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CENT"At ADMINISTRATIVE TtUBUNAL 
ALtAHABAD BENCH : ALtAHABAD 

~IGINAL APPUCATI~ No.ass OF 1999 

ALlAHABAD THIS THE 17TH DAY OF MARCH,2003 

HCN'BlE MR• JUSTICE R .R ·K • TRIVEDI ,VICE-CHAIRMAN • 
Shr1 P ·K • Tiwar1, 

sm of t.ate P .ff• Tiwari, 

~lo S6, Bahadurganj, 

Allahabad• 
• 

(By Advocate shri B .a• SiTohi) 

1 • Unim of India, 

• • ·•··.•··Applicant 

thr oogh the Ministry of ~ai lways, 

Rail Bhawan, 

2 • 

New Delhi• 

General Manager, 

Northern ~ailway, 

Baroda Hoose, 

New Delhi• 

3 • Divisimal Jtai lway Manager, 

Northern Railway, 

Allahab~d • 

4 • senior- Divisimal Cacunercial Manager, 

Northern Railway, 

Allahabad• ••••••••••• ·Respmdents 
. ' 

(By Advocate Shri A ·K. Gaur) 

oaoBR 

This o .~ • has been filed u~er secti~9 of 
· · by which 

Administrative Tribunals Act 1985,/applicant has challenged 

the order dated 12 ·3·1999 by which api:eal of the applicant 

ag~inst the order of ~niahnent has been dismissed. 
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2. The facts of the caae are that the applicant wu 

appointed aa senior Travelling Ticket Exmniner at Allehabad• 

The applicant was lying i 11 £,.an 15 ·11 ·1989 to 03 .04 ·1990 • 
' 

maith of APri 1,1991 Chief Ticket InsP9ctor passed an ~der 

in Duty Roaster to tJle applicant to perfOl"m squad duty of 

Train Ticket Examiner• The applicant diad:>eyed the orde,..9 
' 

of the chief Ticket Inspector and canmitted the mia-cmduct 

for which he was subj~ctal to disciplinary Proceedings• He 

was se.-ved with a memo of charge dated 18 .04 ·1991 • Afte,.. 

receipt of his explanatiai, the Divisimal Canmeycial 

Manage,. passed an order of I=Unishment with-holding 

increments of the applicant foY" six maiths tempora,,-i ly • 

In appeal the orde,.. was not fc:und PrOP! r and in accordance 

with law. Hence the notice dated 04•10·1991 has been given 

on 04 ·12 ·1991 • The I=Unishnent was en•hanced and ~iod of 

with-holding increments wu extended upto two years__, lay" 
~' 

orde-r dated 27 .01 ·1992*~'1>licant filed 'an app.al • Du°ring 

the pendency of the ap1'.9al applicant filed an Oyiginal 

Application No·359 of 1998 which was diapoeed of with a 

directim to decide the appeal of the applicant in 

accoidance with law. TheTeafte,.. the appeal has been decided 

vide imt:Uoned · order dated 12 .03 ·1999. I haw P8TUaed the 

order and cmside,..ed the charge• 

3 • Cmsidering the facts and circumstances of the caae 
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and mis-ccmduct faind Pr-o-=ed al the Part of the applicant, 

I do not find any good grrund to inteyfe,-e in the matter• 

The o ·A • has no merit and is accordingly dismissed• 

4 • There .wi 11 be no oyde,.. as to costs• 

l---o~\ 
Vi ce-chai man 

/Nee lam/ 
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