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CIFhL blnoh,

Niui QLLHl,

ft'-S^tr.tion C.«. No. 2896 of 1991
f '̂ohinder oingh

Boaid"nd others

l/erai

Hon, 1*1 r, Justipp it •
hon'bTp Mt. i/'.c.

IgilLh-T

-plTlXZ-.

rtppTicant,

Respondents,

i Sy Hon. fir. Justice UL . •ice b.L. orivastav/a, W.c.)

The appiico^nt uss bom ip ^
November, 191? ho> • •

his.serv/ices as s... ®
lectrician on 19 i loc? t

197y hp . ' * • '953, In the year'972, he was promoted to tho j.
o the post of Motor Miafr.

working as Motor Mistrv h t^hile he |||.'^stry, he UPS charge-Sheeted tk
"^as charye-sheeted i/iH * he applicant

. ,. aocument dated 5.6. 1989 and this-s suppi.., 29.6. 1969. The a^e d •

"'"tins to ,9.8. 1989 ano tho opp,8o=nt
—, HH' -LOant was®Charge against the appii^^nt ups that h
the room . He uos under the inf] ^ ^^tting in

unpble to express h 1iguor andexpress himself, it ,,««
J»« Au U/db calso 11^

the appii,,,^ thpt he cpuyht the sh- Sad againstc^nt the shirt of Mr fipiu x.
enquiry proceedid. Tharooftor th '
rqport and aotino on tn ' •«'-'-ing on the report of fh^ ^

disciplinary authority has re t. - the
The applicant fijed ^n - Rhaiasi.

' •'•jea an apoeaT ana p •csnd durinntt-- appeal, tho oppiioant retirod Po
"hy tho appo,,-t .. ts

PP®'̂ °te authority took a -, o, •
reduced the punishment of the a 7• /
fcllowiny orders; «pa^t • "PP '̂̂ '̂ ^t, and has passed the

p^tt, p...00.^. i
red, a lenient vieu -t x. . ^

punishment be reduceo f x ^
° that of .^®'̂ ^Ction by nn-

one stc



(L^;>

in uio-e ha, 1320—204Q (1400—2300J•" The applicant uho

chcsTlenged the Saia oraer hea conibended that the qn^uiry

officer's report ccs not given to him oot from the

letter dutbd 7,5. 19903ent by t-hiB dy, Lhiuf liechenical

c-nginoBi, Oiiich is on the record, it is c''eor thot the

copy cf the uriHciry officer's report eas given to him,

'Tvccording] y, this contintion cf the spp] icont feiia. The

other plec raised by the Isorned coonsel for the applicant

is that the uppea] decioed by the disciplinary authority,

also is not correct, but, none of the grounds taken by

the applicant is sustainaple. It may be that the applicant

Ut.s cn the ver^e of '̂ OTa^^ment and this punishment ues
har^b enough but the 1 ribunal is not competent to enter

into the guantuid cf punishment, Accordingly, the application

is dismissed, i\o oraer as to the costs.

fiembert'^; l/ice-drsirman

dated; 22. 12, 1 £'92

n , u. j


