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IN THE .CENTRAL 1'J.:>MINISTRATIVE, TRIBUNAL~11 JAIPUR BENCH~) JAIPUR.; 

. · Date of o:rder 1 2 3 .11.~ ooo 

OA 141/2000 

.· 

Biabu Lal .Meena Cson of-Shri Gppi Ram Meena by caste ~ena aged , 
about 55 years resident of PL-tO, Jaikishan. Colony, Roopa RamPura, 
cJa~PJJ..t'-~ 15, presently working- as Chief .Seeton Supervisor, Jaipur. 
:~~ 

.. •.. 4\PPl-i.ca nt. 

Versus 

1. Onion of Ir;ld~ .through its Secretary to the Govt. 
of India, Department of Telecom,. Sanchar Bhawan,. 
New· Delhi. · ·. 

2. Chief ,(3e'neral Manager, Raj astha-n Circlel Jaipur •. 
/ . 

3. The Principal General Manager, Telecom District, 
· J:aipur. 

4. Sub-_ Div is ional Engineer (ADM)J Central Telephorie, 
Bu~lding, s,·aipur. 

Mr.·P.N. Jati, Counsel for the appli9ant. 
Mr. -N.C. Goyal, ·Counsel for .the resP<?me.nts. 

CORAMs 

•••• Respondents • 

fl ___ -_ Hon' bl'e Mr. S.K~· Agarwal, M°e~ber (Judicial) · .. 
. _., Hon' .~e Mr. Gopal ~ingh, Membe1r {Adminis_trative~. 

~·· 

ORDER. 

The aPPlicarit in this· OA has .challenged· the order. dated 

11.\~ .2000 ·by Which the promotion given to the __ applicant on the 

~st_of Sr. ·Se<::tion Su:Pervisor ~rade IV was withdrawnJvide 

impugned order dated 1i.2 .2 ooo. 

· 2. On the -perusal of the averments made by the parties, it 
•. 

that i by Ahmedabad Bench 
appears n pursuance of the orderLin OA no.- 623/96 dated 

.•• 2/-. 
-. 
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11•4'-~97, the impugned order might have been passed. after giving 

· - necessary dir~ctions· by the Department to this eff~~t. 

- . , 
3. · ~mittedly no O~!)ortunity ·of hearing was given, in this 

matter before p~ss-·ing the impugn~ order dated 11.2 ~2000. It is 

settled principle of law that ~fore issuing any order which 

... 
\..i entains civil consequence, prindiple of nat.ural justice should 

nave bee-n applied. In·~xmi Chanel vs, ·Union of India l99s.(Jf)~!'~· · .. 
-~~-

·\)····~· 
~---

599, ft Was.held that if the order involves civil consequence 

and ·it has JJeen _issued without effecting opportunity of-hearing 
( I • • •• 

'to the aPP).icapt, such an order cannot be passed without applying 

·with the principles of Audi- Alteram 'Partem i,e, Parties should· 

~- given. an opportunitir to meet. hi~. ·case before a.n adverse deci­

sion is taken, The learned counsel for the respondents, has refered 

the d ecisicn. given 'in OA. 131/2 ooo dated 3.1, 16.2 ooo, .Ram ~ksh Pal 
. ' 

·'Singh vs. Unio.q of Irflia & Others, stating that if at all this 
. - ~ ' . 

Tribunal comes to the conclusion that 12rincipl~~ of natural jus·-

tice have nQt been followed before issuance of the impugned order, 

the Department. should be .given a liio\3rty to pass appropriate. order 

after giving opportunity ,of show cause ·to the aPP;J.icant. 

, . ' 
4. · We hav:e heard the learned counsel for the parties arid also 

' 

gave anxious considerat.ion to the rival ·contentions of both the 

parties and :Perused the whole re~cord •· 

, . 

. 5, . In our cons iqered view c::::) the , impugned order was issued 

without_ followi~g the princi:r>ies of ~Uai Alterarn Partem. There-

fore, the s~me is liable to be quashed on this ground alone. · 

6. · We,~he;-efore, ·allow this· OA a-nd .quash· a:D-. set. aside; th~ 

~pugned. order dated 11.2 .2 000. However resporxients are given· 
I 

lp:>al;ty to Pass· an appropriate- order after following the princi-

;3·11·-. ·~~) 
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ples of natural justice -and due process of law~ No order· as t.o 
. -

costs. 
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(s'.K.- AGAR'Vi.ALj 
MEMBER (J). 

·' 


