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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
PRINCIPAL BENCH 

OA No.2685/2003 

t~ew De ll1 i. this the t1 th day of rJovember. 2003 

llf1i I 1\t~mat· Mishr·a. 
s/o St11·., Phulwflrt Lal Mtshr?.. 
E.-··GD:> Bt·anch Post IV!aster Lodhama 1, 
VIR M1rech1 Dtslt. Etah. . App I 1 C?.nt 

( 6\ A.dvoca te: Sttr i [). P. Sharma '! 
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Ver·sus 

lJnton ot India through 
Sec,·et<~r)'. 

1--lttlistr·y of Communi cat ion and I ·1. 
Oep?.l" tmen t of Pas ts. Dal Bhawi'\n. 
Sa11sad Marg. New Delhi 

The Drrector Postal Services. 
0/0 the Postmaster General. 
Agr·a Reg1on-Agra. 

The Superintendent Posto1 t 1 ces, 
Etal1 Dtvlston. Etah. .Respondents 

16y Advocate: tlonel 

Heard the leat·ned counsel t'o1· the applicant 

SIH 1 O.P. Shar·ma. 

Applicant's appointment was PI'Ovtslonal 

sub_iect to culmination of disctpl i11ary proceedings 

aga1nst one Shr1 Dhanpal Shall, EOBF'M. who W?.s to put 

bacl ill service after exhausting all remedies. In my 

cons 1 der·ed ·!I ew t11c app I 1 cant llas no r 'gl1 t f" I c I"' m fo1 

tegulattsa\ion as EDBPM. However. l:eeptng 111 vtew the 

deCISIOn Of t he Ape x Co u r t 1 n 1Uimlnl!llrn1 a ff " l'l\(jJ ii e 1£ t!J)Jr·s .. 

''<'S. lle't>!R'a <GtUIInai&IIJlrrs ... , 2000(21SCSL.I132. it IS t'or 

ll1c depar· tmen t to cons 1 der t11e c I a 11n of EDP emp I oyees. 

who have wot·l:ed for a long period. fat absorptron. 
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3. As the representation preferred by the 

appl icani l1as not yet been l'esponded tn. the present OA 

l:o disposed of w1th a d11·ect1on to ll1e r·espondents to 

C:('>flS i der I he present OA as a repr·eseni.at ion of the 

a pp I 1 cr.n t ilnd cons 1 der· h 15 1·eques t fo1 r·egul 2.r 1 sat r on 

''' tile I igl,t the deci~:ior' of the Ape." Cmn·t r·ender'ed rn 

~lie case of Dcb1l:r. Gua & Ot·s rsupr·a) b~· pe~s=:rng 2. 

rletailed and spea~·ing or·der withrr1 two months from t11e 

dr.te of r·cccrpt of a copr of th1s or·der· tlo co~ts 
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I[Sitnarmtl:err /ffia ntul D 
M'elrrltDe~ [f jl)l 




