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Heard the l~arn~d counsal for the parties. The 

applicant has now ba~n taken on duty. ' Earlier tha dapartmen­

tal pr.:>ce·~dings v~ere initiated against him and the enquiry 

r-ep.Jrt wa::. served upon the applicant on 18.5.93 and he 

submitted th9 r~pr~sentat.ion on :23.5. 93. The ra.;p,;mdents 

wara not takan th·~ applicant on duty, s0 he mad~ an applica-

tion on the same day and th~ officer concerned pass~d tha 

order that the dacision to tak~ th·~ applicant on duty can 

only b~ tak~n by the comp~tant authority. Tl·.us, by implica-

ti on he was di3allowed t.) contim.ie on th13 job or to perform 

his duties. 

2. In spite of the repeated time granted and specifi-c 

ord~r.:; givac1 on th~ last date, that Mr. Mc.nish Bhandari und!!r­

takes to file r·~ply ·11ithin six .• ._~;iks_, If the r~pl)' is n::it 

filed on or b~ftJre th·:: data fiXad, th,~ right to fil~ tht! 

same shall ~tand forfiet9d, evan then the reply has not bean 

filed. 

3. In th~ facts and circumstanc~s, the OA i$ allowed and 

tha applici::nt should be C·Jnsidered 0n duty fo:- tha int;::rv(~ning 

period and he should be paid salary and other benafits 
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