
.. Applicanto^

9

central ADniNISTRATiyE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH

t). A ̂ No.'48 4/2001^
I A

Nsu Delhi; this the day of fy Tt ?2D01,

HON»BLE f1R,SoR»A0IGE;,yiCE CHAIRnAN(A)»

HON• BLE DRoAVVEDAyALLI,nEP1BER(3)

T»R.oSharaa'^
SDOP (GO-13163),
EPT-7J', Sarojini Nagar,

New Dglhi-22

(By Advocate; Shri So'N^^Anand)

yersus

1,' Union of India
through

secretary,

Clinistry of Communications,

(oepttll of leiecoraX
20'^" Sanchar Bhauan,
Ashoka Road,
New Qelhi-I

2^ The Chief General Manager^'-
Flahanagar Telephone Nigajji Ltdo^

Khurshid Lai Bhauan,

New 0elhi-50j^

31, The General nanager (yigilance ),
Mahanagar Telephone Nigam Ltd.
Khurshid Lai Bhauan,
Neu Delhi, Re spondBnts,

(By Advocate; Shri yo^K,^Rao uith nB.'Anuradha and

Priyadarshani£).

order

S-.RlAdioe ,yc(Al.

Applicant impugns re pendents' order dated

27,'^8,96 (Annexure-A)placing him under suspension and

^eks rein statement^

2<? Ffeard both sides'^

Applicant is charged uith the criminal offence

.>^that during the period P1arch-August-^'1993 uhile uorking



B. 2 <■

at SBna Bhauan laisphonSf- Exchange of ClTNLj Meu Delhi

he along with certain otbersnincluding the directors
^  /I

of a private firro^ con spired to di'^eTrt telap hone
Noii^3Dl8899 having ■ STO/lSD on it^tp the premiss of
that private firm in PJalc^ Marg,' Neu Delhi by

tampering with if",' and to the same illegally uithout

the knouledge of PITNL with a wieu to cau^ loss to

MTNL, Delhi and corresponding gain to them^ltesa'

4«1 Investigation by CBI resulted in charge sheet, and
the case is nou pending trialo^"

5j Applicant's counsel complained that applicant's
ca^ for revoking/continuance of suspension uas not
regularly revieued after the suspension order uas

passed on 27*o%o^96^ Hbuever, it is not denied that
applicant's case uas reviewed as recently as 27«%y200l
(copy of order taken on record) by req^ondents uho
haue not found it possible to revoke his supension at

this stage
O CbUfUtL

g  6^ . Applicanfj^has relie d upon the CAT P8 order
dated 6^2."2001 in OA No 18 33/20 00 8ani Sinoh l/s.'' UOI
& Or3.^ in uhich that applicant's suspension orders
uere revoked^to seek similar orders in the pregsnt
caseV' In particular he has argued that he has teen

kept under suspension since 27;:iB.^96 i^f over 5 years
and there are no good reasons to continte his suspensioin
any longer. Uhile relying upon Bani Singh's ca^ (supra)
applicant has invited our attention to various decisions
cited in the body of that orderf

ae havye considered the matter carefullyil
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8. Chapter 2 in Suamy*s compilation or-CCS(CCA)

Rula s is on the subject of su^ension- A digest,
-  bepara 1f'3 states that suspension is also^ordered as

a de^rrent to exhibit the fipjl^etermination of
Go\/t9 to root out corruption or other graye misconduct^

Similarly para 4^1 (b) provides that a Govt^' ̂ rvant may

to suspended under Rule 10 (1) CCS(CCA) Rules uton a

against him in respect of any criminal of fen to

is under investigation, inquiry or trial^

In the present cato admittedly^ charge sheet has

been submitted in thecximinal cato against applicant and

others^and the case is nou pending trial^

10=i Further in Bani Singh^s ca^ (^pra),the ^nch

has referred to the Hon'ble Supreme Court's ruling

in Ubi & another mS ci Ganayutham 3T 1997(7^SC 572

uherein it has toen held that the court uould not

intorfere uith the actninistrator's decision unless it uas

illegal or suffered from protodual impriopriety or

was irrational in the tonto that it uas in outrageous

defiance of logic and moral standard^

In the light of uhat has been notitod above^f

it cannot to held that respondents* order dated 27,7j

declining:to;revoke applicant's su^ension at this

stage suffers from any of the infirmitie s mentioned

in para |0 abovBo^

124^ Under the circumstance while not intorferring

in the matter at this stage, ue dispose of this OA

uith a direction to re pendents to periodically review

the question of continuanto of applicant's su^ansiow
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at the pre scribed intervals in accordance

and instructions on the subjecto' No cost

rule s

(oai^ Aiu|EOA\/ALLI )
n£J1BER(3)

( SoR^ADIGE

VICE CHAlRnAN(A)

/ug/


