
WHINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, PRINCIPAL BENCH
OA No. 1221/1995

iu- +hi«: 11th day of August>1995New Delhi, this ii^^n u«y

^hri A V.Haridasan, Vice-Chainain(J)Hon'ble Shri ft. Ahooia, Member(A)
Hon'ble Shn R.K. ftnooja,

Shri Raj Kumar Dohare
C-l/D, DDA Hats
Munirka, New Delhi

By Shri V.K. Rao,Advocate

Applicant

versus

Union of India, through

1. The Secretary
Deptt. of Revenue
M/Finance, New Delhi

2. The Dy. ̂ °^l®*^^«''pustoms Col lector ate
Central Excise & Cust Respondents
RR Building, IP Estate, new

By Shri R.R.Bharati , Advocate
ORDER(oral)

Shri A.V. Haridasan gppiuant is that though he is
The grievance of the appnt.

puced under suspension. Lhe respondents Have in spite
,He representations aade by the applicant refused o

pay hi» the subsistanc^llR«ance due to h,. as per
nules. on notice'^^g^-^ " the resp«.d.nts. Shr,
p R Bharati. Advocate appeared forJ^respond«.t.. The

u  '>;^S^S;^r^stated ttat thelearned counsel for the APpT '-®t
.eapandents did not disburse the subsistence all««nceto the applicant for want of a certificate to the effec

.Hat the applicant was not profitably eeployed
elsewhere, as required under FR 53(2). It !• also
indicated that i^ the applicanfs furnishing t^
said certificate. subsistence allowance wiH
disbursed without any delay. The application is
therefore disposed, of at the adaission stage itself with



the consent of the parties ^peirt either side with Hhfe

direction to the applicant to appear before the

respondents on 21.8.95 and to furnish Uwrt certificate

as required under rules and also with the direction to

the respondents to ensure that subsistence allowance is

disbursed to the applicant within a week froe the date

of receipt of that certificate. There is no order as to

costs.

(R.K. Ahpo^

^-11.8.1995

(A.V.Haridasan)
Vice-Chairean(J)

11.8.1995

/tvg/


