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Date of Order 

24.7.2001 

.. ; . ..,,. 

I 
Mr. 

Lr.· 

'J ·Orders 

P.N.Jati, coun~e+ fer the applicants 

B.N.Sandu, coune;el for the respondents 

'Ihe l~~rnea·couneel· for the respondente Eubmite that 
J 

vide order dated 
1
2oth July, 2001 ·all the 1 applicants except 

\ 

applicant No.4 ·[all' the candiaatee totalling 21 have been sent on 

' Phase-II training ('phdocopy of· the order taken i.on record of the OA 

No.258/2001)). I 

2. 'Ihe ~earned counE"el for the cpplicants subrrits thc>t 

the applicants hatre been sent on training with:, a delay of 3 we:·€:kS 

ana· consequently the period of 3 weeke so spent, should be countE'd 

for traininq. 

3~. We have . given our thoughtful consideration to the 
I " i· 

riveil eubwissione. In a period of 4 weeks' training, 3 weeke spent 
·.)I. .,,,. ,. I ,. ·1 

prior jt'b' th'i.: pe~sing of / th'e oroeri' :aated 20th july, 2001 cannot be 
i 

trea!~d as period spcpt on training. 

'. 

-·- \, ~~~ ii 
4. In view ·of the order paSSE'd by t~e Department dated 

(; 

l 

._ 20th 'July, 2001, sending all the ·applicants, exqept applicant No .4, 
' 

q_n. Phaee-II tra1ninq, the prayer of the applic~nts Nos. 1 2, and 3 
. I 

etande' satisfiea. Therefore, the 

become infructuous and is oiepoeed 

oA · relating ito 
r 

cf ·~cccrdinoi:y. - ' 

J: 

the-ir claim has 

5. Sc far as the case of Mr. P.R.Jan~io (applicant Noe4) 
I 

is concerned, the stand of the Departrrent is th~t he cannot be.sent 
ii 

for training i because he is facing major penatty chargeE'heet. In 
i• 
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C . .A.. T. Bench, Jaipur. 
' 

) Orders 
; I, 

·this ccnnEctic-n, a photocopy- of oroer oatea 1st.June, 2001 has been 
·. 

placed befcre µe, which ha,e be{.m taken on recora. On the ether . . 

hana, ·jt . fr submitted by th~ learnE>d ccuneel. for the applicante 

that eiirply .because ·a charge·e:heet ie pending againet the applicant 

~9-4, the. opportunity of iirparting training cannot be refused on 

thie ,grcund, plone,, ,becaµs~ the departmental inquiry rray result~ into 

exoneration a+sc. In that cas~, . he may· have tc ccrrplet>.~ hie 

tr~dning after his .. ~xoneration and that would cause hirr imwenee 

lOFS, E'O far eE pro1t1oti0n Iratter ie CCncerneo. There fer€' / the 

applicant no.4 be croereo tc ce sent on Phase-II training. 

6. c.oneiat"rea this. cspecL We are, cf the opinion that 

l?Ubject to the resuJ t., of the , inqu~.ry, the furth¢r prorrotion of the 

applicant aft~r training could be regule.ted, but in the IJ1€antizre, 

the applicant Ne .4 can be imparted Phaee-I I tr'a ining. It ie rrade 
'· 

clear .that successful cowpletion of trainina by Shri P.R.Janqid 
I . , I , , , .,. , 

,. 
woulo not confer any r:ight on h~.~ f<?r, claiming prowotion, unlese 

the ,inquiry is su~ce~sfl(~ly t~rrnin~te.~ in, hiE~. fayour~· 

7. With th~ee c.bservations, the 
' ~ 1.,. 

' .~· 

OA\ ie disposed rot. 
·Partiee are left to ,b£?ar their own coete •. 
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, , (~.K.MISHFA) 

Aam. Memb€r Ji.Jal.Member 
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