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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIV2 T R IB U N ^ , ALL^WABAD

Lucknow  C lr c a l t  Bonch )
R e g istra t io n  O ,A *N o ,422 /jl990

R e g is tr a t io n  o ,A , N o .4 2 4 /1 9 9 0

i
Nand Kishore Srivastava Applicant

Versus

Union of India  Others* . .  . 1 . .  Respondents

Hon .M r.Justice  K .N ath , V .C¿

í
Hon.Mr.K .übavva, Merriber (A.')

(By Hori.M r ,K .N ath , V .C . )

These t\^o a p p lié atio n s  under  Section  19
J

of the  Adm inistra  t i  ve  Tr'ibunals .fict, 1985 are for

I
recovery of c erta in  arréars o f  salary  and honorsriuni.

2. I t  appears th<3t v’h i l e  in  sarv ic e , t h s

a p p lic an t  was o laaad  urider suspensi-Ji on 1 9 .4 .8 4

I
bu t  was r e in s ta te d  on 1 6 . 1 . 8 6 .  The grievance  in

O .A .  N o .4 2 2 /9 0  i s  th at  during the o c r io d  1 9 .4 .8 4I
and 1 9 .1 .8 6  he  had only been subsistence

allo'.íance and that  onf reinst  it:^nent he  was e n txtle d

be paid  full snl-iiy. Ihese apolle^tions '-lere 

f i la d  on 2 4 , 1 2 . 9 0 .  Ihe ap’olic-int hrd nade

I
rspresentoti:>n3 dat4'¿ 3 0 . 4 . 8 6 ,  Anneyur^-3 and 

2 7 . 7 . 3 7 /  .\nnaxurs--4 Ibut accordi^ig to ths ajplic-:nt 

ch-y hav^ not ba'^n i 'cnlied. The leu rnod Cxjí-ir’sai 

for the aonliornt says that the c?. lir.'s roíate

to ar':-'=nrs thetefore ’z-ry be is?;ued

ll
to ti" c ■ 3-'^nf’ :n t ^ .  x'’' ' '  ̂ is  no quostión

i'^ruin^ -'hti njtic^r? t-> che: r-spondents as 

c l a i n  i 3 ’ n l  c i m 3 .

3 . in •• 'T^ ,424 /90  chí.i . -i- nc h ,r

i




