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Central Adminis trative Tribunal
Frincipal Bench
New DE}.hi
Qs Ae NoOo 266/95
New Delhi, this the §th Day of Eeb., 1995,
HON'BLE 3HRI J.P. SHARMA, MBABER{ J)
HN'BLE SHHI BJK. I NGH,MBIBER (A)
| Brahm~al Singh s/o shri Sarvjeet Singh,
B & Ex, Khallasi, under Inspector of dork( Survey)
it - Northern Railway, M oradabad, ~
Rf/c C/o shri Himanshu Sharma,
G 224, Hari Nagar, o |
Clock Tower, New Lelhi. Applicant,
(By shri M.L.shjrma, Advocate).
Versus
Union of India through,
1. General Manager,
Nor thern Hailway, ‘
Hg Wrs. Office, Barodga Hous e,
- ~ New Delhi,

2, The éjﬁivisisnal Railway Manager,
Nor thern Railway, , , ‘
Mor g abad, Respordents,

( By None)y

UL SEMENT( QRAL)

HOU'BLE 3301 JoBe  SHAMA, MBMBE (1)

The applicant was Initially engaged as Khallasi

Inspector of #orks, Northern Rallway, Moragd:bad, A disein] fe

nary engulry under rule 9 of AR, 1948 wasinitiated af;,;m“*:

the applicant on thebasis of filing fdse particulars regrd:;
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h%,has~be@n removed from service. The applicant haes filed
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 t§é'$npugne§/puniSmnent order dated 12th %ay, i§§4k@he§$b?‘

.., e

h s enqagenent as a Casual labour on the basis of f:

casual labour card. That disciplinary encuiry ended in

" an apu@al on 10th June, 1994 to U.3.E.{C) Northern Rai

Maradabad The appeal hasnot yet been ﬁLSwOS%ﬁ af when mﬁa@

than six nonths has passed, The applicant has also sent ?w%,

&

reminder tc the respondents to dispose of his appe Ml on

15th January, 1995. During the course of hearing th:@' igaﬂﬁg

coun:el prayed that a dlt‘?Cthﬂ be issuyed to the ,Lé“ﬂ‘;‘;i,;i)"f‘ﬁ

to dlopObe of the‘appeal withln the prescribed periocd and
. is E ,

if the‘applicant/still aggrievai byithe final‘ﬁrﬁéfs Y6 any
may be , :
he [/ iree to assall that order by filing 2 fresh Appli:

tak ing all those grounds alresdy taken in théq?f%ﬁ@ﬁt

«pplication,

24 dle have considered this aspect ard infact the order
Of t‘ne diﬁci‘nlinary au‘tkh‘(}l‘ity ~N1ll me}’_‘gé in the appellite

authority which will give a further cause of action to the
applicants In any case if the appeblate authorit
appeal, the O.A. becomes infructuous, amd if

rejected the spplicant has to assail the order of the
also ‘ e
appe}.lute authOrlty alDO. Th.re 13[/3 19(3@'(.1;{:5!3 of r?‘VlS}@ﬁ

under rule 25 of the DAR 1968 that the apgl i{:aﬁtg g;f Sg

adViSEd! may pursue that deparvnentally{,

i




8. In view of the above we hold that the present spplicstion
/ ~ direct
w15 pre-mature and/the respondents to dispose of the spoeal

of the applicant within a period of three months from the date

of the receipt of the copy of this {xder. No costsy
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