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CEN'IRAL AIMINIS'IRATIVE 'IRIB AL 
ALLAHABAD BENCH. 

R.A. 55 of 2002 in "', 
O.A. 1997 of 1998 ( l~=t-[9~ 

0 RD E·R 
This Application for rAviPw of th-' orc'.l~r PnSSl'."(1 by 

us in OA 197 /98 - Suhh Narain Misra vs. l.DI and othi:;rs, on }6th 

April, 2002 has ~~n filed bv 

respondent No. 7 in th~ said. OA. 
Shri .Ianar'dan Pr asad , who was I 
Thi? main qround for r~v.fow is!· 

that on the date of arguments, he Wns not present: am thus has 
l 

been den iod opportunity of be i nq heard, 'rt may b(III monti.onod hr:>re- 

that according to Rul es 15 .& 16 of th'"' C.A.T. (Procedur=) Rul es , 

1987, if any party is not. pr~s?.nt n~spitt> r,,.peatl!l!d cal linq of th~ 

case, the case can he deci.ded on mer i t.s on t he basis of th?. 

availabl~ documents. 

W h ,..,;i th · a +- ~ ave PE'ruSt':1.- 1 ~ JU _gml'.'n._. Th~ r~nson for 

/ s~tting aside the appoint~nt of r~sporrlent No.7 as Branch 

Postmaster was that h~ c.la imed pref~r~nc~ to that pest on thP 

ground that he be Ionqed to OBC,. whi.l~ accordi nq to t::he- ava i Iahl e 

· a f · na +h +- th a rt· +- 11 · · t-· · I r:ecor , we ou . a.. P a v~ 1semen-. as w~. as rf"Qlns1 . ,.ion 

AE-nt to the Employment Exchanqe did not inc'lfrrlt~ that t.he post 

had been r~servoo for OBC category. TherP.f0re, we_ find no· ~~rmr 

apparent on the face of th~ re-cord or any 0the>r I suf fid~nt 

cause 1 to review our judgment. R. A. is, the.re for e , di.smis sed 

be'i nq without any m~ri t , 

(A.K.~r) 
Membr(J) 

~, S~pt?'Illber, 200? 

Member 


