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< iisterQlio om the greunas tshat tho ociSero t»oco

passed authorit? i s  not the e^spoi&tiiig 

mthoffitsr ciod ^ atiSs ordorc cr© in v io la tio n  o f  

section  12 o f the Prcsidotiofi o f Offend^jo Acr# j:^S8«

3o Uo have cur soricao eonsidoro^ion
to  the Q^oziaents meidQ in  the eXoiia p etitio n  aad 

also  to  the submissions o f the learned coansel* 1!he 

ifs^gned order \«hi<  ̂ io  under cholloc^e io  on 

order peisscd mndsr Rule 0 (v i) o f Rail«ey Servaato 

(S&DOipliQe £c ^ e o l )  RmXes« 1968 «X& pora 2 o£ the  

ordei? i t  id  indicated tdiat the c ^ e a l against these  
orders l io  to  Ô o C«ra«X3o/&oGo« pro«riaed it i s  

preferred tjith in 45 doyso She q^plicoat has 

ad3ittedls^ not preferred caa q^peal against the 

order o£ ro o v a l paooedin tho disciplinarjjr proeeadingse 

Under soctiosa 20 o f the ^^d3linictrative SribnBalo 

4  Act, i t  io  la id  ds»nthci ths T^ihanal o h a ll nofe
oridnarily  admit an epplication  unless i t  io  

sa tio fie d  th et th e  e^plicaoit has dvailod o f a l l  

th e remedies availab le to  h ia  under the relevant sc 

serv ice ra les as to  r c ^ e ssa l o f g r io ra n ce .^ e  

applicant has not csdiaasted the otaOatoi^ 

departmental remedy ava ilab le to  him* In these  

ciroarastanoes# we ajnsider that th e  s ^ lic b t io n  before 

uo i s  premature and hence i t  i s  rejected  at tho  

admission stage it s e lfo  ^ ith  lib e r ty  to  the e ^ iic a n t  

to  make a statutory appeal before th o ^scpeteat
trC

authority within a period of two frca the date
o f receip t o f  copy of thiiD Jud^acî toXf the ^ p ea l 
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pass fia a l ordeaf thoroin w ithia a period of 0 wesks 

from the dato of rocoipt o f the c^peal aloagwith a 

of th is  jmdgment without raioiag the plea oC 
llfflitation  agalast tiie Jji^gaed puaiiDhmeat ordeCo 
Ho o ^ er  as to  costs*
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