at Post Office 

V' . t . t ' I', was lodged and chargeshee was subm1 ted ""'~~ 

in case number 2270 of 1993. The applicQnt filed an application 
I 

under sect ion 482 of the Cr. fl. C. before Ho n 'ble High Court 

for quashing the r. I .R. ~ d char ge sheet, uhi ch has been 

.re gis te r.e d as C~iln.inal iwtisc. ,Ap·plicatioA No .4 818 of 1993 

Brijendra Kumar Mishra Vs. State of U.P. and another. It is 
. J.__- '-A... '-' ~ ~ 

not disputed that case is still pelillding_ar;dL11f·'ni:t the applicant\,; 
~~~~k.-,~~fJ~ 

charQesheet has already been eerved, -be fj.Jcd • eEimiW&as,; . In 

bu-r-~. opinion, the order dated 28.01.1998 is justified. 

3. In the facts and circumstances of the case, app+icant 

could not be promoted and he is not even entitled for any relief 

at this s~ag•. However, if applicant succeeds before the 

Hon'ble High O::>urt, it would be open to him to agitate the matter. 

The application is 'disposed of finaliy with ·no order as to 

costs. 

~-' 
Plembe r (A) 

\t:____:__-~~~- 
Vi ce-Olairman 

shukla/- 


