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CE NTRAL AL.)·1 l 114 1STRAT !Vt: TR IBU N.C\ L 
ALLAHABAJ BE~CH : ALLArlAdA~ 

u?E N CiJURT 

ORIG I11JAL APPL !CAT lu1" NO. 178 OF 2004 
ALLAHABAJ THI5 THE 26TH uAY OF FEBRUARY,2004 

HO N'SL£ NAJ GEN . K.K. 5R1VASTAVA , MSl'l8ER-A 
t!IJN'8Lt: MRS. N;,ERA Cd_Hios;R,i·1t:1·18_~ .. _J ____ _ 

N ar s i ng I'\ Ya d av , 

son of Shri Sonai Yada v, 

re sident of Village and Post Khajuri, 

~ P.hr eu la) , uistr ict-Az amgar h. 

- -- ••••••••••••• Applicant 

( Sy Advocate Shri S.M. Khalid ) 

-- Versus 

1. Unio n of India, 

t hrough Secretery Posts Te l egraph , 

· •• Govern:nent o f India, 

New !Je lhi. 

2. Post Maste r Ge ner al, 

G. P . O., Lucknow. 

3 . Senior Su~erintendcn ~ o f 

Pos~ Of rice , Az amgarh. 

4 . Inspector o f Pos t Of fice , 

Sub uivisi~ n Lalga nj , 
Az a:n gar h . • ••••••••••• ResponJents 

\ By Advocate Shri R. 2. Joshi ) 

• utiuc.R 

In thi s 0.A. fil ed un der section 19 of Administrative 

Tribundls Act 1 ~85 , the appl icant has pr ayed for direction to 
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respondents to reinstate the applicant as E.J.O.A. Post Offic~ 

Bisham Mohammadpur in service alongwith all consequential 

benefits. The a pplicant lta!l also prayed for direction to the 

respondents to decide tl1e representation of the applicant 

dateJ 2 0.0 1.2003. 

2. The applicant's case is thac. he was 

£. u. O. A., 8 ist1am Moh.em i1adpur Past Of P ice, on 

appointed as 
k-

24. 01. 200 1 .. Ue 

worked under respondent no. 4 • i.e. Inspector of Post Jff ice, 

Lalganj, Sub- Jivis i on , Azarngarh in two spells fro~ 27.04.2Ju 1 

to 28 .09.2 00 1 anj 0 1.1 0 . 2o u 1 to 10. 09. :! .10 1. The a pplicant 
L,._ 

by oral ord1.=r of respondent no.4- has bee n sto~ped to work 

w.e.f. 10 . 09.2002. Aggrieved by the same the applicant ~iled 

representation before respondent no .J i.e. Senior Superintenden~ 

Post Off ice, Azamgar h o n 20.01.2003 (Annexure A-1) which is 
6.-

st ill pendJ,ng. 

3. The learned counsel for the applicant submitted tnat 

the action of the re s pondent no.4 is illegal and a rbitr ary. 

The applicant ought to have been given an opportunity before 

he was stopped to perform his duties. 

4. Th2 learned cou nsel for the applicant fur t her 

submitte d that the representation of the appl icant da ted 

20.01.2003 be decide d. 

5. We have perused the records and in our considered 
• • 

opinion the ends of juntice s hall better be served if tne 

a ppr opriate direction is is sued t o respondent no. 3 to decide the 

re presentation of the ap plicant by a reasoned order within a 

specified t i:ne. 
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6- The 0.A. is disposed of at the admission stage itself 

with direction to the responden t no.3 i.o. Senior Superinten-

~en t Post Office, Aza.ngarh to decide the representation of 

t he applicant dated 20. 01.2uo:.s (Annexure A-1) by a reasoned 

or~er within a period of three montt1a. 

'7 
I • There shall be no or der ~a t 1J co s ts. 

Member-J Member-A 

/Ne e lam/ 
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In the Central Administrative Tribunal, Allahabad Bench 

ORDER SHEET 

0 · Application No. 178· of 200 J.f 
Applicant (s) 1-J<yr~ Yc..At-/ Respondent (s) l.' - D:; e_aA. · 

Advocate for Applicant (s) Advocate for Respondent (s) 

Notes of the 
Registry 

')_(, .. oL. · oY 

Order of the 
Tribunal 

\~n1 1 ~ ~e'\'\ • K • k · ~~.},.\,~ J ~1") , 
~' fn-YS· Mee~ l k\...1bbeY , j.f()_, 

~· S • (\') • k \_.J,tJ.. / loVnse \ J" -tL.. ~)~c..n4-• 

~· s--e, . s;(f "'-..\Ji'.() \:n\c.t "f ~'h-» R·C·Jb$l!, 

C.."rMe\ f"' .\-\--.. .....v\f~iv.+s • , 
~ "'C1""'c,,..\-s . a~ J ,•c-k.U seF'--.....-!.J. I 
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