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Date .:,f De.:::isi·:>n: 17.9.2003 

CP .:::0/.:::::103 (OA 377/~0)1) 

Badan Sin;Jh s/.:, Shri Kisi1an Lal r;'o Himnatpur, p,)st Chikaaan~, Di3tri.:::t 

Bharatpur, la3 t empl . .)yed as JJ: Gan~rran, w/fU y, K·:.ta Db isi-:m • 

••• Applicant/Petitioner 

Versus 

Shri Pt:aveen Kurrar Chaudhary, Sr.Divisi•:mal Eno;Jineer, W/.Kly, Kota 

Division. 

CORAM: 

HON' BLE r.ffi.M.L.CHAUHAN, JUDICIAL t'1EMbER 

H01~ 1 BLE t-i.K.A • .K.BHAI.'JDAAI, AU.UIU31'RATIVE HEMBE.K 

• • • Reaponden t 

For the Applicant/Petitioner 

For the Respoooent 

Mr.Shiv Kurrar 

t4r .s .s .Hasan 

ORDE.K (ORAL) 

·rhe appli.:::ant/petiti.::>ner h.~s filed this CP for alla.;Ja-j vi·)l.~tion of 

the order dated 17 .5.2:J02, ~3sed in OA 377/-:2001. 

.2. While disp:..sin;} of the OA, this ·rribunal in .:.operative portion had 

observed as under : 

II Keeping in "J iew the fac:ts an3 .::: ircumstan:es arU discu3sions in 
pre.:::edinq ~ra·~raphs, the ot.·der dated .:..-:2.2001 pass.:Kl by the 
Disdplin~ry Auth·:.rity anj the rep)rt •)f the Inquiry Offi,::er are 
quashed. ·rhe appli.::ant shall oe entitled to all c:onse:}Uential 
benefits as per roles. The ae..::ond pocti·::>n ·::>f the ·::har9e ~:elatin;, t.:.o 
unautiK·:t.·ised absen.:::e in 19.::>6 and 1997 and f.:.or bcin;J h:tbituall y 
absent unauthoriaedly is al3·) qu.~shed. H::>wever, the Disdplin~ry 
Authority .shall De at liberty t•) pr·:.o..::ead a9ainst the appli.~nt fr,"Jm 
tne sta·;}e after the is3ue .:1f the ..::harge-sheet and ·::·)nju.::t the 
irquiry for the first portion of tne •::n.~rge of remaining 
c.;,~ntinu•::>usly absent un.:tuthori.se-jly from ~.3 • .::>3 without pri·::>r 
informacion and thereafter issue appropriate ·::>rdec as per rules. 
Let this .:,rder be .:::.:..mplied within thcee m.:>nth.s fr,Jm the data ·:Of its 
receipt. No order as to costs. II 

3. ·rhe .,:::,ntanti·~n t:.>f the learned .:::ounsel fvr the appli·::ant . .tpetiti·Jner 

is that the department has wr·::>n;Jly treated the perkd, whi•:n is under 

· irquiry, as dies-n·:>n as the in:1uiry is g·::>in3 on an:l n.::> su.:h ,Jrder c.Juld 

have been passed till .::.::>n.::1usi.:m ·::>f the in:1uiry. Ha also submits that the 

appli..::ant is al.so entitled f·:.or C•)0.5a~entia1 benefits for the period wnich 

is under inquiry. 

4. The respundents have filed reply. In tha reply it has bean 3tated 
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that tha order in ·:JUesti.)n has been .:.:nnplied with and in .:.)mplianca they 

have isaued order d3.ted 11.6.2•)03 (Ann.a/2). 

5. ~'Jithout going into the merit •)f the ·:ase, we are .,)f the view that 

there is no v iolati·)n of the oroor in .::~uestion. It is alao mad-e clear 

that we have not expresaed any •)pini•)n on the merit .)f the order passed by 

the responjents (Ann.R/.2). Needless t·) add that it will ba open for the 

applkant/petiti•)ner to challen~a the said order (Ann.R/~) by way ·:If 

s-eparat-e OA. with thesa •)b.serv.:\ti•)fl5 1 tha CF stands dismissed. N.:>ti.:a 

issued is discharged. 

~~'/ 
(A.K.BHAN~ 

~.~, 
( £4. L .CH_.l\UHAN) 
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