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I U THE CEUTEAL ADMINIC'I'RATTl/E 'I'RI BUNAL, ,JAIPi.Jf'I. . BEN::H, JAIPl.JF! • 

o.A.No. 75/93 Dt. of ord~r: 6.5.94 

: Applicant. 

Vs. 

Union •)f India ·~J, Or.=:. . Fe~ p0nd.::nts . 
. C.J•105•31 fol.~ a pf?l i.::a nt . 

Mr .Mani.sh !3hand.::tri ; c.:.uns.;:: 1 for r~spond.·2nts. 

CORAM: 

H:·n' bl·:: ·Mr. O. P. Sh:i rm:t, M2mtc:r (.1.\dm.) • 

PER HON' BLE MR .GCif'AL I'FISI-JN.~, MEMBEF: (.J"!JDL.·). 

in this applicEiti.:m 1.ln:1..::r Sec. 
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'· 
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i 
he wa.2 1nfl i;:ted with the punishrn·=nt of remi:·v~l · fr0n;t service. 

I 
H=- ·. _.., i 

hae. ~1s.:i pr:i.y,2d ~.:.r b::in9 a11ow1::d to continue on th.i p.:.:ist of I 
I 

Ga ngrnan. I 

2. 

\\ 

1· 
! 

The appli·::ant' s .::ase is that While serJing a~ 3. Gangman l ~ -·. 
In the .:.ff ke .,,£ th•o PIH, G'l'i', he w•s 2er'1ed With a charge sheet I 
f·:ir thE: 1T1is,::.:.rduct l:if procurin9 ·:::mplo:.ym~nt on th~ b:~sis vf ·~ l 

i: 
b•:i·Jll2 s.=:nri·=e/·~mployr.v:mf: c·::tr.d. An •?nquiry int._:, the allege:d mis- I: 

I· 

' " conduct was held ·3n] aft.~r the submission of the enquiry J;:eport 1 

in violatit:on of the princif.1les of natural 
I 

juetic·: in as ff!Ll<::h as ·3n •)pportunit~r of he.:trinrJ w~·~ ncit grante-:1 
' I 

! 
I 
I 

I 

to the ::.prlt·::~rit arld th·= Eill1::.;r•'='d bog11s senri.::e .:;::i~d. \·18.:::. not shown 
I' 

to him. It is al.so ur::r~d that the ·::·~P}r of th1;; en¢~iry rep.:>rt 
'I 

'l 
wa~ ncd: qiv.sn t.: the ::q:.-.plic.::int. The 1.:-arn'=:.J coun~·el for th.;: res-

·. I . . 
I 

p.:ind,2nts st3tes that th.::: rr?.port of thi:: Inquiry 0£f~cer and the 

penaltr .:··r·jer ctat,~d 9.11.')1 tva.s ·:>ffr:red to the app;licant on 
I 

10.1.93 hJt the:t Her•:! n.:•t a.:.::ept~d by him. T'h~ learn.zd counsel 

for the appli~ant ·::.:.nte:rds that the rer .. :..cr: of th.:; Inquiry Officer 
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.. 1 
and the penalt~/ order were not given to the applicant •. A.amittedly, 

.. 
the appli·:::i.nt had not mode any appeal against '.the imp11gne:l order'; 

of penalty to the Appellate Authority before appl.'\)achi.ni;r t~is · 

' 
Tribunal. The learned counsel for the applicant no\~ intends . to 

prefer an appeal against the impugned order of penalty1 to the 

concernEd Appellate Authority. The respondents shall now furnish: 

a copy 51: each of the enquiry report anj penalty. order to, the · 

applicant to enable him to prefer an effective appE:al against 

the p=ina l t7 order to the Appellate Authority. Copi~:::s of these 
i 

documents shall be supplied to the learned co~nsel f•)r the app- l 
I ( ;· 

licant withln 2 Wec2kS ,from the date of receipt of a ~OPlr of this 
l J; 

,. order. 11 

1: 
( 

4. The applicant is directed to prefer an appeal to the 

1: ! ... ppe:llate Authority within a month of the receipt of the docu- 1: 
I 

ments referr-=:d to above. In case the appeal is. madf; to th·~ 1'.· 

Appellate Authority within the aforesaid period, the same sh::tll 1·; 

by the Appellate Authority through \
1 

meeting all the points rais~d thereirl, 

be entertained and decided 

a detailed order on merits 

within a period of 2 months from the date of receipt thereof. 

5. The O.A. is d 'd d eci e ac.t:;ording with no order as to costs. 

~r{ 
(Gopal Krfstma) 

I1em~r (.J') • ,. 
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