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RE~ERVED 

Allaha bdd this the I I day of r aA1""~~1996 . 

Original Applicati0n NO . 1274 of 1995 . 

Hon• ble 1\'\r . T. L. Verma , Jh~ 
Hon' b le n1r • D • S • B.ciwe j a , A!v1 

S mt . Prati bha, \'i/o Sri iv\ohan Brijesh , 
R/o VilJage and Post Ch ~1onk , 
Distric t Aligurh . 

' • • • •• • Ap1~ licant . 

{ 

, 

C/A Sri AniJ Kumar 

versus 

Uni on of India throJgh senior 
Superintendent of post Office , 
Aligarh & Another . 

• •••••• ke spo~dents . 

0 RD E R - - - - -

Thi s a :. J•licat ion Under Section 19 of the Administrat- 1 

i ve Tribunal ,ct, has been filed f or quashing order ddt~d 

24 .11 .95 i ssue d i~ y resp ')nclent No . 2 in purs •1ar.ce of u.der 

da ted 21.11.9 :.J iss ued by respondent No .1. 

2 . On~ Shr i f,i\Ohan Bri je sh , while \'/Ork ing dS Ex tr a De ~art­

me ntc1 l i3rdnch , Chonnk Branch Fost Office api;;lied f,Jr 

st l:ld y l eave f or period of t\\IO ye .. rr s for studying in 

Rash tr i ya AyurvE' d Vid y cJpeeth , l e uve ~s prayed f or v.as 

u llov1ed . The said f\lohan Bri j esh appointed his \\'i~e S!-- . 

Pr c. ti bha( Appljcani. ) as ~1is substitute f )rt h( pE' riud of 

dforesaid lP ,ve . ThE> aforos c.a i d a.rrangei:ient was a. r-r0ved 

b y tne re~ ondcet. The said t.\Ohdb B1ijesh has ap!-Jlied 

for le '"'ve \vith ef fe ct fro;n 31.3 .93 to 31.3 .95. 
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From the mat e 1 ia l '.)n Jr '"le: rd i t ai·t (• 01 s th.,t , ftP J th£ ~Er i Jd 
• 

h ~ • • I h t . >.0.1un orl JE' ) .i,;J) no :. • n s unc ti Jnf- d • 

tho s~ll(\ is J'..f'nding . F r r);JI t .is it foll0ws that the fJ r 1.1a :-.(rt 

ho::> eit.'IE>r left t'.1c ser rjcc:> )r is ·.inauth r)r ising ly u:)se nt . 

$ubs ti Lule is Ere l y ti-ii:- n Jmin· '"' )f Ext1 cJ Dei:-ort 1~rt al ,,g~1 l _ 

'1r,..J He/shf' v.ork~ so long .;s £0.t\ rPnia i ns i n srrvi :f> or or: 

l ecJvP . ThE.'r~ is n'.) en.plcy\'r and en.ployfe rt· lat1onsbip l;e t ­

ween the P 8. T Der ... d r i:1c>nt .:inrl t 11e subst:ltfutc . This 'P ing th 

pos~L i0n , th•-:. rioht •Jf the subst i t utE: is c'?- tf-r.1:;. r.?J us with 

t:-ie r i ~!lt. :)f pr:incip~l e nip l oyec . Theref0re , .-1ith t r1P t.:.rrni­

n.=ti')n of thf' prir.cipal' s service , t!1e s~rvjce of the substi 

t ute a 1 ~-; o c ) ie s t ) an end • 

tt . I n the 

s ti tute i n 

instan1 c.:se , the a,;p l icc:.i1~t v.s..is v:orking as a S...J~ 
Sv{u 1-lJ~ ""' ~~ 

p l ace o: her h us bandL ~l J\v t hath.UlecJve hos expir~d 

and f.Jrther leaiie has n >t ~ee n sane ti c. E; d to h i m, her conti-
. J\hi 

nuance on th~ sdid post , th0ref0re ,LL€co1;e/ unduthorj:;"cl . 
. . 

• 
ratll!J t'le ad- h'JC arrdn~en.ent, ap1 roved 1,vh i le the peruant-nt 

j mcumb€-nt \'Vas on l e ave . I n vi(' W of l hE'- ab ·::>ve v:P t.Jre :> f the 

consid~r~d v iew that t he app l jcdnt h~s acqui r ed no right to 

ho le; t'1e t-''.)s t . The ap1-, lic,:in+.: has t he r efore , no cause of 

action of filing tha s app lication. This ap r lj c ~tion is t he r 

e f ore , dismissed at t he stdge of admi ssion dS it i s not 

inaintci na b l e . 

Arvirci. 
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