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D~^,'Gautam'^ ,
s/o Shri Badri Prasad Gautam'^j?
R/o 3-428y kasturba Nagar,
Nau 0 el hi- 3 .. App 1 i can t

2o' Shri AyKysharraay ,
s/o Satya oev Sharma^,  8

^  R/o Lp^43-CV Pri tainpura^'
naar Cbpal nandiry

T^'JTooqB',
Neu Delhi^
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P  3^ Shri St^C^TupaPy
s/o Shychangdeo Tupa^
r/o A-2 99^ Sector 9^
Neu Vijaynagary
Ghaz iabad(Up)

(All uorking as 3=pEy (E)
under Respondent No72l} .■•VApplicantsil
(By Advocate: Shri TyCf^Agarual),^

W&WsifW''^

Union of India

through

The Director Generaly
A IR'^Akaehv/iani Bhav/any
parliament Street^
Neu Oelhi-1y

2y The Chief En gin eery
Civil Construction Uingy

(Oycy of AIR )V
PTI Building—2nd Floory
parliaruent Strsety
Neu Del hi-1,"

3y The Superintending Surveyor of Uork3(E)y
Civil Construction Uing (AIR)y

6th Floory Loknayak Bhauany
N eu D el hi y yy,', ,<Re sp o n de n tsvj
(By Advocate: Shri HvK»Ganguani)
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Applicanteimpugn tha chargp memo dated

12f5?97 (Annexure-AS) and respondents' latter

dated 1^5si97 (Annexure-A2) communicating tha

article of chargP'J' praying that they be quashed

and set asida^ uith oostsjj

2^ Applicants are being proceeded against

departm en tally under Rule 14 CCS(CCA) Rules on the

charge of failing to exerci^ proper supervision

which resulted in the purchase of substantial and

spurious electrical materials valued at Rsj^2v0 5 lakhs

during the period 1 988-89 and 1^5^93^

3? Ue have heard both side^

4i^ On behalf of applicants^ it has been urged

that the charge sheet is vague and highly belated^

and applicants who uere merely Di^Es at that tinie

uere not responsible for quality verification^ It

is asserted that the Disciplinary Authority by his

order dated 5'5^10^99 (Annexure-Al) had himself

ordered that the enquiry be deferred in view of the

long i^aiiiy that had occurred in the conducting of the

of the disciplinary proceedings^'^ Reliance in this

connection has been placed as an order of CAT Chandigarh

Bench dated 5i'^5f!99 in OA No;-872/pb/98 BFlfUttal \/sf UOI

& Ors as well as on the Hon'ble Suprane Court's

ruling in State of U,p, Vs#^ y/'^'NoRadhakrishnan 19^ scq

(L&S)1044';' & state of Pl.P^ Bani Singh (1991)16

A TC 51 4^*

V  Respondents urge that the disciplinary proceedings
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should not be interfered uith at this stagPo'

■rM

P

^  ye note from respondents reply that the
,9 ^') odelay in ahead uith the Disciplinary proceedings

is not unexplained^' It has been awerred that coje to

inv/ol vem en t of other sgnior officers it had initially

been proposed for combined proceedings, but later
/

a decision uas taken that the case would be heard

as simultaneous but s^eraip proceedings to enable

the defaulter to be better able to defend ttfim sel v/es«i

7o^ A perusal of the charge sheet reveals that

the charges against applicants are serious in natureFol
In someuhat similar circun stancesy the l-bn*ble

Sup ran e Court in Secretary to Qav/ff, Prohibition &
Excise Deptt? Vs'f L'^Srinivasan 3T 1996(3) SC 202

observed that collection of material to support the

charge sheet in cases involving cDT»rQp tion required

time and their Lordships came doun heavily on tte

Tribunal for quashing the chargesheet on grounds

of delayf

8^ In so far as the charges themselves are

concerned',' applicants will get full opportunity as

provided under rules and instructions to challenge

the same on grounds of vagueness, or any other

grounds,' during the course of the disciplinary

proceedings and to defend their conduct in regard

to the purchases,?

93 Under the ci r cots tan , the impugned charge

sheet warrants no judicial interferen^ at this stage
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and the OA is dismis No CO s ts^Jl
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