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Railuays anﬂ vas nffﬂ§i}:f~ﬁf*u

was su5pended and wad dh&rgeﬁﬁﬁﬁf”

authnr:ty. Tha charga again&ﬁ,hih was

to 12 .11.86 uhen GPU rang! DRM and wanted to hgm
in thisregard. This was important matter of nahinh&l ” 1
policy and must have been received with top most a€%~ ti
in ¢his supervising capacity. He thus acted in a
manner which i3 unbacumlng of Railuay Servants thareby
contravening rule 3{ 10 11 and II1) of Railuay Services

Conduct Rules, 1966,

2 The applicant suﬁﬁitted his reply disputing the

charge. The enquiry officer was appointed who submitted’ -ji
; vis report tofthe disciplinary authority. The grievancs &

of the applicant is that the applicant was gy not given

reasonable o, portunity. The enquiry was nothing but
comlete negation of the provisions of Rule 9 of D&AR

1368), he was not given the opportunity to cross axam
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for a Period ﬁ? ﬂhéu_hjfﬁn~=*~

ﬁﬁi ] Yhich he was chargsshaetad oP hawiﬁﬁ nnwdl =
‘t:\ 'I.-:: .st- R 5 4 -'
r~ % < 8uch minor matter the panalty lika samum _ 13"”
g?gl d covered by rules, Accordingly, this app ‘ H%;

hasubeen violated. No further relief kas can ha gﬁa

to the applicant yho has been retired. The applid&nﬁ |
will be entitled to consgquential benefits in uiﬂﬁ'afx“f"-

£
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any punishment ordser uhich subsists against hime 'iéfii!
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j Annexure 13 i.e. the order dated 21.7.88 and Annexure ¥$WT

the order deted 14.9.88 are guashed,
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Allahabad Dated: 13.9.%]




