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_/ ORI_GINAL APPLICATION N_0.1331 Of' 2004 
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. . ~... - 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICES. R. SINGH,VICE-CHAIRMAN 
HON'B~E MR. S. C. CHAUBE1MEMBER-A i::. • I >• ~ .•· •- 1, 

7-,.::. t-:--, ·- 

J s.. 
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., 
Shri V.K. Srivastava, 
aged about 48 years, 
Son of Late Shri Raghubir Sahai, 

resident of House No,137/97, 
Ram Bagh,Allahabad. 

• • • • • • .Applicant 

C By Advocate Shri Rakesh Uerma) 

~ Versus 

1. Union of India, 
through the Secretary, 

Ministry of' Personnel, 

Training and Public Grievances, North Block, 

New Delhi. 

"• . .:.··· .I 

2. The Hon'ble Chairman, 

through the Principal Registrar, 

Central Administrative Tribunal; 

Principal Sench,61/35 Copernicus Marg, 

Ne1J Delhi. 

3. The Registrar, 

Central Administr atiye _ Tribunal, 

Allahabad Bench, Allahabad • 

• • • • • • • • Responde ts 

0 R D E R -. -~~--- ~ - 
_l!.Q~' 8.LE M_R. - JU~H r,CE s~ R. -s I~GH,, V lCE-CHA!~BJL- 

-"~~~"""-¥'1~ , 11r- - . Wo~\<.ih_g ~ 
The applicantL~s Uppe Di~isian Clerk in Cent al . . . ' !"- -"Ji ..• 

Ad mif1is tr ative Tribunal 
~ ' :1/c 

the if)~t~p~ 
\o . • • 

Allahabad itnch, has institu ed 

ot-iginai application for· the follow· 1· ng re 1·"' 
h ~ . ~ _."-· ~ 
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"(i)Tp issue a ~~ir, 9~der or di7ectioniimtt,ne 
nature of certiorari quashing the impugned order 
dated 2.2.2000 passed by the respondent no.2 
(Animexure-1), order dated 9.2.2000 passed by the 

re~pondent no.3 (AnnexureA-II), order dated 9.2.0 
passed by respondent no.2 (Anrexura A-III)• order 
dated17 ha. 7. 2000 _,eass.ed by the respondent no. 2 
as communicated by the Deputy Registrar,Central 
Administrative Tribunal, Allahabad Bench, Allaha 
vide its arder dated 7.8.2000 (Annexure.A-IV) an 
order dated 8.12.2003 passed by the respondent no.: 
(A nnexure-IVa). 

(ii) To issue a writ, order or direction inthe - . 

nature of.mandamus direction the respondents no. 
and 3 to allow medical facility as per the enti t e· 
ment under the rules to the petitioner and the 
petitioner be further alloued to take treatment t 

., 
of the c as e , 
proper." 

may d,eem 
" . '( ' : . 

The orders impugned herein have been passed on he 

applicant•s application seeking permission to get eye 

treatment at Sankara Netralaya, in Chennai. Jhe permissi 

· appears to have been refused vide order 02.02.2000 on he 
i I r- ~· l , - ~- • .j.. 

ground that the applicant f~iled to explain w~y ~tmple 
.":'I . - • _. • "l'· ,· ,· i· '-- .~: '._-· .·• ~ 

ope1:at1on or e~,ti~ract ~equifed ,specia.li~ed .tl'eatment i -= . \ ., :~'-;:!-_..:.·-.. • -·-_.:~·-"\; ... . ,. - -~- .. ii-".: ~-i" :· ~.'.............. 1'- • ·,~- : J - . 

Sfla,n~~r Neth,r;9ia,ya at Crae.rnai. By .. orper dated 09.02. 2 00 
, . . ··~-··.. ~; , ;• [, :.~ -~~d'·'·f·;-: . ._1 \. ~--- ·~ ... 

