
CENTBAL AEMINISTBATJVE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH
R^^o®134/98 IN

p  New Delhi; this the day of July^
HD^!RLE MRg^RpADIGEi^IEE CHAIBMAN(A)|
H0NI3LE MR^KULDIP S INj^»EMBER(J)

Prakash Kumar Muiwani^j
S/o Shri Hotu Mulwani^!
R/o I^oil/3v
Nixmalpurif Lajpat Nagar IS^V , .
New Delh>.243 ^Applicant

Employed as , ^. \fa
Inspector of Works(Construction)'!
under Chief Administrative Off icer( Construct ion )V
Northern Railway?
Kashmere Gate?
DelhL-6

h  (By Advocate: Shri ̂ BpElaval)

1^ Union of India
through the Chairman?
Railway Board,
Rail Bhawan,
New Delhi-1

2fi The General Manager?
Northern Railway? ,,,
Headquarters, Off ice?
Baroaa House?
New Delhi-Ji

3| The Chief Administrative Off icer( Construct ion)'
Northern Railway?
Headquarters Office?
Kashmere Gate? ^ iS
telhL.6 .^Re^ondents?

(By Advocate; Shri B|^^jJain)

Mris|R|afadiige? VC(A)|
Heard both sides on RA No?134/98 , seeking

review of theTribunaLls order dated 24l!389B in OA No?1442

of 199711

2? In that OA applicant had sought a direction



r

^2^

i) quash the proposed recovery dC tl^^ 3rd
and 4th advance increments given to him
which was proposed to be effected from
his pay from Joneflgg? ejqjarte without
putting him to notice and

ii) direct re^ondeots to relea^^ two
more incentive increments 5th
6th increments which he claimed were
due to him as per Railway Board's* own
Circular and fix his pay at the appropriate
level by adding these 2 increments and
direct payment of arrears with 18^ interest
till realization^

iii) award ex&npiary cos1

The above OA was disposed of after hearing

by order dated 24§3f|98 with the following direction^■iT)

ft

For the above: reasons the proposed recovery
order dated has,.to be quashed and
is accordingly quashec^| The respondents
may if they intend to withhold the two
additional increments issue a show cause
notice, hear the applicant's objection
and then pass a peaking oider^ They may
state that they propose to withhold on the
ground that the applicant had passed the
examination before joining tte re^ondentsf
But with regard to the increments already
granted with regard to passing the examination
after joining^ the service?|^ they have no case
wen on me^ts^ The ^ is accordingly
disposed of! No costsrfo
In the RA besides pointing out certain

typographical mistakesf it has been contended that

applicant was entitled to the 5th and 6th increments as

per Railway Boarc^is relevant Circular, and there is
an error apparent on the face of the record within

the meaning of Section 22(3)(f) AtT Act read with

Order 47 Rule 1 CPC so far as it differs from tte

Railway Boards relevant circulars®

5^1 Re^ondents in their reply to the RA have
submitted that vdiile they have no objection to the

correction of the typographical mistakes in the

body of the order dated 24f|^98f applicant in the
RA has actually sought to re argue the entire case and
traversed the same ground as covered in the OA which
is not permissible in an RAf Relevant rulings to
support the view have also been citec@
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6f We agree withr espondent^ ]ii so far as

applicaQt|,jS claim for release of 5th and 6th increments
are concerned( and consequential actioli i^on tteir

release, including f ixationf payment of arrears and

interesii)^' the Tribunal in its order dated 240^198 has
directed respondents that in case they intend to

withhold the same, they shall first uRU<! applicant

to notice'^^ and after hearing applicantils objection^

if any^^ they shall pass a speaking orderi

If applicant is aggrieved by the aforesaid

direction'^ it is open to him to challenge the same

through a proper appeaL-petition before the appropriate

form in accordance with lawj He cannot appeal against

the aforesaid order dated 24^^31198 in the form of an

•i

The RA is disposed of accordingly with a

direction to Registry bnly, to,.the extent of carrying

out the necessary typographical corrections in tte

order dated 24^3898 and to issue corrected copy of

^  the order to both parties®

( KHLDIP SJNaH ) ( SfiR^ADEE )
MEKIBER( J) VIGE GHA]RMAN(/)g

/ag/


