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Dt. of order: 27.7.93 

Bharosi Lal : A")plicont 

vs. 

Respond~nts Jnion of India & Ors. 

Mr.Jas Raj 
~ Counsel for applicant. 

CORAM 

Hon• ble Mr .Justice D .L.!·1ehta! Vice Chairman 

Hon• ble Mr. P. !?.Srivastava, Mem~r (Adm.) 

PER HON'BLE MR.P.P.SRIVAS1'A~A, MEi"i3ER (A.JM.). 

Applicant Bharosi La.l, Chargeman, has come before 

us with the prayer that orders' Annex..ire :A-1 & A-2, may 

be quashed and set aside and. he should be 9iven conse­

quential benefits thereof. rhe main point raised by 

the learned counsel for the applicant is that the 

applicant is not responsible for the shorta;ge of 

. stores but the Store Clerk is .res pons i"'.)le for the su.me. 

He has a1so raised the point that the charge of negli-

gence has not been levied in the charge sheet. \:e have 

heard the learned counsel for the a~plicant and perused 
~CY . . 

the record.. No process ~ procedural d2fects h:ive been 
A 

pointed out by the learned counsel for the aprlicant. 

In Annexure :A-11, the appellate a'..lthprity has recorded 

that the a'!;>licant was posted as ChargemJ.n ·and p·.it 

in-charge of Tool Room Store. H€ .was asE iqned no other 

job. As such he cannot disclai;n responsibility of \·1h3.t 

·was ha?pening in the l'ool Room Store. :Juring D.t> •• R. 

enquiry it has ·been ")roved that no undue pressure v·as 

nut on him to extract admission of thE charges. 
~ . 

In 

view of this admission of g·.iilty, 'l.•'e find no force in 

the o.n. anc the same is rejected. 

(P.P.~~ 
!<ember (~dm. ) 

p&c/J 
(D. L .. I:ehta) 

Vice Chairman . 


