
UNION OF INDIA (,c ORS 

Mr. J .~:. Kaushik 

Mr. M. Rafiq 

CORAI"i: 

J A I P U R. 

VERSUS 

. • 

Date 0£ deci~ian: 6.4.94 

Re sr:onclents. 

.:,:iunse;l f·:>r the applicant. 

H:·n'ble Mr. cJU8tice: D.L. Mehto• Vice-CrL:iirman 

Th.::: applic:ant was suEpended and h~ prayed thc.t 

allowance t.:· the ap:r:licant f ro1n the do.te of suep,-=nsion. 

He also pray~d £0 r interest. 

2 .. The re~.pond~nts have .:ome with a ·~·':IEE: tr.at t'he 

appli·:ar..t, w.s3 n·~t co.:>r..>er~ting in depa.rtMi;;nt...:il r:·rc.::oeedin~rs 

and the pe:nal ty of rem::>val from service: was imr:•::>sed ·:•n 

:6.5.93. It was al~o eubmitt~::::d th.21t tl"Jt~ ap1:·1.ic.::mt wae not 

available, -c o- sud·i, the nr.:1tice of imp:-si ti 0:m C•f penalty 

W3r= pasted ·:in the notice bo.~r:J on 10.C..93 and it Sf•.'.:\Uld :t.e 

con:=id.=.red as a pr.:>i:8r servic:e of t.hE, termin::;.tic0 n order. 

.:\t the rnost th~ c.ppli·::ant ·~an claim sul:.sistenc~ allowance 

upto 9.6.93 and cannot ·::!laim any ~u.bzisten•::e allo1 . .vanc-e 

He ~·lill be at liberty t·:i file. the f re$h o. A. 

la·w ·.=hallengin9 the removal order. H':'wever, n·:• dir·::ctions 

can ~e given for the paym9nt of ~ubsietence allbwance of a 

pEriod falling .sfte.r 9.6 •. 93. Subsistencl!: allow.:i.nce upt.:i 

today. 

3. 

order as b:1 .::osts. 

-1"· 19--?~l:_~I 
( D.L. MEHTA ) 
Vice-Chairman 