~h!! ~pplicant was per/nit ted to ,P~,o};led .: ,for J:r..7taJ:tJf~~\ ,~· t,,e 
taking l.e~.ve but f .ina8ctal assist.an,i~" fpr ttie.t ,P!J+POse 

. .. . ·- -~-- . : 4~,.J.·..t .. t-,·. 

was declined. By order dated 0? ~ 9a. 2~00 anotb~r, rj:!p,..~ er 
"\.,/ . . . ' \ . . ,· 

tation)Jwaa filed by the applicant, has been rejected h i1 
~· 
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r~gard.to the orders p~ssed earlier. By order dated 
•, .. ;' - . . ' } . : .. - 

oa.1?}2000 impugned ih this O.A. the applicant has been 
. _:.:.. --- ' ' 

directed .to dep.os,,i·t the penal interest of Rs.1806/- with 
bra1K.h v" 

the Cc;lsff.[failing which tt,e amount could be recovered fro 
" his re~~lar pay ~ill. The penal interest was charged 

on the advance of Rs.4,40D~l- drawn by the applicant whic 

was refunded after about three years on 01.01.2003. 

3. 

6or the 

During the course of arguments the learned pou~.- 
~·- 

r e spo nde nt s supmits tl;lat /.. the SF,J plicanr ~ .cla_fm 

for medical treatment outsid~ Allahabad ~as ~een reject 
:- . • ' · - • ; · f- • · ~.-/:"· : :rt· .- -·.- ·;· ~~f'" 1:· fti·,· 

dµe ta the r~asOns that. tlp.e, .~p,p.lJgant coµ_ld qot f~p nJsh 
.' • t ·-· ~- r ··J.:~·-:-~~t\\.t:,<, ......... C./i:i.!J.J'fi .,p~ari:~f :1Jt1'!~.1·~~~~ 

certain documents and 11taterii;l in support of his claim 
, ..• ,·.~~, ~i-.' •. ·~-1:-·•!;··.-.~--~:.::.,-:"i-·-~ .... :' . . ···:. .. ·i. .~ .. -;·· 

. for specfal.?sed treatlJlent at Sapkara Netra_laya, Che.r~nei 
' . ,. • .• ,. . ., •>·~ ,.,.,, -·~ i ·"'f'lir·,fr .~~ t-M' ,~.~-· 

It is submitted by the learned cuuns~l for the 

that the ~pplicant 1.1as in fact, suffering frqm Gluco~a 
; ' - -~ . 

. · ;7' 

learneo counsel that he may be permitt~d to withdrawn 
'&~~· 

--~!)J~ petition with ltberty to file a fresh representat·o ·~ '-;·=\1"< ,1: 

alongwith relevant documents in support of his claim for 

spec· ~s$d eye treatment outside Allahabad. - . 

4. As prayed, the O.A. is dismissed as uitharawn i 
. ~-- 

_l~~erty tte~~li'" to the applicant to file a f.tes-h 

reeresentation alongwith relevant documjtnts in support c 
., 

his case that the applicant ua s required specia]Ffsed e e 
. . \,'... ·. 

~; 
1,:-i?~~ 
r-":_: ,;. ~ 
~'!· ...... 

~~~-~t~~.nt. At ?an~ara .:·· __ · · .. -~t.l·~~he'r\nai which treatme t 

not available locally at Allahabad. It goas witho~t 



_ ..... ·:=- 

_,l i.; ,._ - 

,,_. 
""·. -- - 

... 4 - 

saying that in the event of rejection of his representati 

the applicant will have a right to challenge the same 

by means of a fresh original application. k: ~;;--5it>'·-· 
: ... 

s. With the above direction, the O.A. is disposed 

of. No Costs. 

- -·· ---->· .., __ ·- 
---- -- -~ --- µ 

Member-A 

- t\t .. 
~- 

Vice-Chairman 

Ina/ 

:..:- 


