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OPE J COURT 

CEi.JTRZ\L AD UNIST~ l.TIVE T.~:Bu LJf L 

1 

ORIGINAL APPLICJ>.TIO'J ~T0.186 OF 1998 

ALL f-lA3A:J T~IS ':'>-{:S 7TH DAY F . !A. Y., 2 0 0 4 

liClJ'BLE 'LR. JJC~IC:E~ S. R. SI~-JGE., CE-CHAIR:-'IA.T 

HON' 3LE .:~. ~. ~ TIWA:U., 1E '1~ER-A 

Lak.!,--ian Lal Patl).ak., 
agec~ about 47 yeor s , 

t s/o Shri Ra dh e L2.l P0tha::~ 
-Jo Village & post-Taricl1ar KJ.lan~ 

District-Teek?·· garh. • ...•.•.. A~'>nlicant 
{ 3y Advoc2te Shri P.akesh ver,oa ) 

versus ... 

1. union of India., 

through the Gener2.l. Hanager., 

Central Railway Chhatrapati Shivaji 

T~rminus., l u1nbai V. T. 

2. The Divisional Railway Aan er ; 

Central· R2ilway., Jhansi. 

3. The ASsistan_t Engineer., 

Central Railway., Jhansi • 
••••.•..•..• Res?ondents. 

:( By Advocate Sri n.c. Saxena ) 

0 R D E R 

HON' BLE 111R. JUSTICE S • R. SINGH., -.:ncE-CHA...!B_~ 

The O.A. was instituted at the stage of issuance 

of chargesheet s~eking quash,nent of the chargesheet 

dated 30 05.1995. However., duri g the pendency of the 

O.A. the disciplinary proceeding$ ca.ne to be concluded 
I 

resulting in an order of_rern~val from service dated 

13.02.2003 against which the appl.icc::int h2s already 

~ 



In that v Lew Stiri R. Ver a Lee r n ed counsel 

f,=drly submitted ~t--, 
)l~-~~ o....«-t?rl • 

not pressed. No 
J... 

- 2 - 

pre~erred an appeal. 

2. 

cor the applicant has rightly and 

that the O.A. may be d.i smt s s ed as 

costs., 
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Vice-Chairman 
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