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10 THE CENTRAL AOPHNIiTRATH^E Tfil 8UWftl

PRINCIPAL BENCH NEW WEIKI

V •

0<»A, 00,965/1994

0OU ^o7Hig dated the 27th Jen,, 1995

CORAR

Hon'blQ 3hrl SoR, Adige, Reabor (A)

Hon*bl0 Sot.Lakshml dwaminathan, ReciiborC<^)

Shri Chhiddi
o/o i>hri Runshi
Token 0q,1009pworking as
Halwai at Bailway Diesel Shod
Centeon resident ef Near Pul Pehladpur

Q Raajid Badarpurp New Delhi

,,0 Appi icant

(By Advocate Shri Yegeah Shanaap
proxy counsel for Shri RoNoSharraa )

tf/s
1, Union of India through Socrotary '

Rinistry of RailuaySp Rail Bhawenp
0OU Delhi

2, Canl,Ranagerp Northern Railuayp
Baroda Housop New Delhi

3, Divisional Ranager(Rsilw ays) D,R,R,
Delhi Divisionp Canaught Place#
Ne w Da I hi

Q 4, Sh,Rajiv Rahajah, D,R, E« Diesel Shod#
Tughalksbadp

New Delhi

,00 RoapondontQ

(By Advocate Shri Shyao Roorjani )

jUOGRENT(ORAL)

(Hsn'bl© Shri S,R, Adige, Rerober (A))

In this application# Shri Chhiddi^

Halwaip Diesel Shed Canteen# Tughalakabad^j Wow Ofelhi

has irapugned the erder ef suspension dated 1,7,1992

and hte soig ht a directien to the reapondonta that

ho bo taken back en duty. Ma hao also oot^ht for

arrears of subsistence aliouanco w,g,f, 1o 10,1992 til

th® finalisation ef the preceedings.
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V, 2o ihortly 8tat«(^th0 applicant
have boon arroatad in crininal casa Mo» 16/92 u/ooco3

of Roil«oy Praperty Unlawful Pesaoosion Act ani wao

placod under auspenaian Uo®»fo 1o7o1992o Tbafe ortqiindl

cooa i® otill pendinQg and under tho circuQatansos

no question of ravecatian ef tho ouspension order

ariso at this otaga^aiere particularly oo tho shargo

sheet has been subraittad an 24«7.1992o

o

o

39 Xn 80 far as the proyor for orroora of

subeistencQ ollow ance WgO, fo 1o10o1992 is concerntodj,

froo) tho oubcniasiomoade by tho appliconti counoolo

Shri Yogosh Shares and raspondento coureol Shxi

C^oorjoni^ appears that consequent to the opplicoot

being under ouepensian^ ho was granted aubsisteneo

Qllcuonco ot tho rate of 50^ of his pay froQ tho

doto of suaponsian^till S«»5ol994^ Aftor which it

hao been anhoncod ta 7535 of hi® pay^ inoccordoeco

with Indian Railway Cstabl ishoient Ranuol i. \/ol9 2} Ru|g

20 34 and F8 33» Ouring arguoients, opplic onts coonaol

JShri ShorsiQ urged^ that enhancement of eubsiatanco

allowance from 50^ to 7535 should hav/o boen c^odo

iomediotoly after sIh mentha elapsed from tho doto

of suspension^ and as the respondents have not dor^

00 {3*9 Sh© Tribunal should direct thorn to poy thao cvhhA-CiiixC'

^25^ as^imfei 7535 « 50^ ) from that date,^ no

rulo/outhorit^os has been citod on tho bosio of whidh
r

Tribunal con giwa such direction to tho roapondonto fe
^v- /U6-/v A yx IrylijX't hyx
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Q^d undar th® circumstancss us oiro unolblo to aooodo:

this prayer^ as urged by Shri SharosOo

In the result^ thio appiicotiom ^
/i

foils and^accerdingly diaraiosodo Wo co8ts«

(Lakahmi Suomioathan) (SoRo'<^di^o V'
RcEDbor(d) : Reabor(A)


