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IT\J THF. CF.NTR~ A.mHl'UC:::TRA.TIVF. TRTBTlN~, JA.JPUR BH!NCH, JA.l:PTJR. 

DA.Tl<! 01<' ORDF.R 

Padam . ingh son of C:::hri Chiddu Singh aged ahout ttn years, 

of Railway Colony, Quarter No. 1_77-B, Railway 

Colony Quarter No. 177-B, Railway Colony, Bharatpur at 

presen employed on the post of Gangman under CPWT, Western 

Railwa , Kota Division, ·Bharatpur. 

. •.. A.pplicant. 

VF.RCUC::: 

1. Union of Tndia through General Hanager, Western 

Railwa , Churchgate, ~1umbai. 

2. A.ssistant F.ngineer, Western Railway, Bharatpur; Kota 

Divisi n. 

3. c::r. Divisional P.ngineer (No.rth), Western Railway, 

Kota n'vision, Kota. 

• ..• Respondents. 

None P' esent for the applicant. 

Mr. c::: •• Hassan, Counsel.for the respondents. 

CORA.JI1 

Hon'bl Hr. G.C. C:::rivastava, 1'1em'Qer (A.dministrative) 

Bon 'bl ~'lr. ~1.L. Chauhan, ~1eml)er (JucHcial) 

ORDER (ORAL) 

PER HON'BLE MR. G.C. SRIVA.STA.VA., MEMBBR (A.DMIT\JIC:::TRA.TTVE) 

Heard the learned counsel for the respondents. 

?. • -r:n this OA., the applicant has challenged the order of 

the n · sciplinary A.uthority a. l_f1. 0 S ( A.nnexure A./?.), order of 

the pellate A.uthority· lR.a.a~ (A.nnexure A./3) and the 

3. 

Report oated ??. • 7. 05 ( A.nnexure 7.\/ A) and· has prayed 

e same be quashed. 

The learned counsel for the applicant has relied on 

nt of this 'T'rihunal in (H\ No. lnSja"7, Rari Lal vs. 

Union f Tndia & Ors., which pertains to the same incident in 

which the applicant in this 01\ alongwi,th another employee, 

1 was involved. 1\fter 
0
11punishment was award eo for the 

allege misconduct, Mr. Hari Lal ha~approached this ~ribunal 
~ ' 

vide OA. No. 165/97. 1\fter examining material on record, the 



•' --., 
' '• l .(. 

Tribun 1 ~:-~'!:{~the 01\ and the· impugned orders of punishment 

were qJashed. 

3. I ~ince the applicant in this case is also c£:·} part of 

the sare incident and charges were the same and punishment 

also a arded on the basis of the same Inquiry Report, which 

lier subject matter of OA. No. Hi5/07, Hari lal vs. 

Union f !ndia & Others, we consider that this 01\ is fully 

covere ;_'tr __ y._-:_) 01\ ln5/07 and relying upon the judgement in the 

aofresrid OA, we allow this on.. also and set aside the order 

dated q. ln. q5 (Annexure n..j/.), oroer of the Appellate 

Author ty dated 18.o.of) (7\nnexure .7\/3) with all consequential 

benefi s. 

4. No order as to costs. 

?yi};Jtl 
(H. L. _f{ll/!!47\N ) 
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A.HQ 

n =-U u~· C<J..\....~'"·""-1.\j 
(G.r. ~R!VA.~'T'A.V/\) 

11m1'mF.R ( A.) 


