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JN, THE CEN 'RAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 1 . JAIPUR BENCH; 

'·' JAIPUR 

D~te of order: 22.10.02 

. OA N c • 2 5 3 I 0 2 

K~ran Singh Palawai s/o Shri Indei Singh r/o. Villatje 

Cha:ranvas, ost Alisar via Kaladera, Distt. Jajpur, 

'· 
Rajasthan:. 

l. 

2. 

I 
-:i .. _, . 

Applicant 

VerE•us 
<I 

Uni'on of Indj a . through : the General Manager, 

WJstern Railway,· Churchgate,. Mumbai. 

S]nj or Di visi.onal CornIP'ercial Manager, 

Rajlway, Jaipur Divjsion, Jaipur ' 
\ 

western' 

Djvisi_cnal Railway Manager, Wes.tern Railway, 
•\ 

J ipur Djvisfcn, J·aipur. 

Respcndents 

-Mr. Saugath. oy, counsel for· the applicant 

Mr. B.K.Sfiarra, ccunse~ fer t~e· respondents 

CORAM: I . 
H0n'ble Mr. H.O.Gupta, Mewber (Administrative) 

. I " 
. H0n'ble Mr. ·M.L.Ch~uhan~ Mernb~r (Judicial) 

0 R D E R · (ORAL) 
- - - -

OA has been fjled bejng aggrieved of the 
\I 

' (Ann.Al) nctjce · crder dated 7.5.02 whereby a ·show-cause 
./ 

has b~en iss'ed to th~-~ppl{carit. In relief, the applicant 
I 

has, prayed fr quash.ing the said order. ' ~.....: 

. 2. 

bri~f, is t 

and sentenc 

Rs. 1000/-for 

- ~" 

case /of 1;he applicant · a 8 _madp cut, j n 

baeed 1 0~.a- cri.minal.case, he w~s convicted' 
I , 

for· jrnprjsonment ·of 5 -years, and a fine cf 

an ,offence ·under Sectjon 306 and 

iwprisonment of one year and fine of Rs. 100/-. for the 

' 

1'-. 

'· 
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~ I -

cffence un er Section 498 A of the IPC. . -1 

2.1 
I, 

'' 
He file'a an.appeal aria the Hon'ble_.High Ccurt 

net only stayed the - sen-ten'ce but al EO- · staye_d the 

·-
convic+- ion The applicant hae: approacheSJ this Tribunal on 

the gr:u~d1·- tha~ since ~he conviction has been ~t~yed, the - -

respo.ndent. cannct proceed a.gainst h:lm. by. invoking Rule 

14(I) cf the Railway_ Servante: (D~scipiine and Appeal) 

Fule.s-, 19 · 8 ·and, therefore·, the shew-cause· not ice · is 

Jnfructuou"'. The contention ·of t.he learned counsel fer the 

' applicant is that the proceedi nge:. should ·be dropped. The 

contention of the learned counsel for- the respondents is 

that 

carr.e · 

·been 

-. 
the application i ~ 'prewat ure_ becauee the applicant. 

a,g.ainlt th·e show-~ause nctice aha· no· final erde.x- has. 

Although he mape a representation, bqt before . . 

,the sawe could qe disposed cf, within 15 1 days of the show-

cause 
I 

3. 

- ' 

noti e he approached this Tribunal. 
I 

' 
\ 

We .have· given considerable thought to .the 

. ' . ccnte_nticn of the learned ccune:el fer the parties. 1 

3.1 Accotdjng to Rule 14(I) of the Railway Ser~ants 

(Di sc·ipl ine and Appeal) Rules, 1968, the cc.mpet ent 

authcr i ty can proceed against an eirployee to award the 

penalty a .... ·prescribed unde.r the rules· without conducting 

-
the enqui y. But whi1e doing so under Rule 14(I), the 

action so taken ,has -to_ be· papsed ·on the gr·oun.ds leading to 

the conv i ti on. The cont-ent i en cf tl1e. learned coune:el for 
' . 

the 
-·. 1· . -. 

a.ppl cant · 1 s that 
f 

-
since the cenvi ct icn h1as .been 

' \ 

Stayed 1. the :r;espoi:idents' Should not proceed_ aga•i nst hi IP 

til~' the final deci~ipn 61 the case pending ·with the 

Hon~ ble ·H gh Court or tn·l the order is modified. , 1 
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4. H v.ing considered the submissions of the 
( 

. I 

learned coun .. el fer the ·applicant, th is OA is di sposea of 

with the ailre,ction - to the applicant -to file a fresh 

'represen.t,at il; · a~ainst the show-cause notice ·.within 15 

aays from ay and •by speed poet to avoia delay al ongwi th 

a copy· cf th· s order., In that· event-, the reepondents shall 

ensure that , the' COJPpetent authority pa~sseE apprbpr i ate 

reasoned taking in ~iew the contention cf the 

applicant· also the order of the Hon 'ble~ Hlgh Court 
. \ \ 

·within a per i oa, of 4 weeks. from the dat.~ of rece-ipt of hie 

re'pr esent.a ti ' n. No craer as to co,sts. 

Member (Juaicial) Member (Adwini~trative) 

' I 

I. 

\ . 


