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IN THE CENTEAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBURAL,
JATIPUR BENZH'-ﬁAIPUR

OA No, 485/94 ’ Date of ordsrs 10-5-96

'D,T.¥aramchandani . .o Applicant

Versus
Union of Indi2 and others . es Respondents

Monz preszsnt on keh21lf of the 2pplicant

Mr, S5, Hazan, cournszl for the responients

CORAM 3

Hon'hle Mr, Gop3l Friched

Hor'ble Me, O.P,Sharm:, Adpimistrative Member

Pey Horn'hle Mr, O,P Sharpd, Aduinistrative Msmber

Ir £his application under Szction 19 of the

Administrative Trivum@ls Ao, 1935, Shri D,T Faramchardani

ras praved that order d3ted 15th November, 1291 {fnn-31)

the dpplic2nt with full racl: wages Ard all consSeguentidl

2. Trz 23se of the Applicidnt 13 £hat vhile was was

working on the post of Assistant Suparinterding Srchirclo-
giral Baginesr, Hroh®eclogicdl Survey of Indiz, Jaipur
Circle, Jaipur, disciplirdry proc22dings wers contempl@ted

2ginzt him And, thersfors, he wiz pli3ced undsr sSgSpension

&

by order Srneare-+1 d3ied 15th Movember, 1921, undsr
suk-rulz {1} of Rale 10 of the 0% (O24) Pules, He has

it}
1]

not heen served with 3AIny chirgesh

- -~

[

et 2o far, The zuspension

t

of the Applicint K2 mzan prolongzd for oo £20lt of his,

His suheistdnce allawdpse h2& been incredzed from time

to tifz, The reepcilents 3rz undesr 4 legdl okligition to

it if recezeary, However, no suth &ction 138




€2i%ed from the 2pplicdnt Shows thit

}]

arnd th: d4prlicadnt had rem@insd undsr SuspenSion 3ince
15-11-19291., The rzspondesnts @lzo &1d not t23ke any deciZion
on the represent2iicons of the Applis3nt m@ds on 1-1-32,

, 28-7-93 3l 6-10=33 rsgirding revocition of

his sugpsneion., The Fppliec2pt h3d earlier filed ap OA

e

Annesmare-A2) with the direction thdt the applic3nt my

file 3n Aprell to kthe concernsd ippellate authority

D
!
e

nst the corder of suspengion,., The 3pplicint Accordingly
filed an 3gpzil &2 the Presidewt of Indid on 12-4-1994

{Annexure-A9) .,

3. Howevaer, d8casrding =2 bhim, before he was placed
urder Suspendion, 2 Ccrimin2l o282 was registered 2gRinst

him by the T.B.I, under th: Prevantion of Torruption
Act on the grourd of collacting @scets dis~proparticondte

filed

)

t
ta the lknown sources of income., The C.B.I, haz 130 ;
2 chargesdheet 32inst ths d’@ll'auu in the court of Special

Judae, B, 1,2 .P,E, naces, Migur in Hpril, 1993. Since
: .= I . .
have keen taksn to commence the triéle Phus the crimindl
cAse will alsc take 3 long kime to ke decidzd. The sakssguent

Acticns 2ken by the C,B I

t
of the wisw thaLt ths C2z= Was not of 2 garicous ndture,

g suspension Leing

unjustified should ke reviled, pRrticalarly when the

(2

e}

arpell3te anthority h2s 2lso failed to disgose of the
wid

u

=5 order

e
=

<

O

4. The rezpordentd in their reply hive Stated thdc the
allegdtion of posseasion of dis-proportiondics 33sets

{ .0.3/—
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hy the Applicant was foard €2 L2 prin? ifdcie true

l

amd 2zcordingly 2anstion for profecation of the

£

(.

dpplicant waz Accorded by the competent futhority.
Ny serdrlte <hdrgecheet in discipliniry proceedings

has heen filed a&giinst the 2gplicint, The order

circumstiances iz in vl public interest 2z the
applicant Ly virtus of his officidl position may
thmper with records 2n? influznce ths witnesses,

The 3Lp11““nk'@ FuapEnsion was reviewed from time to

‘-—!.
(f)

tim@}mt_i/i @nnoh ke ravoked finte 3 corimin?l case

Appeal £iled by the Zpplicint in purszu2rnce of the

Depdrtment vide crder d3ted 29-10-23 and the applicant
wag infarmed tIh2t his suvusrpension ﬁﬂnnu# e revohad,

Peturning ~f ths 2sszts geized ekc. from the 2pplicéant

Cu

by C.B, I, A% not help his c2se in 2rny way, The
applimant haz teen placed uyeder suspension in
Aczorddnce with the rulss 3ard he iz not entitled

to any reliefs cllimed.

e Nore if present on heh2lf «f the 2pplicant, We

have helfrd thz lz@rned counsel for the respondents.

The le2rnzd counsel for th: respordsnts h®s drawn
our atkeption £o & Miso, Applicaticon Mo, 135,76 filed
Yo the 2pplic3ct on 2¢-3-9¢ in which the 2pplicant had
praved for e3rly hedring of the 0A, In this Misc,
A;plication , the 2ppliz2rt has 2343ted th2t he retired

from Service on 31-E5-1995 and his retirement Ixenefi
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sinfe the 2pplicant has already f:::;retired from
servize, the queftion of revooftizn of his suspension
dces not Arise, Howsver, on his retirement, the applicant
sh?ll Le =ntitled €2 provisiordl penficon till such

time 4¢ the crimirdl of8se pendingy 8333iret him is findlly

decided by the Court of LAw, bt no gratuity etc, would

from service, there is not point in ordering revoc2tion
of suspznsicon., Tharefore, the praver reg@rding revocfitilon
nf his suspension dues nit survive, Hawever, the applicant
sh3ll ke entitl=d to proviziondl pein@ion from the date

off his retiremernt till such time 23 the crimin@l case
pending 2g2inst him is finﬁlgﬁ;aacidéd by the Court of
Law, Ha 2r211 3lzo e entitlad £o the apount of Frovident
Ford to his credit to be p2id kack to him, if it W¥s

alreddy not hean p2id to him.

{0.P,3rAred) , {Gopal Krigmé)

Adpinistritive Member Vice Chairman



