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0 R D E R 

FEF: HOU IBLE ME. GOF'AL SIHGH I l--lDt'-lINISTF'.ATIVE f>IEL·!BEE 

In thi2 ~tppli·::ati·:·n u/s 19 .:.f th.::: P .• :'lrnini2trati~J·:': 

Tr ibuna 12. J.l.ct, 1935, 

pray2d for a directioG to the respondents to ~ay the 
·'- -1_i_1 

all consequential benefits. 

rat.::: - .r: 
1_1J_ with 

Applicant'e caee is that he was initially 

appointed on th2 post of Painter and was ~romoted on 

the p02t of Weighiny Machine Teeter Grade-I on 6.7.84. 

On ~4.4.9~ the applic3nt was ordered to be transferred 

B:=tndil:ui th:;1t - .c 
1_1 J.. 

Machine Te2ter Grade-I was abolished. Thi2. Transf::::r 

wa2 challen9ed by th2 applicant firat in OA 19~_'9~ and 

OA 205_'93 was di2~osed of 

J:.y this Tribunal v id1::: c0rd.:::r dat sd :-. .1. 9 4 with th·~ 

following observations:~ 

th9refore, direct that th2 res0ond2nts m3y 

provide an opportunity to underso necessary 

training to enable the applicant to di2char~e the duties of 



r' 

the poet of Mill Wright Fitter Grade-I. Necee23ry 3Ction to 

ac:cc.rding ly r 1::spc.nd.:::nt3 W•Sr.:;, 

- .c 
L•.L 

n•:::c·::2 2 =1.ry t.:;:.::hrric 3 l tr 3inin·j t•:J the appl i·::ant f ·=·r mc..nnin<:;· 

had approached the dap3rtment with the order dated 5.1.94, 

the applic3nt to r~port to Mill Wright Charyeman, Loco Shed, 

,Jaipur, fc.r n.::.::es;=ary trainin·~ 'lid•:: l.::tt·::r dated 10. :2. 94 

The applicant contends that this letter was not 

i::nd•:•r::: 0:::d t.:. th·::: Mill Wright Ch:tr•:J•:::man, Lc·c·:· Shed, J3ii;:•ur, 

and th.:;:r.:::fc•re h·::: was nc·t t:tb=::n ·=·n duty f·:.:c tr=-iininr:i J:.y the 

Mill Wright Chargeman, Loco Shed, J3ipur, when tha ap~lic3nt 

r.::p 0:-1rt·:::·:1 f.:.r dut:y t.:, him. Th·= =ippli•::::tnt :ill·=·:i•S.3 th:::tt 2inc.::: 

th·:::n h 0:::/1ii,.=: writt.:::n v:tri.:iu2 l.:::tt.::l::3 t•:• th·:: auth·:·riti•:::.::: to 

arr3nge for hie training and pay the wages. Seein~ no 

re2pon2e from the re3pondents, the applicant filed this OA 

C•n 1. 7. 9 4. 1 . . . 1 . App icant, in tllS OA, had prayed 

direction to the reapondents to arrange for trainin~ to the 

applicant on the post of Mill Wri~ht Fitter Grade-I 

re,3p.:,ndent2 dir2cted l:.o 3tart 

The Tribunal also 

directed the applicant t0 report for trainin~ to the Loco 

jaipur, the 

applicant had joined the respondent dep:irtment for traininy. 

The 3pplic=int haa thus rem3ined away from the job from 

said period. 

? ..... 
that 

In the counter it haz been 2t:ited by the rea~ond::nts 

th·= applicant 1"1·:::v•:::L- intend.:::d t.:· j 0: 0in at P.andil:ui Offic·=: 

=-ifter th9 direction 

::o.:.,'93. 

- .c 
l_JJ_ thi::: Tribunal dated 5.1.94 in OA 

to Mill Wright Chargeman, Loco Shed, Jai~ur, for trainin~. 

Howe?er, he did not report for trainins. 

the part .:,f 

dat.:::d 10.:!.9:!, at Ann.l-V'.2, w=1.s n.:::v.:::r 0:::nd.:•r:3b:1 t 0: 0 Mill ~~ri·:iht 

Charg-•::m:::in, L•:JCC• Sh.::d, Jaipur, ::l1·1d th,::refc1 r 0:: th.::: :1pelicant 

----------~---- --~ ~-~----·--



denied receipt of various letter3 3lleyed to have been 

writtan by the applicant. It h3s, therefore, been contended 

un3uth0risedly for tha period in question and, therefora, he 

i:= 1-i.:.i: ·=ntitl·=d ti:. .:-i.ny · pay ::n-1d all.:.wan.~-=2 f.:.r the s.s.id 

period. 

4. We have he3rd the learned couneel for the partiee 3nd 

perused the re~0rd2 of the C3~e carefully. 

5. It is eeen from recorda that it W38 the endea70ur - .i:: ·-•l.. 

On hi2 first 

transfer order he co~naidered it appropriate to a~proach the 

TribunaJ. inst•s=1d - .c ,_ • .L ·~·=·mplyin·~ with the c·rder. 

Sub2eguently, when the Tribunal dir~cted impartin0 trsininy 

to ths applicant, he did not raport to the 2uth0rity which 

wa2 directed to impart technic3l trainins to the a~~licant 

and within a short period of order of the Tribunal ha ayain 

The 3~plicant h3s 

not produced any document wherein he W3S ref used to ~oin tha 

posting given to him. We are convinced th3t the 3p~lic3nt 

·'- -L. ,_, f·:·r duty vid·= ColJX int.:=rim .:.rder dat·sd 

23.5.95. In the circum2t3ncea 0f this case, we 3re of the 

vi·:=:w th.::.t the appli 1:::ant is ni:•t ·=ntitlb:l t.:, any J.:-"EIY and 

allowances for the intervening peri0d 0n the princi~le of no 

w0rk n0 paj. The OA ie, therefore, devoid 0f any merit 3nd 

deserves t0 be diamis2ed. 

costs. 

l- 7.-t:J~_._{-
( GOPAL SINGI{{ 

MEMBER (A) 


