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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
KOLKATA BENCH, KOLKATA

No. O.A. 350/692/2013 Date of order: 16.1.2019

Present Hon’ble Ms. Bidisha Banerjee, Judicial Member 
Hon’ble Dr. Nandita Chatterjee, Administrative Member

Lakshmipati Tewari,
Son of Late Ram Chhabila Tewari, 
Working as Station Master,
Andal, Eastern Railway,
And residing at Quarter No. 8A/GH,
09 No. Colony., Andal, P.O. & P.S. - Andal, 
Dis{ciefaiu^vv|nir 3 ^
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3. Additional,Divisional Railway Manager/ 

^aftern Railway,. ’ / /
^ Asansbl, •; ^ y1' .jr

Kblkata - 700 001. %ft ■W s-n ■y
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4. SeniofDivIsiOTTiaroperation Manager,
Eastern Railway, 
Asansol.
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For the Applicant Mr. A.K. Banerjee, Counsel 
Mr. P. Sanyal, Counsel

For the Respondents Mr. B.K. Roy, Counsel
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ORDER (Oral)

Per Ms. Bidisha Baneriee. Judicial Member:

Heard Ld. Counsel for both parties.

It is noticed that the speaking order is cryptic, unreasoned and not in terms 

of Rule 22 of the Railway Servants (Discipline & Appeal) Rules, 1968, which calls

2.

the Appellate authority to pass an order in the following manner:-

“22, Consideration of appeal:

(1) ln the case of an appeal against^an order of.suspension, the appellate 
authority shall congideftylieiWerm ttfe^light^of ihe^provisions of Rule 5 
and having regpiAtS the arcumitaffdesfdf the "case, the order of 
suspensiohi^jk^^jifetified or not and .cdthfftnfigor revoke the order'

(2) IrrtheWaseof an imposiify>ny aflke penalties

specified in RuleJ&^nibncSnghnyfflllany imposedmdSzthe said
f rule^e appella0auth^My%hh ionpfd^^, ^ \
/ (affihether thepmcMu^^dMwi mhesmilles has heeh mmplied 

/ withi and if Mot, has re^sulted^in the
‘ ^Station of ^proui^^^&PngjiijmrfAdia or ih-ffle failure of
i Tmtice; -P* |

W) whether We findms^^^&i^plinsry.authority are ^aTranted by

■ ^whether th^^ty^M imposed W^deqjjate,

.inadequate or'Severef and pass qrc%s \ , W M#- #
i Kjfl confirming, mmncjftg, fedlcing % sej®f aside the penalty; of 
l (ii) remitting tpe cWego ttfe avthdntyjkmh imposed or enhanced the 

. \ penalty prdp amf^fhei^^^^gt^dchj^ihciipis^s it may $em fit 
\ intheScur^smoe^ffthe case: ^ \ /

R/ovidejd thajtj_ SS* /
(ifh, f/fe. Cdmmissiorr’ahall^be^GOfisuIted iri^eili jpasesjivhere such 

\pothultatioSfneepfsaryi ./' /?
(ii) 'ifdhe enhanced pbna1tyiWhich.ithe appellate authority proposes to 

impose is‘dne.,pf the penalties spjeeified ing(Muses (v) to (ix) of 
Rule Gdnd an inqWfy^under'-RUfe 9 ha§#rTot already been held in 
the case, tfw^apppjjate authonJy^shWTsubject to the provisions of 
Rule 14, itself holdsScFi^liTry or direct that such inquiry be held 
in accordance with the provisions of Rule 9 and thereafter, on a 
consideration of the proceedings of such inquiry make such 
orders as it may deem fit.

(Hi) If the enhanced penalty which the appellate authority proposes to 
impose, is one of the penalties specified in clauses (v) to (ix) of 
Rule 6 and an inquiry under Rule 9 has already been held in the 
case, the appellate authority shall, make such orders as it may 
deem fit;

(iv) Subject to the provisions of Rule 14, the appellate authority shall

¥
ft ff

(a) where the enhanced penalty which the appellate authority 
proposes to impose, is the one specified in clause (iv) of Rule

(\
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6 and falls within the scope of the provisions contained in sub­
rule (2) of Rule 11; and

(b) where an inquiry in the manner laid down in Rule 9, has not 
already been held in the case,
itself hold such inquiry or direct that such inquiry be held in 
accordance with the provisions of Rule 9 and thereafter, on a 
consideration of the proceedings of such inquiry, pass such 
orders as it may deem fit; and

No order imposing an enhanced penalty shall be made in any 
other case unless the appellant has been given a reasonable 
opportunity, as far as may be, in accordance with the provisions 
of Rule 11, of making a representation against such enhanced 
penalty.

(3) In an appeal against any other order specified in Rule 18, the appellate 
authority shall consider ali th& circumstances of the case and make 
such orders as it may deem ju^jt and equitable. ”^

IiTlIB.£r^.. ..il application is disposed1 Qf’With .a^direction upon the* ^ & 1fcs'i'
thority to c^jd^r^fee. .appeal in tej|p5

M

Therefore,.the Origiffal 

concerned appellat

3.

of Rule 22 of the
-v”

*Railway Servan®(Disciplin^^|)pe4l) Rules, l|lli|as quoted i

/ Wlff ^6a period of jf^rnonthsjp^th’d^t^ilf

. is order

order within

sr,4. Ilhiefe^ costs.
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