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~appearing on behalf of the applicant
t.and Mr.A.K.Choudhury, learneé “ddl.

CeGoeSa+Co

| Meméer

Heard MreJ.LeSarkar learned counsel

CeGeSeCo for the respondentse

Issue notice to .show cause why

.the application should not be admitted.
. Notice is returnable by 2 weeks. .

List it on 26-8-98 for Admission.
MreAsKeChoudhury, learned Addle
receives notices for the
respondents., Office shall supply the |
copy of the application to Mr.Choudhury

} during the course of the day.

List it on 26-~8-98 for issione

Vice~Chzirman




— ") Notes of the R%éi?ffji { Date |- ... Order of the Tribumal

ﬁ,
: _U V/ | 26-8=98} ¢ This application has been é?ied-by
\—P SZ/“ NN WV\?S"“\ m&u\ the applicant challenging the pénal’%y
S e \\.ﬁg;Qf%'~ N . | 1imposed on the applicant. The facts are 2=
502 ' L , The applicant was an Income Tax
T§¥B. . | Offi?er: At the relevant time he was
posted as Income Tax Cfficer, Ward, Sil-
/3. 8. 9 9;;' o ' "char;-ﬁnder-ﬁhe Commissioner of Inéome
Cl;f?ﬁ KZ S o>l 2 4;) lfax, Shillong. A Disciplinary proceedings
'A/;/;Lx_ /344,%»9AQ:;:> - was»initiagéd against'the.applicant on
S Ady. P L. cyéfau&;;; 27~7-93.- On completion of the proceedings

G2 fC G

‘the.applicant wvas not Zound guilty.
According to the Enquiry Officeruthe
charge could not be substantiated, In

55521» ALJ‘L7 &vchu Augf”Lg : spite of that‘disciplinary authority

§%AA»~3 Corrn imposed penalty of “censure". y

; }égag;}</¢6 6\NL5 ‘ Being aggrieved the @applicant prefe-
w/ZL’/éy—’¢~M ' rred an appeal dated 31-3-97, Till nov '
F. é/ ' the gaid appeal has not been aissosed ofe
lﬁ% Hence the applicant approach this Tft‘i
 Tribunal. |

We have heard Mr.J.Le.Sarkar, learned
| counsel appearing on behalf of the
‘applicant and Hr.AeK.Choudhury learned

Addl. CnbmS“C. On the date of Admission
we requested to Mr.A.h.Choudhury to

P rece;ve instructiong But to-day he
v © .t 7| submits that he has not received aﬁy
v T e T QI?::,;‘ el 1'vinstructioh'.. '
otiime oo b o0 b Mr.Sarkar submits that it was une
- TS R reasonable on the part of the didhipli-
S - N R tnary authority to impose the penalgy.
ki;:fl&i;;' SRR ST 3 R  when the enquiry officer found him not
635%;‘?541;%” Gan—Fap {guilty. We have also heard Mr.A.K.
£€£4;.£;;%97&LO.A§; d%/iiﬁaﬂ;. . C@oudhurya On hearing counsel for the
39“ 0?}uﬁf; IS e f;.ﬁ%p <~ . - . {parties we feel it expedient that a _
o 4, /I;.yy/, KapO i wI s Jstatutory appeal already filed should be
S et vo fdisposed of. Accordingly, we dispose
A7pﬁ1{ R ST ‘_F”Lof the present application with a direc-~
fﬁidihhg-’f. TR B ‘tion to thé respondents to dispose of

the appeal- It shall be done as early
as p0551ble at any rate within a period
‘of two months from the receipt of this
order. Application is disposed of. No

- - order as to costse E§<:é§§////

1m  Member - Vice-Chairman
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