
\ CENTRAL AOPIINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL ifNCH

C.PjyiO'^ 65/2000 \

IN r:,'"'/
•i

OA No«'2412/94 ,

Nsy Delhi? this the day of August,2000#i

HDN'BLE MR.S.R,AOlCf::,VICE CHAIRNAM (a) ,

H0N»3LE OR .A^\/E0A\/ALLI,member (3)

Dagdish P rasa a yeiBiaf^'
S/o Shri 3agan Natb,
Chief Booking Clerk,
Northern Railway,

Nizamuudin,

Neui Delhi.!

R/O 3 £-35, Nehru Nagar,
Ghaziabad(up ) ^%>pli canty

(Sy Ad\^ocate! Shri GyiOffiBhandari )

ye r su s

1. Shri S.P yM e hta ,
General Manager,:
Northern Railway,
Baroda House,

New Del hiy

2. Shri Rakesh Chopra,'

Oivl.Railway Manager,
Northern Railway,
State Entry Road,

Delhi «'® #•.Respondents®

(By Ad\/ocate? Shri RyLyohauan )

ORQiR

nrj 3.«a»dlaavtfc(a1^

Heard Doth sides on C.P.No, 65/2000,

2. By the Tribunal's order dated 23,S,'99, re^on dents

were directed to consider^ in accordance uith rules arid

instructions ^ applicant's case for promotion

to the grade of CBS ^.2000-3200) uith all fflnsequarcial

benefits uith effect from the date his ifnmf-.diate junioi:

was so promoted.
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3»' Pursuant to the aboye direction, reqjonaenta

ha ye issued order/notice dated 8,^fe200 0 CAnnaxure«>R-1|

and dated 2l',^6i2000 (Annexure«-'R—2) placiny applicant ant

the provisional panel of CBS (hs,2000«3200/ 6500-10500)

at item Novl2 A of the panol.i In this connectioR

in Notice dated 2lv'6r2000 responaenta heve stated

that applicant uas awarded UlT puniarroent of 2 yo'-i-s

on &i'6i'95 and punishment of yiT one year on 30,-6,'SE.

and subsequeniiy on his appeal the punlsnnant or

UIT one year was reaucea to 6 months UIT and hence hd

cxiuld not be promoted as CBS on 28,'12,^95 on yfiich dats

his junior Shri Ram Oak Singh was so protnotedj an-j

was eyentually promoted only on 1,6.98«i'

During arguments Shri Bhanciari c^ntestaci

raspondents* assertion that applicant had oeen

punished with 2 years* HIT with effect from 9,^6e-9E}

contending that applicant hao never ueen aarved tilth

the punishment order but we find that the aapy or

punishment order is pasted in applicant's serwicfi-

book, and there is also mention or the same l.n r8Q,?ri3

to applicant's pay fixation#^ Furthermore,applicant

had also challengea this assertion in his rspresentatlon

dated 20,-8:^198^ to which respondents sent reply to ttw

applicant, pointing out the yigilaoca case in uhicr*

the punishment was oroeredV Copies of appiicartt's-

rep resen ta tion datea 2G,.8, 98 ana res^onaents* r^ly

dated 27,8,^98 are on record#'

5,^ In the light of the apoye, it cannot bs sale

that respondents haye wilfully and driitserately

disobeyed the Tribunal^*3 order dated 2 3,®, S9.:
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The C,P'v is diemissed#' Notices dischargeo,^

l\ t ,:
( OR,A«.\/tOft^ALLI ) Cs^R.AoIbE' )

rCM0E R(3 ) If I CE: Li Hft IftWA N
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