
IN the CENTRHL ATHlNISTBVrlV. TRIBUNAL, PR lur IT U.,R.W:K
fl.H .Ncj,24B3/1

Neuaelhi, this 27th day :::f 3sl,.

Hrn'ble Shri . H^ridasan, -a ^
Hon'ble dhrl 3.P. BiSuaa. fiaaaa.v-i

f ^D, SaRiana
^,,6/6j Lakha Nagar i ;c r.

pwarirt Canti ®

y^y ahri 3. K® Gupta^ nduoc-ite)
yer sus

Union of India^ through

1 e aecru Lury r- . , u r
Ministry of Uefencs, rJoui

2» financial T.dyaor(03)
Ministry of aefence, Now ue^hi

rontroller Gensral of Qefsnca Ucc rupI-
ujoat Block I/, R .K. Puram
iveu Oolhi

4. CGntrcllBr R;f Oe fence AccaunPa
yestern Command, Sector sC, ,
47 s . . ... He^i'>^:riO-ni.r,
[Chandigarh

5hri t , H.Uamchan danC , 3r« iaJvacata/

fliUoR ioral)

Hon'ble 3hri A® I/® Ha no as an

The applicant has chaliengeo Ins ardac d tad
a-3 'f if ftv>Lc'Xt'aN-f4-3n3 ® ,

by uhlch h. .Rs RSSJMO ^ R.ni:-

;r.8nl sT reduction of his ps;y fsTrn lS

in Iho tine scale af Rs.2000-3200 fni ^ ,:.r,s1... a c ,:-n3

vaar uith efFsct frarn thsR date of .arttea uSsCsCr^- sahR

hs sou Id not e-ern increment ::c y>3y iarin t fa r aaa ua

cja such reduction and the reduCRtien sRuia ;Rae. liR.-

efoact of pcalpenina hia^future jncrena-R.s a,
j y, I .ef \

the ui dir d-tsd (hnneeufs 3-1 j by uh:i ah bee

Riy.DSsl Ofpainat th= puni-shmant oedei rrOS regBCxeo,.

(yi/



A'
,.

The penalty was imposed an the applicant after hr.iuinp
an enpuiry into the charge of yhich the ataton6.nt of
of imputations are at page 52 of the p^per iirau-a, The
applicant denied the charge. Ho, h-.waver, did not
participate in the enquiry and an ex-r^ai:tb an.;u:,rv

helv and the enquiry of^Ucer {LD) fauad the ap.ilrc-nc,

nuiity of charge. i ho disc ipx loiy au i ^ v- •/

accepted the finding and imposed on him rha pdnaj.ty.

The appellate authority alsti cGnfir'ned •aW a ord&r.

Hppiican,., has assailed thech5rg& on vajvL.-ws ja.:,.,aois.

Ths main c round on uhich ha seeks po nova this or os r

set aside is that there uas no justifJc •aLiiai In pro«

Gecding against him and imposin .' on him the penalty

because there uas no miaccnduct. accnrdinr to ti-a

charoes he praferacd a falsa To bill, doa n cv.

it by proper vouchiirs/receipts , From a haja: aarusai

cf the statement of imjnjtation itsaio. g,., ijuuia p.:

tan.dent tha± the a^g^licent though prefer.at' a ge riri.

for iis,l4g9, uihBn he uas as keel to ,jia:rJuj;i gup.pari:.'ng

\/a,jchers fox transporation cf i.-er3ona;o, 3"fBct,a and

receipt for the journey of his uife -'vagrHer, he

did not press his claimfcr transpcrtaa;i,_in !-;Xp::tnac.a

and To for his wife and oa^ghter statin a thai iho

vouchers having been misplaced could riti, ho piarcaa or? ..

is the applicant limited his cloim to the

of his cun travelling axpenses^ the ;0 Do.ii u--

honourald to that extent. There is no o: He.ja •, Irr- ch:-i

the applicant uithout t ran sp ort in hJ.s poixocnoi

acfects claimi^ transportatioa chcrges 03- la^V't
he claifi'.ed travelling sxpenses of his wife and d aught



-5-
^ '

, _ 1 T h P f'Tl• C n ^ Q.Hil. t^eydidnotraally cre«.. •

He ,.Ueatepeodecethe«oaeHa«„
te peeduoe eoeCe.e He .ould not He ontttUd
tHs e^oent reinHuteed. THet dote not eo . .,nt

03, justify disciplinary proceedings agsxntt ns:», - .
Placlno end loosing the vouchars do=s
any dishonesty or misconduct. Ue era
the opinion that the impugned orders are
justifiable ;^gb^^stainablae

2. In the result the impugned orders s« car aside
*" jithout any orders^ as to costs. IrlY] :•

• a - .,

i,n.r. Huiisisran)
^Re;HL^Ar aise-rhaismsnU)

f
S L'\ T" \, i/ Ui w V? /


