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Miden Lal Vermad : ces ‘ Applicant,

Unien ef India & Cu=, cee Pesrenlents,

Mr, Maheodra Sh2h, Counsel for the applicant,
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In this C.A. the *pplizant 2iled
the erder at Apnesrure %/2 dated 5,7,1980 by which
the perisd during 14,10,77 to 21,11.79 while he

was urder sugpesnsien has heen arderad to be tredted
ag Suspensi@nland not cpent on Autv for 211 pract-
igal purpgses. The 2pplicant hid 23lse heen Gwirded
@ punichient for withhelling «f premctien for one
yedr with immediite'effect by 3n grdsr dated 5,7.80
(Arnerare A;ﬁﬂ). He went on @n dppedl and revisicn

which vere 2lgec rejected in 1982 and 1°,6,.1%87

respectively 30l ultim@tely thse Spplicant <2me ko

this Trikurdl on 13.¢6.8%, There wac 3 grese delay
in £iling the 8pplicétisgn, HAewrsr, 3t the pre-
liminary stlge without notice to the responients
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the d elay in filing the & was condensd and the

same wag adwittéd, The l23rned counsel
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rQSponﬂents Look up the preliminary sbjection
during the course of Argaments on 27,%,.1994 that
the Q0.A. is hit by bBr of limitation. It was

decided 2t th3t tine that thiz guezticn will also

e adjndicated 3t the time «f hsaring,

te be 2djudicated in the wm3tter wag the treltnent
of the s2uspzngion perind whieh mAy cduse severe

civil coneguences Lo the ¥pplicint by wady of his

perigd 28 in was daclired as not spent on duty.
Sinze the 8ppli"ant had alre2dy retired he wants

that peried te be regulated uandcr Foi. 54-B, Ve
h

have seen F.R. 54~B which s23ys thdt onoe g/l official

hag '\taken 2ak on duty ¢n reinstl@tsment the conpetent

guthority hdd te decide whether the paricd ggent unler
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gpenginon will e on duty or octherwise,
The order tre2ting the period of fuspension 38 gpent

o and not epent on duty is totdilly un-
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called for 8nd irregulayr order Ly the competent 2utho-
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rity. The compztent 2uathority
way whethzr ths upenSion period will be tredted on
duty or not. The 2pplicant Should have be e_,*inen

an option for W3wing this pericod converesd inte 3n§

}ind of non-duty like leave a2dmissikle Lo him etc,
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3. We, therefors, dispsse of this mStter with

the direchion ch?t the 3mplicant Ay represert this



now who shill decide Ahoaut the treitment of
suspension pericd under F.R;54—B through &
spealking order withiﬁ wwo menths of filing the
representation, We 2re p@ssing this order in
gpite of thz point of limiiation which was
validly m@de by the le3rved coungel for the

respondants, Hiwever, ince the order regirding

cugpendion ie Allegad to be Fiffecting ths pen-
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Siondry f the 2pplicdat ard ¢hdt being

a recurring c@uss of 2ction, the 3kive direcstions
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A (H.F. Vern@)
Member (J) | | Member (B)

hive been mdde, No, CoSt3,

cvr,



