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éﬂBy Advocate Shai S.

‘ ) .
IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,

MUMBAI BENCH, MUMEAI.
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.567/95.

Thursday, tﬂ&é the 23nd day o4 December, 1999.
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Conram: Hon'ble Shili Juét&ce Ashok Agarwal, Chalirman,
Hon’ble Shai B.N.Bahadua, Member (A).

Prabhu Maniram Ghaadé
E1-7 R212 Tapnewad4,|
BhiwandL {oed),
Dist. 'Thane.
(By Advocate Shri S.P.Kutkarni}
Va.
1. Union o4 India thLough
Senloar Superintendent of Post
O4bices,
Thane Central DLV&éion,
Thane.
2. Dinector o4 Poatak Servdiceas,
Bombay City,
0/0. Chied Poaxm General,
Maharashtra Circle,
Bombay G.P.0O. Budilding,
Bomba

.. Applicant.

.. - Respondents.

S Karkera 4or
v Shad P.M.Pradhan).

! : ORDER_(ORAL)

(Per ShAL Justice Ashok Agarwal, Chaiwunan)
[

Both the éoun&eE appea&&ng in the present OA ma“@ a

Astatement that in p*néuance o4 an ad-intenim ondenr passed on
16.6.1995, applicaht was pewmitted Lo appear for the examination
held on 25.6.1995. lAppLLcant hoas passed in the said examination

and hat been givek a regulan poating o4 a Postman as claimed 4in

~ the QA. In the c&afumétanceé, no oxaderts are now 4equ¢ned to be

pa4éed as Zthe reldied claimied by the applicant has already been

gaanted. The paeéept OA, 48 accordingly disposed o4 with no

ordenr as to costs.
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