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OPEN COURT -
'::ENTRAL 1'D'-ITNISTRATI\7E TRIBUNAL, A!,T .. AHABl\D BENCH 

~LLP.HABAD 

Allahabad : Da ted this 1st day of Novem~er , 2000 

Original Appl ication Noo3/.0 of 1994 

CORA'; :-

-----
Hon !bl e ~lr o Rafiquddin , J . M. 

Hon ' ble ··lr o S. Bis'Y1as , A . '1 • 

. '" a nhaiya , s/ o Binda 

R/o Vil l-Badausa , 

Post- Badausa , 

Di strict- Bandao 

(Sri v .s . Chauhan, Advocate ) 

• • • • • Appl ica nt 

Ve raas 

1 . Union of India , 

Thro ugh Sec retary : , inj st r·y of 

2. Sr.Divisional ~ngineer , 

Cent ~al Railway , Jhansi Division , 

Jhansi. 

3 . Assistant s ngineer , 

Central Rail \·1ay , ·4ahoba , Jhansi 

Div.ision , 

(Sr].. .o~ashant ' th ~a t ) ... .a. ur , r. voca e 

• • • • .Respondents 

0 R D ER (0 r a 1 ) --- ------
gL_Hon~l e i~r- . Rafiquddin , J.M. 

l 

The a<J")lic~n t , \·1ho \·1as worl<in J as ~<eyman i·1i th 

Assistant En')ineer , Central Railway , Mahoba , 

Jhansi •)ivision (Respondent No . 3 ), t-.ras p unished vi de 

order dated 16- 9- 1996 conta ined in Annexure- 1 to this 

IA passed by the discipl inary u.uthority whereby ncanalty 

of reversion to Gangnan for t\<10 yea-s was i 'llnosed 

, 

ufur hnl<lin1 disci,.,linary cnqu(y ag~inst the ap.,lic.•nt , j 
.. 
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for alleoed unauthorised abse nce from d uty . The apnl ic0nt -
. ~ pref erred a n appeal against the aforesaid punishment 

o~der before the appe l l ate authori t y , namel y , sr . 

Divisional Engineer , Ce ntral Rai lt·•ay , Jhansi fJivision , 

Jhansi ( r e spondent no . 2 ), who also by the impugned o =der 

dated 23 - 10- 1993 dismissed h.is a npca l . The apo licant 
• • 

h as approache d thif; Tribunal and h a s s~ught quashing 

of the aforesaid OLders . 

2 . The learnca counse l for the apnlic ;int has brought 

t o our notice the i~ryu~ned order dat ed 27- 12- 1993 passed 

by t11e appellate u u thori t y and has urged that the same 

htls b '2en P· ssed v1ithout g iving any r eazon $ .n1e appella t e 
0 

authority has Dassed c r yptic order and h as rejec~ed the 

app~al holding tha t the punishme nt i~posed on the 

applic1nt is justified. The l e a r n ed c o unsel for the 

applic~nt has , therefore , ~Lged that the matter sho ul d 

b P r ef erred to the appellate authority to dispose of 

the appea l of the a~nlic ant by a speaking order and 

af t Pr J ivin~ rea sons a n d opportuni t y to t h e appl icant 
• 
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3 . According l y the OA i s d i s p~sed of ·1:1i th the 

direction to the r e spondent no . 2 to dispose of the 

a pp2 a l preferred by th e apol ican t aqainst the punishment 

order o a t ed 16- 9 - 1998 givin~ him a pers~na l he~~ing 

a n d a lso by a speaking order tvi thin three 11onths fro m 

the d a te of co'nmuni c a tion or this order . The re shall 

b e n o order as to costs . 

Dube/ 
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Mer11ber (A) 

p_~·~ 
?1e.'11ber ( J) 
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