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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRA,TIVE TRIBUNAL, JODHPUR BENCH 

JODHPUR 

Date of Order: 21.8.95 • 
.. . ' 

Babu lal Mali ••• Applicant. 

Versus 

Union of India & Ors. ••• Respondents. 

'" Mr• s.S.Vyas, Counsel for the respondents. 

CORAM: 

... /~:·~:::~: . . .. - ~ ...... 
1 /-· · '~: '· .. ~~;· 2 Hbn' ble Mr.· Gopal KJ;ishna, _Vice. Chairman.· 

;'/ /'/-> :.:' ·:~~:~pla Ms Usha Sen, Administrative Member. 
;( \ i . . t\ 
\~, :':~·~_\ ::PER HON' BtE_ifMR. GOPAL KRISHNA : 
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. .: _·::;;:··Kpplicant Babu lal Mali ,has prayed in- this 

appli~ation •nder S~ctiqn 19_qf_tha Administrative 

Tribunals ~c.~, 1985, for a direction_to the respondents 

to allow him to join his duties and to pay salary from 
~ . ' . 

2.4~-93 onwards. 

2.. _Ye h~ve.~~ard the l~~~~~d .counsel f~r ~he parties 
) 

and have gone through the records of the case. . 

3 •. 

.._ office of the foreman, Loco Shed at Churu.- He stat'as . - ~ . . . ' . . - - . . . . . . ' 

that he was._ prevented. ~y resp~mdents _No. 3 & 4 from 

r,lt,· .... joining duty from 2.4.93 and the leave for the period 
'-'Tf.,l\JJ~I'f - · 

••• 2. 
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from 28 .• ~.~3 t~ 1.4'·,~~ w~s. n~;~t sanctioned wh~n tl;le 

app~~.c~nt. report~d ~c;Jr dL.Jty .. to. the respondent No.4 on 

2~~4'~'?3~ ·The ~ppl.j.~;:a-:tt was. direc:~ed Jl)'. respondent NQ.4 

~o report fo~ duty_to responde~t No.~~ T~e.applicant 

has _been served. wi~h a c:harga~heet. on 18.!:).94 foJ;. 

re~.a~r;aing absen~ __ frcu~ duty_with eff~ct _fJ:'Om 28.3.93 to 

~2.3;.94 vide Annexure. A/11 ~ The __ Qontemtj,oflS of tt:te 

respo~dents are that the appliqan~ r.ema~ned_unauthorisedly 

absent from duty _and when the respondent No.4 directed 

him to present himself before respondent No.3 for further 

orders in this co~nection, he did not turn up before 
,_,-~--

( -: thB~ '~e.~p:'"d\'t No.3 for obtaining orders for duty for 

:: ii · ra.aso!'s knCJ"~· ;\o !lim. ~ t has also bean stated that the 

\'· ~:·\~~ ... :respondent.J~ir~ did not refuse to take him on duty but 

\· · .\::he had direc_te3d hi~ to. appear before .the responpent No.3 
,. . 

.for _fu~~_tle'r directions. The respondents 1.J[...~_br-m:tf~ that 

in spite of order Annexure R/1, the applicant had n9t 

reported,r[~ duty and remai~;ted absent. unauthor,i.sedly. 

The applicant made his last representation in regard 
,. . - - . , . .,. -

to his grievance vide Annexure A/10 dated 12.8.94 which 

has not _been dispose9 of. The learned counsel for the 

!i!PPl~c~nt __ 14a11~~ the same to be disposed of through a 

speaking order. 

4~ In _the c~r9u~~~anqes, we ~ispo~~ of this o.A. 

with a cHrect~on tb the respondent No.-3 to decide the 

representation m~de by the applican~ on 12.8.94 vide Annex.A/10 

on merits meeting all the points raised therein within a 

period o! two months from the date of receipt of a copy of 

this order. No order as to costs. 

· _ u)leJt &-t-
<·usha Sen ) 
Member ( Adm. ) 

M./v.s. ----.. ---

('f'' ,, . 
. "--f k.~-/ti'"flf' - . . . . . 

( Gopal· .. Kr ishpa ) 
Vice Chairman. 

--- --·~---.J._. _______ _ 


