
JODHPUR BENCH, JODHPUR. 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION t.JO .. 93/2009 

t. 
learned counsel ~1essrs Sandeep Saxent:'J t:H1d fvir. Anktwf 

for applicantr have been heard and the records LivaHable on hand 

t ·if". C !•>•"< ")A>"i 1 ~ ~ ·1 na"""' f'i!SO ~c-.en f ~~ 'JSE-;u . 
. I... 

action 

charge dated 

th r-: _J r l ~ l • if ~ .l • ~ . same 4 · r~_esponttent nas atso passeu punrsrm1ent oro.er aatea 

03.11.2006 at page 10 as Annexure A/L Against the said 

-~,··· 
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. ' t pumsnmen-

_._, 'tv ·s· b · t t' I ·' 4th R ' · ·?lUUlOn .£. ...., u sequem: o -~ne appea , rne · ~:::·spormen'l: seems 

su-ch posRion the very same 4th Respondent herein has decided 

the appeal of the applicant as an appeliHte authority, on 

hlmseif that he \Nas the same person who has issued the charge-

sheet as well as the punishment ord~ 
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the principles ·of naturaJ justice but also clet:irly demonstrates 

and esb:tb!ishes the maia fide of the 4th RespfJndent unjustly 

' ~ '' l' 1-agams~ ~ne app.icarh. 

further more dear frorn the very fact that the very same 4th 

Respondent has not yet decided the re\dsion petition filed before 

such appeHate ~'Juthoritv by the applicant on 08.05.2007 filed at 

page 17 as .A.nnexure A/6t which remains un=disposed of for the 

past about tv-to years until this date. He also further highlights 

even order/ impugned at page 10 as f1.rmexure .A./1 more 

particularly at page 11 ?.nnexure ,iJ,,_/2 that being the appellate 
0 

' .J ' > "jl-, ~ ' • . ' . order passeu oy tne same "'t·'- r<.esponaem:: iS a non-sp.e:akmg 

order 1Nhkh is in utter violation of principle of natural justice. He 

also replied the queries of the Bench that as dear!·y rnent:ioned in 

j:f j ,. I 4 ,...~ Ji tf. ~ """""' Db ~ t :1 

sa mer as well as oero~e trw:~ bencn Oi tne l n .w~~Ja~e no~~-~~rre: 

by Hmitation, Thus1 he insists upon not only for .:tdmisslon of 
----- -- - - -- ------.----

this O.A. and issuance of notice to the respondents but also for 

' d ,. . . ,.... ;-, t . !-' tne pen ency or tms ·J,/1 .. ! o stay tne operax..~on 

the~ sam~ 4th Respondent, \Mho has also issued not only the 
'\. 

charge sheet dated 31.07.2006 (;~.nnexure A/3 at page 12) and 

also functioned as the appellate authority and further passing f1 

non-speaking order dated 06.03.2007 (Annexure A/2 ;.;1t page 
\ 
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11) against which and before hknse!f a revision dated 

I, 
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4. 

going. through the various Annexures highlighted by hlrn and 

satisfactoriiy 

docurnents filed 1 as English tnms!atjon has not been filed under 

dause (b) of the second pf~ovis~' to sub-rule (1) l.)f rzuie 3 of the 

Central Administrative Tribun;;1i (Procedure) Rules1 19871 I deem 

lt just. fit a~1d proper not only to ~1drnit this O.A., subjt>d to just 

at page 8 undE;:r paragraph 8 under the iH3ading 1.interin1 reHBfJ 

by . presently st~ying the operation 
~·'-

5. Consequentlyc issue notice· to the respondents which may 

be handed over by 'D;;:1sti' today to the ieewned counsel for the 

apptlcant who is present before n1e for effectivelv i:lnd as 

expeditious~~· tis possible servitig it on the respondents. 

Ordered according h··. ' . < 

~1 'ft .. ii~ RAGHAVAN ) 
VICE CHP. .. !Rr~tAt~ 
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