
CENT~L ADMINISmTIVE TIUIU~L 

ALI.AHAMD jE~H : AllAHABAD 

Qpen Court 

Original Application No.49l of 2004 

Thursday, this the 13th day of ~My, 2004. 

Anand Kumar. Tripa thi, 
aged about 2.4 years, 
son of Late Bam Aj o.re Tri~atbi, 
Besicient of Villa~e & P0st -
Saltsuwa, DistriGt - !asti. 

(ly Advf)cate : Shri R. Trivedi) 

Vex sus 

l ·• Unien of India, 
through Secretary, 
Minist.ty of Post and 
Communication, ~~w Delhi. 

2. l'ost ~s'\er General, 
Gora khpur &!g i~n, 
Gorakhpur. 

3. 

4. 

Superintendent Post Offices, 
lasti Divisien, &asti. 

sub !Divisional lnspecter ef 
Pest Offiees Dumariyaganj, 
Sid~rth Nagar. 

(By Advecate : Shri B.C. Joshi) 

ORDER 

Jy Hon 'ble !¥ij • . Gen. K.,!<~Sriva stay, A.M. 
I 

• •••• i\pplicant. 

• ••• •' Be sPJondents. 

• • 

In this a.\, filed unde r Section l9 of A. T. Act, 1985, 

the applicant has pr,ayed fer direction to xespendents not to 

te.rrninate the services ef the applicant and alse direction 

to respondents te retula . .ri~e the sezvices of the appliaant. 

"' ••••••• 



= 
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2. The facts, in short, are tbat the applil.~nt was 

appointed as Er»4P at Pest Office~;c!:~ on 30.03.2COJ.. 

The applicant worked on the p1ost 'L 4.4.200J. to 5.,.2001 

and thereafter the applicant worked as G.D.s. ielhe.ra 

from '·'·2001 to 30.~.2003. The applicant thereafter 

is working ~n the post of GDS, Chawkwa w.e.f. 2.,.~003 

till date. The above fact stands ad&nit~d by the letter 

of respondent No.4 dated 21.8.2003 (Annexure-A-5). In 

between,the respondent No.4 teDBinated tbe service of the 

applicant on a.S.2003 and tbe order of respondent No.4 dated 

8.9o200S was challenged IDy fUing Of\ No.l083/03. The O.A. 

was allowecl iDy order dated 11.9.2003 (Annexure-7 ). The 

applicant in pursuanc. to the order •f this Tri~unal dated 
t\,.·. ~ 

. ~~ 
l1t. -S.2003 • was permitted to"-work and be is still continuing 

~n the post. The applicant moved a representatien on 
~Annexure-9 )r--

19.-<-.2.00~beft>re respondent No .• ~ i.e. Post Master General, 

Gorakhpur. ~The same still remains undecided, hence this Q\• 

3. Learned ceunsel for- tbe .respoRC!len~s sought time 

to file eounter in this regard. However, on perusal ef 

recerd, we find that in this case there is no req~irement 

of calling for any counter as the same can IDe decided at 

the admissiea stage itself~ 

4. The applicant filed a .mpresentation before 

respondent N~2 on 19.~.2004. The respondent No.2 by order 
(Annexure-lO) \sv 

dated 2l.~.2004L_bas call~d fer comments of .respondent No.3 

·n tbe repre'Eentation of the applicant cia ted 19.4.2004 • ~o farJ 

it is alle§ed ay the applicant's oounsel tbat)respondent No.s 

has aot f onva rded his CGIJllnents. 

L .... ~. 
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5. In view of the alteve, we are of the view the~ t the 

inter,st of justice shall be served by issuing suitable 

direction te the responden~ We therefore direct %espondemt 

Ne.3 i.e. Superintendent Pest Offices, Basti Division. lasti 

te forward Eletailed report and Parawise ¢cmments alo111Jwith. 

arief bist~ry of the case to respondent No.2 positively 

within one month. We further direct respondent No.2 to 

deeide the representation of the applicant dated 19.4.2004 

by a reasoned and sPe~kint order within a period Of two 

aontbs from the date ~detailed repo~and P.ar~w~se comments 
~'t-r-ruwveJ.. 'fv._ 

. alengwith the l>rief bistery of the Gase _.·~t by ldJR 

fraa respondent Ne.3. We further provide that the respondent 

No.4 srAll be restrained 8y Despondent No.2 to initiate 

any action for regular appointment till the representation 

ef the applicant dated l9.4.200~ is finally disposed of 

»y respondent No.2. 

'· There shall ee no order as te cc;sts. 

MEMBER (A) 


