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IN THE CENTRJ\t_ ADt>HNISTRATJVE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH 

• - 1 I 1 t .- t-h .. '!' I 

Ja1pur, thls tne 1..:J"" day or 1v1arcni 2009 

ORIG!NAL APPtJ.CATJ.ON NO. 31/2009 

CORAM: 

HON'SLE ~~1R. ril.L. CHAUHAN, JUDICI?.L ME~·18ER 
l_lr"\l\JIOI t:"' ~.~r"l "'"'~ J/11!'-rfi:T l\r"\h.1TI\tT£Thl\-rT\./~ f1i1:Lr>.I'IOE,n 
aiVi\i Pl...C i'il"\.. D,l.... 1"\..IM I f\..L 1 MUi'l.l.i'i.l.::l i rv-'1 I .LVC PIL:PID 1\. 

!Vlukesh Tilwanl son of Shri Pesu ·l'-1al Tllwanl aged about 45. years, 
, resident of 1-JH, Vaishali Nagar, A_irner and presently working as 
Po ~ .. -· i\~,s:~t~~~- 1\/lad·,~g-,.-,• Poc:.l. r.f<='IC'"' /\~.~~~ o•v•~•a~ l'l•rne-::;. L C1 ; I'"\::> i::;, Cl ll l; I 'I "" I tl I 1 ' Cl l •J ~ \. '....1 L "=I •'""\j ; I It:: I I I :::>1 I I l ,"'.)I I l , 

/ 
..... APPLIC.A!\lT 

(By Advocate: fv'i~. C.B. Shar-rna) 

~ 
.!. •· 

2. 
3. 

4. 

VERSUS 

Union "Of India th.rough \ts Secr2tary to the Government ·)f 
Iildia: Department of Posts; f"iinistry of Communications and 
Information Technol.ogy; Dak BhEiVJElilr Nevv Delhi- 110 001. 
The Director Postal Servlc.:::s, Southem Region, Ajmer. 
T1~e s~~l;o·- SU"'e~;~;;.,...,.~d-~n.;. or- nos"- Off';ces 11 J.~le~ p'r:r-t"al a 1 ~ 1 f t 1 _ ;..J t ' : t l c: n-. t-,.;1 to · r- t.. .~ :- t-\ t i 1 •. ..: ::> _ 

Di·.;isi·Jn, .!\jnler. 
Shri R.K. Arva, Inouirv Officer ahd Deoutv SuoerintendE:r.t of 

J • • ' ' • ' ~ 

nos.a.. n~~r--- · "/\.; ............ ~ ..... r')-.. J..-! ~;,,:,...j-n /\~---·· 
;- I.· '-' 1'1 t '- 0:::::~ 1 t-\j I ! I ~ i l r V 5\. Ol VI VI ;;:l! '..J i; 1"'\j l I 1'.:: I , 

....... RESPONDENTS 

The aoollcant has filed thls OA against the order dated 
0 I 

·o~; nt ?("oo ".(!,..._.... ..... e:.""',, .... ,_-,:~~ 
~·- ~-.1..) _. V1tCI ... ~....Jy _ has 

regatdiilg additional docwTJents whkh the applicant has sought 

durina the. course of lnoulrv but the same was. not made available to 
- I . J • 

him and which led·to f:llno oF the earl~er OA in which this Tribunal has . .. 
~:~ ·,:)·'"' rl~ .... - ..... 4..· ,. ... -- ,~..o t; 'n- r- --~11 -...!.,...... r\. .,+--t-..- .... ,l .. ~, ~·,o .-lec·Ja4 e +-t~~- a- ...... c- 1 o~ +t"'\e ',:!'\1~.11 l~l!t":.U.iUII:.:> L .Lcr\~t-J~I•<=lt.t:! .S~t.,Jii.Jitt.; (. •..!" -,, '·'!- /--'f-'--CI •;, 1.1; 

~'"lQJ•;,.....,,,, ... \'"'"' '·hn -"·~·o·~i' 1 ~"-o f\1•1-'nrr;·.~-,, 1.-.a~ o~--.~ . ...< a "rP2S""~...,,.-1 ;::,r .. -G 
:,;t~\ _fLCJit.. ~~VV'.' ;.,1,- j-;._~. t::_1~1..'- r-'.· ... tt .. ~ V. \.'f 1~ ~ f C.;';>~t::\...1 - _Utt:=-U ~ --1 

a .-i.-l:~•~na 1 -l.)C''....,le·,'-·- -,- -·"'1''..,!1+- h·v ...... l • .,l v·h:,..h 1las 1.-.,._on n-t;·-~d :n 1-i!..J!U',II 1 U\ Ull 111--'; i::L-:. :.:>v . ..l.':jl t. U; II II f V ILl I !.h:::-. I U L'::: I, 

had passed the order to the effect that 



/-

the record: as asked for by the appllcanti has been made available to 

him. 

2. The grievance of tl~~e applicant in this case is to the effect that 
I. 

one Shri Kamaludin Kadri has been listed as one of the witness ln the . . 

!lst of witnesses· wr!ereas according to the applicant,. he was the 

. person who was soleiy responsible for the omission and commission 

an '"' -.~a·;..-~ .. 
tU_ '-'~1 II!~'~ vvhom. the deoartrnent has also lodaed ·FIR. 

1 • ~ -
Thus 

according to the applicant, Shrl l<amaludin Kadri could not have 

been ,listed as-one of the witness in the list of witnesses. 

·· 3. . '1/Ve have given rlue consideration- to the submission rne1de by 

the learned counsel for the applicant. Vve are of the vievv thr.t in 

exe:rcrse of judicini power, it is not permissib!e for us to interfere in 

the depar-tmental proceedings. According to us, the ~ppHcant has 

been granted due indulgence by th1s Tribunal by directing the 

r'oo-1'-,'"e A·d·i-. .-.. -,.b, ,..._} , t: I r:" . U •. 1 • u I ., 'f to consider his additional 

documents, ;_:-.s askeci for by him, which reque:st has been accept<ed by 

· tr1e Appei!cte IJ.uthority .. 

4. For the foregoing reasons .. we are of the view that the present 

OA cannot be entertained at this stage: Vv'hich is accordingly disposed 

of .. Needless to add it is a!wavs oermissib1e for the aoo!lcant to raise 
~ l ' ' • 

any of ,the objections regarding violation. of princlpies of natural 

justice dur~ng the course of inquiry proce•:dings vvhile chai!enging the 

final order. 

5 .· \iVith these observations, the OA. is disposed of ·..-v!th no order as 

to costs. 
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