
I OP EN OOURT 

Cl:NTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
ALLAHABAD BENCH ALLAH AB.PO. 

Ori~inal A)l>plicatien No. 772 of 2003 (U). 

this th! 22nal clay of Am;il 2004. 

Hen'llle M'. Justice S.R. Singh, v.c. 
Hen '•.le Ar....t D.R. Tiw~i. A.M.t_ 

G.S. Srivastiv• 
PGT (Chemistry) 
Kendriy. Vici.yal•Y• Ne.2. 
N.H.P.C. Cempus, Banl!>asa, 
Presently .t G/46-48, NHPC CA>lony, 
B.rm.s. P.O. Chanc.lani. District 
Cbam,.w.t (Utt.r.nch•l State) • 

• .. • 4! ••••• Applic•nt. 

(By Aavoeate : In-person) 

Versus. 

l'•1 ~n.driy. Vitiy.lay. Sang.then, 
thr U!h The CeI11nissie>mr, : RQRS, 
18, Instituti@n.l Area, S.heea Jeet Sin~h Mir~, 
New Delhi. 16. 

2. The Joint C0mmissi0>0!r (Admn) 
Kena1riya Viayalsya s.n,a.tn.n (HQRS) 
1a. Institutienal Area, s.heed Sin~h ~&rg, 
J\ew Delhi, llG0!6. 

3. Th! Asstt. Cemmission!r, 
Ken~riy• Viay.lay. Saniath.n, 
Regi@nal Office 11 SaLawa a , 
H.athiearkal.v, Oehreid un (uttsrancbal)-248001. 

~. The Princi:pal, 
Ken1lri ya Vici y. l~y<J Ni,. 2, 
N.H.f> .c Campus, B.nl!l.sa, 
P.O.; Ch.11iiani, Distt: Cham~aw<i.lt (Ut tar anc ha L); 

5, Smt. B.nm..n. Ch.uh.n, 
P .G. r. (Chemistry). 
Keniriy. Vidyalaya Na.2, 
N.H.P.C Campus, Banbasa, 
P.O. Chanliani, Distt: Ch.tm£3awat (Uttaranch.il) • 

• _. ••••• Respon&ents. 

s _Rj) _E_R_ 

(By Hen1ble ,Mr:. Justice S.R. Sin!Jh, v.c.) 

l.ist has been revised. Ap,plicant is abse rrt anml 

th!re is no ~sent.ation en his Joeh.lf, 
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2. We have ~are Sri N.P. Singh learned ceunss I f•r the 

resr,ontlents .nei ~rused the 191&.aings. 

3. The •}!)plie.nt, it appe az-s , was placed uneler su spe nsde n 

viae erder a.tea 13.06.20)1. S~id 0raer, it is suemitted 

~y the responalent "s ce unse l,w.s set «sifle by the Tri»unal --~-- -- 
viae &raer «ated 14.61.2€03, in c@m~liance whereof, the 

Assistant C.!mlissioner, DY his ©rcier aateci 19/20.01.2003 

(Annexure .A...1), revoked the suspe ns Len ~rder in exercise 

ef power under c Iause (c ) ef Sub Rule (5) f Rule 10 of 

c.c.s ( c.c.A) Rules, 1~65 an• peste« the applicant t 

Kerndriya Vi•y.lay. N..2 H.;.thieark.l., De hr aaun igainst 

c Is ar vacancy of PGT (Chem}. It .:ppears t ha t the iftp,lic.nt 

pr~ferrea representation dateG 30.01,2003 wbich came t0 

be rejectea vie oraer •~te~ 14.02.2003. th! applic.nt 

it .ppe ars did. mt j@in the post w which he was posted »y 
oraer sated 19/20.@l.2G03. A shew ca.use notice a.ted 20.©6.2(!)()3 

earn! to l&e iss~ee t ihe app,licant callin9 upen him t11 

explain why shoula he ee not •eemed t have v0lunt.rily 

abanciened his service «nm re vf s i.one lly lost his lien, 

aeemed tc h.ve iJeen remevea frem service1. The applicant 

f ilea his r.epresent.tien d.tecl 25.06~2003. But the same was 

net founcl as cenvincing -.nal s•tisf actory ann .ccerelingly 

the loss of lien en t~ post h9 .Li ay the ipplic.mt was 
the 

cenf ir~d arwL~p~licant was he lel, to have vo lunt.rily 

.~ind@~• his service from the eate ef un-.uthorisea 

.ibisence. Tais is refer.19.le t0 clause (6) of Art~cle 8!(D) 

•f Eciuc.ti@n C.s.e f•r Kenciriya Vi.t.iya.lay. 2002 eaiti n, 

S.ia oraer is i}tp>e• lab.le urwer Cliiuse ( VII) of Artie le 81 (D) 

ef the Ecucation C.ae. The applic.nt it .ippe«rs, aiti not 

prefer .n .ppeal •!ainst this •raer. Secti~n 20 of 

Mministrative Triaun.ls Act 1985 clearly provid.es th.t 

• Triaune1l shall not "erdin.irily•• .amit .n •J'Plication 

unl~,ss it is s.tisfied th«t the _•P?lic«nt h.~ availed 

ef .11 the remedies •V•ilai>le to him untier the re lev<ilnt 

service rules -~ to rearessal··•f !riev.nces. 
~ 
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3it In the circumstances, ther&fere, we aismissc"'.'1 the 

O.A. witheut p,rejuclice te the ri~ht @f the applicant to 

.v,il •f the remesiy ef .p1,e.l acc0rs.int te l.aw. 

No C s ts , 

~~ 

Ivem»er- (A) 

Manish/- 


