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NOTES OF THE REGISTRY 
	

ORDERS OF THE TRIBUNAL 

A14 cit fce9 with a !najor L alty 

chrge-sheet 'x cr nn eure-!/3 9atad 

03.09.-2004.t3efoi 	ubrnjssior of .:ritte 

t.temt of tcfcrcc o t.e charge-sLeet 

jr, •U tjcr.,1'Ui1j!!g Officer WSS j)OlY. tI 

ij9er neure-/4 dnted 2892004;for which 

the Ap1icrit, hi1e submitting his written  

st•temcr t of defr.ce/
. raisc. ob jctio s in his 
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corrimun iCat1r un1c-r nncxuo-/5 (latod 

2992004It is the case of the .ao1icrt 

that ShrI N.Sahoo(who Las bc m appointed a 

the Thqu ring Officer,uner rneyure_2/4 

0. trl, 2B.9.20)a.s a1s a Member of the 

fact fjni Comnujttee re;ort of which became I 

the subject matter of the major palty 

chargesheet 	d, therefore, said. T,7. SaLo 

ouoht not to iiv hec, apoirtc(l as the 

Incluirir g Officer. Thataart, it is also the 

case of tho 2pict that by app 	tig 

Inquiring Officer before submission 3f 

wrjtt, statemr. of dcferce, shois the bia'/ 

reciatcrmireci attitude of the Discilrary 

Autho rity/Authoritics/r.espon dEn ts It is ci o 

the case of the Apa1jct that although a 

cooy of his ir5ttei statem,t of 	fc/ 

ohj'ction to the apo,ntmet of shrj 

as Thriur4jiq Officeruirer i'rne'ire...A/5 datee3 

29.9.204)i.c c0mmunictec1 to Shri 1 .SafOO, 

'uirjg 0ffccr; he (Shr 	.S'Jo) has 

issued a notice to theApp1-c -rt tder 

rnexure.-A/6 dated. 110,2004 by fixing tL.T 

erl ('Uiril to 12.10.2004. By statrg so, the 

?ict ias alleged elomt f bias against 

the Inquiring Officer.13y his representation 

under tnnexure-A/7 dated 4• l020O4, the 

A.aol:ct h s,virtua1ly, objected t tLe 

e2p0 irtment of Shri N.Sahoo as the Th -ruirj,q 

Officer on the groxtd of hias;as Le(Shrj N 

Sak,00)was one of the officers i-Aho conducted 

the fact fidinc- 	"uiry,Desajte the 

rapated ohjectans f the A1-c,t, since 

er ts are oceed.irg iithLf 
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the discioi3yarj 

his beEr fixed to 12-10-2004.)ie 	)l.c rt 

has aroached this Tribirial in the pres€nt 

:Qrigijial Application xider section 19 of the 

Ar3rcjjjstr&:jve Trjhtrols Act,1985A copy of 

this Or1inal Zl4.'atior' hs a1rer1y hoc 

serve9 on M, .C. .ati., lean ot Str IflCT Cox sd 

the Raj1ways/Resofl  (1e, ts,who has also he 

the A pD lcrt ha pointerily raised 

rr4eviices aainst th 	;po'tmit of 

iqjdrg Officar,it is for the Disciplrary 

Authority to oive duc c'sideatio to the 

sc;epcci:lly 1c 	 liont has made 

ou 	a prima facie case of b•as aç am st the 

I.O..Law is also ie1l settled that,i;ho Was 

associated iith th 	fact fid:!rig a1quiry,  

should not he apom ted as a jud.e to 

judica-e the c.l1ecion .On the face of 

of these pri oiles of natural jusice,the  

objection raised by the leaied Strdrg 

Counsel for the Railways (pertatring to 

the piemturiess of the cnse)is ereby 

over- ruie1 

In :tLa  aforesaid premises,±thout 

terincj i'to the rival claims ny further, 

the 	esper dai ts/Disciplin ory Authority 

are/is hereby called upon to examine the 

objections raised by the Applicit fr his 

writtai st-aternt of defce (submitted u-ide 

krnexure-4/5 diced 29.9.2004rid :L-1 his 

represtatien u-1er 4flexUre-/7 dated 

04.1O.2004)pertaifliflc) te prayer for ciArige 
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of Ue Jiquiring Officc 	xitit i 

'1ecision Is tkcn by ths competait 

utL rjties pertain in g to the Oh jection S 

in questof the Appticait(as raised 

uide r Pnneure..A/5 dated 29.9.2004 and 

2nexure*.AJ7 dated 4.1O•20O4the enuiry 

Officer(Res,11o,5) should do well in aCjourning 

the enquiry,wLicL has bsn fixed to 12,10,2001 

with the aforesaid oiservatjs nd 

irection s, (nwiich the Disciplri ary 

utflority has been asked to corsider the 

bjection of the Applicant pertaining to 

ppointn-tE11t of SflEI N,S€thoo as I.O.),this 

rigin:1 Appl:ction is disposed-of with 

:urther direction to the Respondrit No, 

Shri N, Sahoo, Assistant orksMan ager 

Production),crrjage Repair Workslo-.i,E.Co, 

ilway,Mancheswar,Bhubnesw.r)not to 

roceed with the nquiry wit.out obtaining 

further instruction from the Disciplinary 

uthority of the ?pplicrit, 

Sic1 copies of this order to the 

csnts1onwjth copies of the 

nd free copies of this order be givi to 

r.Achiritya L)as,ieae(j Cor el appearing 

or the pp1ic t nd Mr .. C. Rath, Leaxned 

	

tfingCou- sel for the 	 clen 

rJudicial) 
C 


