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IH' THE CEHTRAL ADHINISTPhTIVE TRIPtTNAL, JAIPTJR E.EN•:H, 

J A I P U R. 

o.A. no. 239/92 

S. Y.. CHANDAK 

Date of decision: 25.11.94 

Appli~ant. 

VERSUS 

tTT:.JIOtl OF I!TD I A &: ()?.3 . • Reep:)ndents. 

Mr. J.K. Kaushik Counsel f,;:~r the applicant. 

l<lr. t4anish Bhandari 

CORAM: 

H•='n • bl~ i~lr. Justi·:::e D. L. Hehta, Vice-Chairman [ 

Hon'ble Hr. B.H. Dboundiyal, .~\('lministrative Hember; 

PEH HC1!J'BLE HR. E.JT. DHOTJ~IDIYJ\L, .~I'iiNISTP.AT!VE ~~.:_ 

The relief claimed 'by the appli~ant is n.7:1w· 

confined to quashing ·::>f Ctrder de. te;d :::w. 3. 91 ( Anne::-.1.1re i\-4) 

which too, strictly s:r:··ea'J.dng, suffered fr•:Jrn limitation. 

Hmve:ver, in the interest of ju~tic .. ~_,, .. - ---0: ~-.· J 
c~--~~--~--·7-~-· :...~-c~=~~he applicatic•n for .:::c·nd.oning 

of delay <>~~:D~is allow-:d. Though a copy of th~ final 

orcler pa2e.ed in the disciplinary inquiry c:-n.:Jucted .~gainet 

the applicant has not J:.-:en filed, it has been reproduced 

ih para 4 of tbe 0. A. The relevant ·:>rder reads as un.~er:­
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"No.Con.E.308/3/149 

Shri s.K. Chandak. 
row. Ajmer 

Through AEN, Ajmer. 

H.Z>,NDAL f~J..P.YALAYA 
AJMER 

Dated: 6.10.81 

Subject: Disciplinary acti.:.n &~Jainst Shri 
s. ¥.. Chandak. IOli(t'l /S) • Ajmer. . . . . 

Yc.n;tr appeal No. E. 308/81/1 dt. 4. 4. 91 has 
been conS'~dered by om.-1 and he has reduced the 
penalty a~·larde·1 to you by sr. DEH I Ajmer vide 
NIP of even N·:·. dt. 21. :!.el to that of reduction 
to the post of row (Gr.III) in the scale of 
~. 425-700(?) on ~. 560/- p.m. for one year 
without future effect. 

Please note & acknowledge. 

Sd/-
for DRM( E) AI I." 

The respondents \-:ere not competent to go beyond 

this order and retroepe<~tive reversion of the applicant 

vide impugned order dated 20.3. 91 ;~annot t.e sustained. The · 
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impugned ·:>rder is, therefore. set aside. 

., ..... l'Je. ho:>wev~r, make it clear that the order 

passed on 30.9.88 (Annexure A-1) has neither been 

challenged in this application nor have \·Je passed any 

judgment on it. 

4. The 0. A. is disposed of wi t.h t.he ah:.ve 

observation. with no o~er as to costs. 

~ .:v~ ~4 ~A--
( B.N. DHuTJNDIY.~.L ) 

Ajministrative }\leml:·er 

pt~tvtA 
( D.L. HEHTA ) 
Vic&E:-,Chc.irman 


