
IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JODHPUR. BENCft. 

. . . 

JODHPUR. 

Bhika Ram ••• Applicant. 

VERSUS 

Union of India & Dr~. • •• :Respondents. 

' .,. ' . ~ . ·. 

Plr. J.K.Kaushlk- Counsel for the applicant. 
. . . . 

~r.· R.K.Soni, Cou~sel for ~he respondents. 

' 
Hoa'bla "r. Gopal Krishna, Vice Chairman. 

. . . 

Hon'ble ~s Usha San-Administrative "•mber. 

Snri Bhika R~m· has prayed in this application 

under Section 19 of the Administrativs Tribunals Act, 

1995, I'Zt ·sg t> I iA that the respondents may be 

directed to finalise tlia disciplinary proeaadings 

'•·, 

th•~aafter release the retirai· benefits i.e. O~C~R~G., 
.. •' \ . 

Commu:tation ot Pentlion· ate. with-held dull to these 

applicant as well as the ·learned counsel for the 

Cr~2,!Ji respondents. The counsel for the parties have agreed 
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to this matter bei~g disposed of at the stage of 

admission. The learned counsel for the respondents 

does not want to fil~ any reply to the application. 
' ' 

While ppsted as Assistant Guard at Ratangarh, the 

applicant vas serve.d with a charge~heet for ····~~·· 
major penalty vide Anne xur·e A/1 dated 21 ~ 1.:87 in 

accordance with the provisions contained in Rule 9 

of the Railway Servants ( Disr;,ipline & Appeal f: 
\-.) 

Rules, 1968 ~ ( for short •the 1R:u1es•)'~ Subsequently, 

the disciplinary authority appointed an Inquiry 

Officer: It is state~ ~~at after recording stat~mants 
< ~. •• • • • • ·'' 

of certain-witnesses and the statement of the applicant 

the Inquiry ·officer had submitted his report to the 
; .,_ 

disciplinary authority ( Respondent No.3) bUt the 

disciplinary proceedings have not so far been 
,,.·. •· 

finalised. The applicant has retired on superannuation 
.. and · 

on 30.4.94/ only provisional pension is bei~g paid 
' I I 

to him. 

' . ..._. _., 

3. It is true that the disciplinary proceedin.gs 

against the applicant are pending for the last more 

tl"\~ eight and a half years.· Since the inquiry has 
·, 

completed and the inquiry report has been 
••• _ ... J ·- • --· - • • ,.--':'! 

to the disciplinary autbority.:.~/trnere has 

delay in finalising the disciplinary 
· .. ' -· 

There ••• II•• is no explanation for this 
~- . 

record. These disciplinary proceedings 

by the learned liakai•k 

Additional Sessions Judge, Ratangarb, vide his 
CrW1.;,f"~ · -<; ·--· judgment dated 3.5.95. 
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4·. In view of the facts stated above, we direct 

the respondent No.3 i.e. the disciplinary authority 

u. s·./M. 
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wu:1~~ 
( Gopal Krishna 

Vice Chairman 
) 


