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_riginal ppLi.ca t i.on ~Ia. 236 of 1992

Mahesh Chand • • • • • . . . . •••••••••• ~pplicant

Union of India Ct Others ••• • • • • • • • • • n8 sponderrt a

Hon'ble f'1r. Justice ",.V. )haon, V.C.

Hon'ble [Jr. V. bayye. f"lE"mbsr ( A}

( By Hon'blo rh·. Justice S.V. Dhaon, V.C.)

Th· a~pllcBnt was a bOJking clerk and he was

suspended on 13.7.1 ~90 due to an alleged ':'ncident. Iccorc:'n~];;,

an enquiry was inHlatcd agc ....nst the Clf=r.-.licant. The anqui ry

of'f'Lce r in his repor-t E;;xL::wr:::ted the applic,.nt. The disciplinary

aucho r.r t.y d.,s3gredJ with the re commcnda t Lon of the en qu i.ry
:.-v r(v----L

officor,' fun,;. shad him.

this appl~catjon.

3. Cneof the subni saion nada in bh is application is

tha c the disciplinary aut ho r; ty) before pa sin'] the order of

pun i shment , .rhi Le di s aq re ad "':,th repor-t of the enquiry officer ,

d..d not glve any o,'portuni ty of haa r ..nlJ to the app Li cant , This

factual r.osLt i on i" not d.' apute d by the learned coun sc I for

th~ I'Gspondents. juffice it to say that no opportunity was

glvan to the applicant to show cause against the ~ dic3gruement.
th

This ~.nf.i.rmity vitiates /orde r of punishment.\CCONingly ,~-
this app Li c., t zon sucs.eds in rJart. The ord8 r pas se d by th

punishinq· author_ty ietsd 7.6.1991, the order passed by the

appellats duthority d~tbd 7.1:.1991 dnd tho rLviGion~ng Futhority

4. It u~ll be open to the punish~ng autho~ty to pSFS

/)\."~~.-k~--- .
<J fre sh orde r of -. .•. , t in accordance u., th Leu af te r

Contd •• 2/-



f. 2 .•.

f.~
g~v~~~opportunity to the applic~nt to show C3Usa a~ to

why the report of the en qua ry officer snou l.d not be accept d.

There '"'hall.be no order [IS to cost s ,

r'~~

llahabad D3ted 23.11.19~2.
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