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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR • 
,•, 

* * * 

D&te of Decision: 15.7.93. --
TA 748/86 
(CS 679/83) 

MANGU SINGH 

Vs. 

UNION OF INDIA & ORS • 

CORAM: 
I 

' ' ,,, 

••• APPLICANT. 

• •• RESPONDENTS. 

HON • MR. • JUST ICE D. L • MEHTA, VICE CHAIRMAN • 
HON. MR. 0 .P. SHAR~, ADMINISTRATIVE MEI-1BER. 

I 

For the Applicant 

For the Respondents: 
'' I 

I 

• • • 

• • • 

SHRI MAN SINGH • 

SHIH s .P. 3HARGAVA. 

PEI:Z HON • MR. JUSTICE. D .L. MEHTA, VIC~HAIRMAN. 

The applicant, • W•iter in the ~-?estern R•ilvl&y, filed thi~ 

,suit ·in the court of learned Munsi~, J&ipur. Th~re w&s -.n alle­

gation e.g&inst him thiit on 23 .5 .82, he sup9lied fo9d to the 
. I' 

passengers &nd ch&rged some excess &mount. The second &lleg&tioi 

w&s th&t on 21.5 .82,;: he came on duty but he w&s not ~n the propel 

uniform. An enqu_icy: ww.s conducted ag&in~t the &ppliciilnt, &nd th I! 
i 

charges a.gu.inst him:~1ere held •s prwed. The applic<mt's conten· 
I 

tion is that two crq.ci•l \vitnesses Mr. Sur•n• &nd Mr. Sriv&st&v• 

h&d not been exo.mine9 during the enquiry. The second contention 

of the o.ppliciiiint is .th&t no fi. nc.l orders have been p&ssed ro fz. 

The respondents ha.ve. &ls o stated in their reply in p&ril. 7 th&t 

no order of termine.tion h&s been pa.ssed il.g&inst the applic~t. 

In p&.rii 12, they hav~- stated th&t the o:rd~r of termine.tion has 

been passed but tb.ct.;'~could not be executed. The e.pplic$mt has 
.... 

.filed this application pr•yiiTJ th•t: order of termination m•y not 

be pa.s sed "'Jithout giving • proper opportunity of defending him­

selflto the e.pplicffirit. 

'' ., 
2. since no fin~r-order ~fter holding enquiry has yet been 

pas sed, the responde.r::tt s m;w.y pass fi n«l order after t&king into 

consideration the g~<ilvity of the misconduct aE the •pplic,mt, 

ground r;.;..ised by him that tvJO cruci.al witnesses v-Jere not ex•mine· 
I' 

.'... .

- .. _ ~Afedl-"'y.i-lso the f<act thY:·.e;a. ~ra5ction to be t01.ken nov7 would be -.fter • 
,. ~ of •bout ten • •fter the-~lleged misconduct. 
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3. The T;~ is disposed of with the direction that the respon-

dents shcv.ld p.2.ss un cippropri.-..te· :::>rder .according to Lc.w after 

ta.ke:n into consideration the observ;,.:tions mcidc in piiir~ 2 a•.Jove. 

·1. No order as to costs. 
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