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Open Court

G21;J"TRAL MD••I bTR ...•.TI \IE TrlIBLl'JAL
ALLAH . ABnD

this the 3rd day of September, 2002.

Ori9inal Application No. 958 of 2002.

Coram: Hon'ble Ivrr:. Justice R.rl..K.Trivedi, VoC

aon 'ble v1ajCen. K.K.Srivastavaa A.M.

R.B.Dubey, S/O Sri Shyam Behari Dubey,

station r.1aster, Nibkaror L, P.O•.Tibkarori,

Disstt. Farrukhabad. (N.Rly, Allahabad Divi.)

o ••• ppplicant......
counsel for the applicant: Sri K.S.Sa~:ena.

VeJ..sus

1. The Union 0 India (throu h Ceneral M:ma~er,

Northern Rly Baroda -louse, New DeIhi.

2. Sr. Divl. uptt;. l'iana':.er, Iorthern Railway,

DRMUt f ice, Allahabad.

3. The Addl , Uivl. Rl.y , j~'Bnager,N. lye

AlLahabad , urlA 0 1ice, AlLanabad ,

4. T e Chie J. Opt9-I'IBnag 1.', orthern Rly,

.. )..'':; Ht.lLsof f ice, Baroda ouso , New Delhi.

• • • •• • Respondents

Counsel {or the respondents: 3hri A.K..Gaur.

QB.Q.ER
(By Hon tbLe J\1r. R.R.K.Tri edi, Vice Chairman)

this OAunce r section 19 0 Pdministrative l\r:ibunaJ

Act,' 1985 has been filed challen~inC the order dated

23/27-11-2000 by which the applicant ..as puni.s hec by

reduction in the same pay scale which ha-s, been ccn+Lr led

in appeal by order dated 28-6-2001. cainst the orders
J

of the disciplinary authority as ·,ell as the apl-'€llate
'-\""

authority, the ,-,pplicant l;j'jE$ ~ iled a r2vision/vJhich is

pc ndir- 9 bet"ore C. ie .•.uperating •.;and':;jer, Nort.ner n nail,Jay,e 'f
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Baroaa House, New ~ Lhi, (Respondent NO.4) .~The' re vision
-<'"'\ •••, ~

.. J'~ ~ \ea~
is already pend~n§.1l::J1lOur opinion it _ not.jappr-oprLate

for us to give any orCer in this c ase ex.~pj; for a direction

to respondents NO.4 to decide the revision of t he applicant

expeditiously.

2. The O.A accordingly disposed of finally with a directim

to respondent No. 4 to consider and decide t he revision of me

applicant within a period Of three months from the date of
o v-

a cop~o~ this order is .j iled.

No or er as to costs.

~-rVice Chairman

madhu/
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