o L !

ENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, JAIPUR B'NLW!
JATHIR,

OA 245/92 A Date of Order 2?.3«‘92

Sripal Jain oo Applicant,

|
N |
t I
' |
1 f |
Mr. 5.K,Jain "~ ee.s Lounsel for applicanil |

Vs
U.0.Iy and others ., Respondents,

Wb

|
|
!
|
Mr, Manish Bhanderi ,,, Counsel for the resﬁondehts,
!
\

<t As
o ‘\)T\ \!\i‘:ﬂi .
e

Al

Honfble Mr, Tusijce D.L.Mehta, Vige Ghairmani

Hontblie My B, BOMah jap, Admn. Member,

Mr.B.B.Mshajan, Admn. Member :..

T ATO T Al e i

Sripal Jain filed tlhis appplication ufder

B

section 19 of the Administrative Tribunal Act,for

issue of direction for quashing the charge shéet

!
issued appdintment of ¢ he Enquiry Officer an# the
show cause? notice issued to him and for dinection

o pay Lo him the d eathecun-retirement gratuity |
G t

|
L

The applizapt had been served with 2 charg

(D.C,R.G,) and  commuted pensien,

SN

1

sheet on 10.83,87. The gnquiry was cenducted dnd |
thereafter & show cause nobice was iSSued to him oh

29.9.91 (Annexure-A/2) with which a copy of enquiry
i

. H
.. The applicant submitted pis

report was als: iy

o

SOy

reply on 2.12.91, (A/443}. Ne order on the sau% b £
- |

have so far been psssed, The applicant retired from

sexrvice on 31 ,3.39,




' «
. . LT,
;
..
’ « e
. . ?
T Wz have heard the counsel forthe partiss,
(. So far as the cemmutation of pension is
( \ _
concurnad, the applicant has stated that there is
na PTtGifiﬁn in the rules under which the commutation
of pension ¢ an be withheld vending the respit of the
f§i‘3"7313},iﬁf€‘y proces f"’Lﬂ{:‘S against an @mplf“,.«.n Tho
learned counsel for the respondents has not been & i
o show us any ™Mue  wnich may authorise the withi.
holding of commubation of pension pending the decision
on the disciplinary proseedings, Withholding nf
"ba,ian'mf pension was  thus whally unauthori=cd,
as the DLOR.G. 15 ovnoerped,  under rule 318 (1)
ot the rales in Manusl of Bailway Donsion Puden,
{Jq'/)f,} f“w:ﬂ p@id o NS
e aonclus procesdings A 15
virich may have h@cﬁ.inftiaﬁed whiie he was ip .
se end  cemtinued under rule 215 provise fa.,
this .m’}c‘.(‘s‘m «‘,f“le}j'\‘ 148 bf.)'ﬁn i! 3{}1?0 fé*??r}‘f
0y "’i:‘?i"}?‘ disci {")j,ima?:“y’ prn("ggﬂj ’*’st:‘wn |
the applicant had submitted reply to the sh
notice an 2,1 2,90 ind more ¢ han 8 menths have “»
, since then, ‘

of D2NG, enly for & reasapbhle period roguired feor
Oy £ S I - ~ TR i3
conclnting thesa procaedings




fﬁm
4
2S,
-

R

The applicart

final

within this

direct

disc

this

aken in this case, We

erder on

the reply submitted by the

nf this ordern,

or withholdin

gu in visw

ion Lo the o«

A N
W Ias

4 months of thic

not passed in

period of

entitied to ith

orders as to

he disciplinary

o
=
.

r
‘..-I
Q
o3

D

ithin 1

iplinary proaceedings which

at this

3

. will be

¢

the enquiry

I the final

e b - ;
»f the above, we

- [ e Ao -4 - s
ponulents to pass

disciplinary praoc
4 months, the

2 payment of

UW L.

stage.

auth

srders

1ication has rais

against the disciplinary pro

are

further.

b

allow th>

~eadings

sad /-
MEY SN )

do not propese to d

W2 are

w11l b2 no justi

D.C.R.G, forthwi

report after consi

=
3o

are pending,

vice Chalrman

appropriate if a direc

ority to BP:

pas

o

Lent that the commutatibh of pens

ay

Wy

applicant within 4{menths
1wt

dppPLicae~

.

n the
i
|

casa Flndl m,"d gil ‘:LS

W

e e, L
°

/ithin

i <
.

ithin

applicant shall|be

|
No

i






