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original Ap~lication NO. 528 of 1999

this the 31st day of Xarch'2004.

HON'BLE T'1AJ GENK.K. SlUVp.STAVA.r1EHBER{.ld
BON'BLE MR. A.K. BHATNAGAR.YIEMBER (J)

Girish Kumar~ S/o Sri Radhey Shyam. /0 Village & post

Sarthal. District ~10radabad.
Applicant.

By ]I.dvocate ar i H.C• [)tVivecli (abs ent )

Versus.

1. union of India through the Chief postmaster General.

u.p• Circle. Lucknow.

2. The sr , Supdto of post Offices. Horadabad Division.

Moradabad.

3. The Sub-Divisional Inspector (postal). Sub-Division

Chandausi. l}istrict Horadabad.

ReslJOndents •

By Advocate .1$. S. srivastava.

ORDER

PER :-1AJ GENK.K. SRIVASTp.VA._'IE1mER (A)

The applicant WaSworking in the respondents

establish!Uent as EDBPHin Sarthal post office. District

~1oradabad w.e.fo 402.1994. Earlier to this. he waS engaged

to work as EDBPMafter ~he applicant's father. who waS

a regular EDBPt1. expired on 1203.1991 and the applicant

was given appointment on compassionate grounds as a

special CaSe on 29.6.1994. 'Ihe applicant was put off duty

vide S.D.I.' s orcter dated 26.801998. which was confirmed

by the respondent no. 2 vide letter dated 9.6098 (Anneyure-3),

By order dated 30.1201998 U•.nncxur o -4) ~he respo.dent

nOo3 allowed t~e Ia~lent of 250/ of ~asic ~llo~ance plus

D. 0 as adrni.esLb Le to the ap~"'lic nt dur Lnq the perioc'l he

was put off duty. ~rhe a~)91icant has challenged all the three

~
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orders i.e. o!"der dated 26.5098 (Anne:~ure A-2). order

dated 9.6.98 ( nexu!"e A-3) and order dated 30.12.98

(Annexure A-4) in this 00 0

2. 'The learned counsel for the respoi:cents submitted
LL--

that ~ pending investigation, the applicant "'as put

off duty as per rules on the subject. The enquiry waS

held and final order dated 30.5.03/12.602003 has been

passed by 1'1:lichthe app.Licarit; hc:.sheen removed from

service. The order dated 30.502003/12~6.2003 produced

by the respondents' counsel is taken on record.

3. ~'Jehave heard the counsel for the respondents

and perused the pleadings.

4. The applicant has not filed any Rejoinder affidavit

ifl-...-Spite of the fact that the counter affidevi t ""as

served on him on 13.1201999. since fi~al order has

alrea<\t-been pae sed by the respon~ent n~3 on 30.5.2003/
~ ~ ~(},f\MLVl ~ ~fUl ~ 1M~ o 1\

12.6.2003. nothing remains to be decided in this O.A.
t-.

5. In view of the above. the OoA. is dismissed with

no order as to costso

MEM~
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