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IM THE CHNTR^ .riP^^M5S.TROTV£ TRIBUm
PRIMIIP^ girCH

C.A. ^fe♦256/90

vv ihi j date d the 2th Ju re , L99A- «•

Hon' bl e Sh . S»R • idi ge ^ ivfe mbe r4
Hon'ble Snit. Lakshmi /Swaiioinathanj MemberCJ)

Shri Singhaig
e x-Ll'^ c/o Assistant
Income Tax Commissioner Office,
!i.e w Da Ihi

i^plic ant

(By advocate Sh, \f»P » Shanna )

ie Union of India through the Secretary'
Ministry' of Unaoce^ Govt^of India
rfe w Delhi

2® The income Tax Gbmrni ssio ner.
Go vt sO f I ncJi a, v/ 1hi

3» The Oa puty Irrone Tax Gbmmi ssio ns r,
Income Tax Hange-Ts f^w Delhi. ^ •

...» Re sponde nts

(By Advocate Sh.R.S. Aggarwai )

JUaCEMEI^

(Ho hble Sh »S .H4 i ge^ Me mbe r (A) )

In this .^plic ation.Sh.D'.p . Singhal, Ex^UXi

Income Tax partirsentj Os;lhi has impugned the order

dated 6.3 ,39 (/^n.A.i) dismissing him from sendee »-

24 At the outset, vfi nsta that tte applxant had

fiiedan appeal dated 3,4»1989 addressed to the Gommissi-oner
I '

of Income Tax-, Range-rsfewi'^ihi, \'vhich appears "to te undisposed

of as per counter affidava.t dated 30-5-90 filed by the

respondents» 3hri R»S, ^garwal, Id.couisel for the Respondents

is unable to state whathar the appeal has been disposed of



\

•>.<1

sine.©, Shri V,P .3harm,a,leamed counsel for "the applicant also

• states that no orc^r accepting/re jecting his appeal has been

communicated to the applicant till dat^ •

3, As the cfepartmental remady of appeal has not

been exhausted as yet, and as the 4:)peila'te jurisdiction

in the disciplinary matters is far vdd^r than*^the

Tribunals jurisdiction uni^r the .Aifninistrative ,

Tribunals Act, we feel that it vdll .be in the applicants

o^\n intfiirest that the ^peal be disposed of in the first
/

instance, if it has not already been disposed of.

Under the circumstances, after hearing Sh.Sharma

learned counsel for the applicant and Sh,>Aggarwalg

learned counsel for the re s.poncfents, v.« direct the

respondents todispose of the said appeal vathin

three ironths fiom.the date of receipt of a copy

of this or-cJir, if not already disposed of^ reserving

liberty to the applicant to f>ile a fresh 0.A., if any

grievance survives after the disposal of his qppe al,

if so advised,-

5. Shri V.P»Sharmas has voicQi^..the ^prehension

that if such an 0 ♦A# is t aken up in its turn in the

normal course, it might delay matterjeven further, •

leading to danial of justice in respect of the^^pplicants

claims, see some force in this assertion, and feel that

Shri Sharmas apprehensions can bfe mt- by observing ~



"chat if any5, fresh 0 »,'io is filed by the applicant, after

the disposal of the appeal by the is s.po nde nts, such

0.v\. should b2 taken up on out of turn basis and di^posecl

Ox <3 s s xp^ ctLT.1.0 u sly BS po ssibl^ «

o.

(Lakshrni 3wami nath an)

Ktembe r(J)

sk

J ,-j rh,r f/r/
i '̂is £pplicatlcn is ac cor riingl^^V^^b costs

(S,n»• Mj/ge )

/ferfibe ri'A)


