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OP~ GQlJrli 

lN fHE ~EN f~l. Ai.MlNl~TAAIIVE fttlBU'<~AL, ALLAHiillJUJ 

Allahabad : u.tea this 21st J•nuary, 199tl 

Original Application No.473 of 1991 

'4strict ; Allih.ab;ad 

Han• ble Mr. u.s. Baweja, A.M. 

Hgn• ble Mr. wVrtSG wttarey ulu. J. ttL 

<:¥an Prakash~ Sinha. 
S/o !.ate Sri H. P. Sinha, 
Cjo Sri s. M. uay al 
Advo cate, 38/3, Lukerganj, 
Allahabad, 

(Sf Sri S.M. ~Y al, Advocate) 

\ 

•• , •••• Applicant 

versus 
. 

1. The Secre t.ry, 
Union of lnaia, 
fhrough Ministry of finance, 
North block, New ~Alhi, 

2. Chairman, Cent.r al Boa.!' d of uirect Iaxes 
(C. 8, JJ. I.), North Block, New JAlhi • 

.virector of lnspectJ.on ( V 8. L), 
C. B. 44 f.,, 1~orth Block, New Utlhi. 

sri J.s. Ajluwalia, 
Commissioner of lt1Come fax, 
~anjio/ Place Agra Inquiry Officer, 

(Hy Sri Ami t Sthalekar, AdvOcate) 

• • • • • • Respon~nts 

fhis application has been filed making a prayer 

to q uash the or cters Qite d 10-9-1996 and 11-3-1997 as 

per which the Q:)mination of the Inquiry Cfficer and 

fixing of date of inquiry by the Inquiry Officer has 

been or cJtre d. 

2. Ihe epplicent was issued a charge sheet on 6-5-1991, 

which was c~llenged before the fribunal through OA 

·~. 205/ 1992for queshing the aiscip linary proceedings 
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egiins t the ipplic.nt. This ijA WtJS Gis11isse d with the 

direction to the respondlnts to coaplete disciplinery 

proceedings within • perio a of four 110 nths fi'o11 the 

dite of the ordlr <Jilted 24-ll-1995. "fhe disciplin•ry 

pro cee aings were 

0n • preyer IIi ell 

rot completed within this period •Rd· 
• 

by the respon~nts, the friburlil 

ellowe d further four DK>nths• tirae for COIJ\:)letion of 

the proceedings. sin Ot . the proceedings were no~ ~ 
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L ' · "- b)'~ #v ~ .­
CO~leted within the exten(ied perio·~ f~ther period 

~ extension of the time Wis rejecte~ by the Iribun~l. 
However, subsequently, the responc.tents procee ~a with 

the inquiry •nd nominete a the Inquiry Officer iS per 

the i~ugne d or d8r dite d 10-9-1996 end the Inquiry 

Officer fixed the ~te for inquiry es per the i~~pugned 

orc.tJr dat•d ll-5-1997. Ihe c•s• of the epplicent is ttt.t 

since the disciplinery proceedings h~ve not been COfl\'letec 

within the stipul.ted period ellowed in the ordtr of the 

Iribunel, no further di.sciplinety proceedings Ciln be 

conaucted •g•inst the ipplic•nt. The present 6A ~s, 

there fore, been filed chillenging the - concj..&cting of 

disciplin•ry proceedings •g•inst the ipplic.nt by 

nomin.ting the lnquiry Officer. 

3. Notices were issued to the responc;tents. However, 
I 

the responaents hive not filed •Dt counter reply. 

fl4 
4. ii hen the c•s• w~s lis tea on ~te, counsel for the 

" 
respon(.f!nts brought out thet ~geinst the o~aer of the 

fribun•l rejecting the pr•y•r for grenting ~daition~l 

time for coapletion of the disciplintJry proceedings, 

the respondents ht~d file_ a • Sl.P b•fore the Hon• ble 

Supreme <,;curt. ft1e Hon• bl• Supra_. Court in Civil Appe~l 

No.88!6/1997 dited 12-12-1997 his ~llow•a the na,:., •• l e 
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time of four DDnths 

conducting the inquiry. J..e,arne d counsel for the respon<)ents 

Shri Amit Sth~lekcr, therefore, contended th•t the present 

OA his become infructuous once the disciplincry proceedings 

h,ave been cllowed to be cond~cted •g~inst the •pplic.nt 

by the Hon• ble Supreme Court. Le,arnea counsel for the 

cpplic~nt Shri SM V.ycl, fcirly co~ec~td ·it't..h the 

C4n-cention of the responctents. Since, the Hon• ble 

~upreme Court h,as •llowed to continue the disciplin•ry 

proceedings egcinst the •ppliccnt, the present UA, therefor~ . 

c:t>es not become sust.in.able. 

5. In view of the ibove, the UA ls dismissed iS being 

infruc tuo us. No or aers iS to ws ts. 
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