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1?^. SS^^i^Steath Chanaca Sikdar
Govts SeavjEity Papar MilVI

Hosl^gohed •••••

C Advocate » MIS. Nlriaala U^ls. )

Applicant

Versue

1. Union of India#)
Thcou^ the Sedretary^ A^j:a<5r"«!
DeparSi^t o£ fisonoHdes AffairsMl^andPEass nw
iSistry ©f Finance^ North BlocK New
Delhi.

2. General Manager Security Paper Mill,
*  Hosl»ngphad (M^)

3. Deputy General Manager S^ority
paper Mill#J l^hangabad(M*P) •

( Advocate s

....Respondents

ORDER (ORM»)

Pec t Hon'ble Me. D.c.VBEma, Vice Ohalraan (J)

By this Wyi the applicant has prayed for qpashing of Sf
the oEdar dated Z1^2/03^9r2602 by which the penalty
«:aeE was passed, It,! howe,eE,1 appears from the raioEd
that the applicant has not pceferred appeal. Appeal is
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statatorily provided. Gonsequentlyyj the appliooot can come

to the Triljvinal only after exhansting the departmental

remedies. JJearned counsel, on inc|uirj^,| submit that as the

45 days has expired,? he c^ld not filed an appeal so the

Disciplinary Mthority's order be stayed.

2* Gonsidsrihg the facts,? we direct the applicant to

file an appeal a^xnst the impigned order (copy annexed as

Anncxure iU3) within a period of 15 days from the date of

receipt of a copy of this order. The appropriate

Appellate Authcarity,; shall without taking into considera

tion the limitation issue;,| decide the appeal on merit

within a period of three months from the date of receipt

of the appeail^i in case,; the same is filed within^ a 15 days

as moitioned aforesaid.

3. The OA stands decided accordingly. Cost easy.
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