
...

CENTRAL ADNINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH

V" ^A No.1 3D/97
r>\Neu Delhi? this the d^y of 11^07^^2001

HON'BLE nR.S.RlAOIGE VICE C HAIRflAN (a) V
HO N »BL E DR . A . V EDA VA L LI ;n EnbER (3 )

LoD'Souza^,'
S/o Shri Vincent D'Souza,
R/o ; C/O Shri Naithu Pradhanf
P.O •"Ghil torni|^
Neu Del hi-3)

Einployed as

Deputy Field Officer(Telecom)
in the Research and Analysis Uing^^
Cabinet Secretarial^'^'

O  Ga\/t».' o f India
Neu Delhi . Applican t
(Presently U/s)
(By Advocaip? Shri B.B^Rav/al'i^"

"^er'lsus"'

l|( Union of India'^"
through
the Cabinet Secretary^^
Govto^ of India'^'
Rashtrapati Bhauan^/
Neu Del hi-i

2^ The Be or eta ry*^^"*
Research & Analysis. Uing^'
Cabinet Se cret^riail^''

^  GD\/t«' of. India",^
^  Room No',^, Bikaner House Anne)^,

Shah 3ehah Road^'
Neu Delhi-11

Shri Gaurinder SinghJ'
Doint secretary (peijs),
Research and Analysis Uing^'

Cabinet Secretariat'^

Go\/t«'' of India^^'
Room No Bikaner House Annexe'^'
Shah 3ehah Roadf
Neu Delhi-11 •'••..Respondents^^

(By Adyocate: Shri Madhay Panikar)

-'ORDER

S.R«.Adiqef VC(a);

Applicant impugns responc^nts* letter dated IT.'^lO^Qf

(Annexura-A) rejecting his representation' dated 20,^9,'96,

as uell as Memo dated I9.^l2i;^96 (Ann exure-B) rej acting his
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appeal dated 26,'10'4^96^^ Consequent to the aforesaid relief

being granted^he seeks a direction to respondents to

send him back to Rajkot, and he ai go prays for oostsi^^

o

o

2£' Applicant had earlier filed OA No«''2185/95

contending that shri Gaurinder Singh,33(Pers.)RAU,

cabinet Secretariat, GO if NeM Delhi had initiated

disciplinary proceedingsf though he lacked jurisdiction in

this behalffl

S*' The Tribunal disposed of the OA by its order

dated 10t'9i'96 holding that uhether or not Shri G;%ingh,

3',"5f(pers) had jurisdiction , uas a matter which etl^ast

in the fir st in stance uas to be decided by Shri Gi'Singh,

3S (Pers) him sel f'i' Accordingly applicant uas granted

permission to raise his objections before Shri G^singftj^

3S(Pers.') through a rep regen ta tionf upon uhi ch Shri G'Isingh

3S(Pers) uas called upon to pass a speaking order thereon

ui thin a specified time limit^

^  Persuant to the abo v/ey applican t made a

representation on 20f9;^'96 uhi ch uas rejected by means

of a speaking order vide shri Gysingh'^' 3s(Pers) letter

dated 17^10,'96 Lpon uhich applicant has filed the

pr esen t OA »

5;^' By interim order dated 2lf3«-'97 on 1*1 A No ,71 9/97

arising out of the present OA, the departmental proceedings

uere all-cued to con tinue, bu t r esponden ts uere directeti

no t to pass final orders in the disciplinary proceedings

till the disposal of the OAf That interim order is

still continuing^

6;^' neanuhile the Inquiry Officer has submitted

his report and a copy of the IO*s rq^ort has been

furnished to applicant uho has also submitted his

representation on the same,^
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-P'rior : to tha QE.Vapplicant stood suspended

u»s«f. 20»'-9»^95 and that order of gjspension continues#?

8#' The ground advanced to challenge the jurisdiction

of 3S(Pers) to initiate disciplinary proceedings against

applicant by n.emo dated 1vHl'|95 (An nexur e-A 6) i s tha t

respondents' order dated 12;9.-95 (AnnexurB-A4) relieving

applicant from his duties atRajkot and directing him to

report at Hgs;''belhi, uas not an order transferring him

to Delhi Hq-,^ but only an order requiring his presence at
Oellhi for temporary du iyf It is contended that applicant
Hqv still continued to remain Rajkot and hence he was

^  not uithin the jurisdiction of 3S(Pers.)«

9;^ Respondents' aforesaid order dated 12';?9,95 refers

to their T«P»Message dated 11,'9,'95# Respondents' relevant

File No.l/l5/a9-. pers.14 uhiph is the personal File of

applicant contains the aforesaid T.P.Message, which

states that as per orders of the appointing authority

applicant stands transf'erred^ from Rajkot to Hq»*, New

Delhi with immediate effect, and he may be relieved

forthwith with direction to join at Hq» by 18;''9,95

O  without fail^l

/
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10"^? Under the circumstance, applicant's contention that

he did not stand transferred to Delhi and the Ds(Pe rs'l)

had no jursidiction to initiate disciplinary proceedings

against him is rejected#^

11o^ The OA is therefore dismissed'^' Interim order dated

2l:,''3."'97 are vacated#' No costs#^

ft' ^
( dr.a,\/eda\/al;li ) (s.r#adige y

member (3) yicE CHAIRMAN(a)

/ug/


