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0.A.NG.884/2001 R

Dated'this'fuesday"the 18th-Day ovaecember, 2001'

»n

| Hon ble Shri Justice B. N Singh Neelam, V1ce Cha1rman
";;// Hon’ b1e smt.Shanta Shastry, Member (A). '

shriRam Pal Singh, - | | R .
residing at -Sai Mahima Apartment, ‘ ‘

. . . 3rd Floor,  Navghar Road, R . R
. : Bhayandar (East) S b L ) r,'App11cant.
*.' (By Advocate Shr1 K. P Pandey) S )

.i‘ - T ,* Versus

R i.. Uhion of Ind1a,
+ through its Secretary . _ '
‘Ministry of Commun1cat1on, . o .
-Department of Telecommunication, ’ )
Government of.India, Ashoka Road, o
- Sanchar Bhavan New Delhi-1. ‘ IR

'2.* Chief Genera] Manager,
Mahanagar Telephone Nigam" Ltd S o
Prabhadevi,. Te]ephone House, .~ .

Mumba1. - _ ‘ o - ... Respondents

-
-

-

. ORDER (ORAL)
{ Per.: Just1ce .B. N S1ngh Nee]am V1oe Chairman }

< o -*-;"dd Th1s 0.A. das filed with a prayer to ¢cance1-';he 4
| | _suspens1on order aga1nst the -applicant and‘to'deciare
fsame asg111ega1, malafide; 1mproper, bad in *Taw"on 'tﬁe
érounds mentﬁoned .fn the pet1t1on AT] po1nts so taken;‘
.are good grounds for adm1ss1on and pressed into serv1oe
12; ; By 1ook1ng 1nto the record it transp1res that the
X app11cant had also preferred an appea] for revocat1on of.
suspens1on _ | before _ 'tﬁe . Member - SeFVTCeS,
L," TeJecom.Commfss;on;;.DeparﬁMent ofﬁ- TeTecommun1cat1ons,
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Sanchar Bhavan, Néw De1hj-1ﬂ0'001 which is sth] pending.
It “is' also pointed ont that it has been incorporated in
‘the said memo of appeal with vregard to charge (sheet

e A w\&/
a]ready subm1tted hence hav1ng no chance 1n any way to go g
w1th the ev1dence Dur1ng the -course of: arguments _!
howevnrrﬂn alil fa1rness, the Learned Counsel for the

'app11cant }s\oonoefned if a d1rect10n is so given to the

[aN
concerned as to dispose of the said.appeai' 80 preferred'
which is kept pind1ng w1th|n a stipulated time by paSSTngf
il < §+xcg . fﬁ\vi»ﬁ&( » *:

a speaking order, TN oy

3.‘M ' In the background and facts d1scussed above, we
are of the cons1dered op1n1on that the matter can we]] be
_d1sposed of at this stago with . a d1reot1on, to - the
concerned respondents before whom ﬁhe appeal 1s'pending
.as to d1spose of . the éameIAwithjn a stjouléted.'time.
Taking that v1ew} the' concérned respondents‘are hereby
directed as to diépose off the appeal so pending be1ng
pre%erfed for revocation of suspens1on w1th1n 30 days

from the date of réceipt of copy of this order by passing

’

q

a speaking and reasoned ordtf.' With the above direction
. ) . i “a 0\.7 L\i‘"‘j

and observations, without however eritering 7nto the

) : I l‘ » . ) N

merits of the case, the present O.A. so f11q§1 stands

disposed off, with no order as to cosojaf~ '
(AL, , . o

( Smt Shanta Shastry ) I ( B.N. Singh Neelam )

Member (A) S Vice Chairman.
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CENTRAL,™ ADMINISTRATIVI IRI BUNAL
. HUMBAL BENGH 3 MUMBATL"

R,P.No.s 41 of 2002.
(Arising out of O.AJNNo, 884/2001)

(Patna, this Thursday, the 5th Day of December 2002) .

PrepeP P R

C 0 R AM
Yon'ble Mr, Justice B.N.Singh Neelam, Vice-Chairman.

- o -

Shri Ram Pal Singh, residing at Sai Mahima Apartments, 3rd
Floor, Navghar Road, Bhayandsr (East), Thane.....APPLICANT

3y AdvocCate ¢t~ N o n e .

Vs,

1. Union of India through its the Secretary, liristry of
Communication, Department of Telecommunitation, Govt.
of %aaiatNFShékaiﬂcaﬁ- Sahcher Bhaven, New Delhi.l,

2. Chief general Manager, Mahanagar Telephone Nigam Limiteq,
Prabhadevi, Telephone House, Mumbai., veoa. RESPONDENTS,

3y Advocate t. N o n e

ORDERS BY CIRGLATION

Justice B.N.Singh Neelam, V.C.:~ This R.A. is so preferred

py the respondents of O.A. No. 884 of 2001, so disposed of on
18th Decenber, 2001, by C.A.T,, Mumbai Bench, under the
provisions of Rule 49 of the Central Administrastive ITribunal
Practice Rygle, 1993, end the R.A, thus, 1is sent ﬁo this
3ench for orders by circulation by transnitﬁiné the original
reéord of the R.,A,, with that oﬁ,the;méin!é;A. 824 of 2001,

and one Misc. App;;catlon alﬁo'so filed in this regard for

‘condonatiqn'dgfdéﬁgy'oh'behalf'of the r.espondents ofthe OA
ﬂinfpréfeffing*é;ﬁ. on the grounds mentioned in the petition.

,'&eference is also made to Appendix-IV of the R.A, Rule 1(1)/

I1(a).

Do - The operative portion of the orders so passed

. in the said 0.A. is detailed in R,A, and it is everred therein

" that at the sdmission stage itself the said OA was so disposed
. . . )

\

of with a direction to the concerned respondent to dispose
of the appeal so pending being preferred for revocation of
'suspension of the gpplicant within 30 days from the date of

receipt of thecopy of the said order by passing a speakineg
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4.
that this matter can well be disposed of by circulation and

After perusal of the record, I am convinced

there is no question of posting the matter for any prelimi.
nary hearing, I'rue it is inadvertently petent factuel error
has oeccured in para-.2 of the orders so psssed in OA 88% of
and it will meet the ends of justice if &t line 3 of

2001
para 2 of the orders so pascsed in OA 884 of 2001 starting

{ "e......before the Member {Service) Telecom Commission,
Departmént of Telecommumicationy Sanchar Bhavan, Néw Delhi.

s per the

8]

110 001) s=stands deleted and it so stands deleted
prayér so made and to that emtent only theorders co passed
in the said 0,A, 884 of 2001 stands modified., Since it is
found that the matter can wellvbe disposed of by circulation,
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K ¥ Let thie metter nop, ke placed be fore Hon'ble Smt. Shanta
| ka’wd\:t\»\ &

' Shastri, Memper (4), for needful.

(B olN eSingh.“ eel ﬁm)

~»Vice,.,cna;i.rman
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