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IH THE CE~TI'PJ~L A.Dt-1IJ:!IST PAT IVE TRIBUUAL, JAIPT.ffi BENCH, J,:\IPUR. 

*** 
Date of De·.:=ision: 15 .9 .94. 

OA 233/94 

R .D • SHARH.Z.. • • • APPLI ;~NT • 

vs. 

ffiliG1 OF IliDii':... &: OR.3. • •• RESPOfJDEtJrS .• 

HOU 1 BlE 1-'lF:. JUSTICE D .L. foEHTA, VICE •:Hl.:..IR.f.11\N • 
HON 'BI.E J:vliSS USHA SEN, I•Er·!BER (A). 

For the Applic.:mt • • • SHRI H.S. GUPI'A • 

F·:>r the Re :spondent s • • • SHRI V .S. GURJAR. 

PER ~;)tJ '3LE HR. JUSTIGE D .L. f··EHTA, VICE ·:!HAIPJ•f;.n. 
--~------"----'0( . .,.. _____ , ________ _... ... _;.;,._ ___ 

Heard le 3.rned .:::;:)un.:el f·:lr the part i~ s. The order ..a.nneyure 

A-1 d3.ted 16.4 .93 is ver:1 sr:oecific a.nd the resp·xdenta have 

specifically menti.:·.ned then'.in that. the applicant has b:en f,:lund 

unfit for prom::•tion b~.l the DPG due to his unsatisfact,')ry servi·-::e 

recc·rds. This indi<::=ates th.3.t th~ ser"T;ice re.:ord of the applicant 

is not g.:).)d and number .:-f aJ 1.rerse rem'lrks may be there. This 

fa.::;t ho.s not been specifi•:ally mentioned in thE~ petitlon · it:se 1 f. 

2. The le.;.rned counse 1 for the appli·:::ant referred para-13 

't•1hich shO\-JS that the applicant is not participating. which is 

leo.dit1g t•') ther=ndency •:lf the disciplinary proceedinc;rs against 

him. Paras-10 ~nd 11 have .~lso been referr8d by the applicant •s 

counst=l durineJ the cour.se of dictation and there is nothirl';l on tre 

rec·:>rd b:i ,_,,hi·::h th~ vi-=?.w tah=.n by t.he !:~PC sh011ld D= substituted 

by the Tribunal. 
) 

3. The OA stan~.s reje.:::ted acc•l.)rdingly, \•dth n·:> order as to 

costs. 
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