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IN THE CENTRAL<ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, 
I l '..' I ' i:: 

JAIPUR BENCH : I~·. 
:: ' I i 

Jaipur, this thk 25th day 0
1f M.arqh, 2010 

I 

Original 'Application No.148/2010 
,, 
! 

CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. M.L.CHAUHAN, MEMBER (JUDL.) 

Smt. Geeta Khatri 
w/o Virendra Khatri, : 
r/o 4 cl 5, Jawahar Na gar,' Jaipur '' 

at present working a~ Stenqgrapher, . 
Regional Office for Health ,an'd Family Welfare,. 
Jaipur. , I 

. (By Advocate: Shri Surendra Singh) 

· Vers~s 

1. Union of lndla 
Through its S:ecretary,, 
Ministry of H.ealth : . . 

. . I , 

(Central Health Services), 
! 1 rt 

•• ! Applicant 

Department of Health dnd Family Welfare, 
Government of India, 
Room No. 1 soA,· Nirm.an Bhawan, 
New Delhi. 

2. Director, ,. 
Non Vector Borne D'is'ease and 
Directorate of Council Programme, 
22, Shyam Nath Mar~:L 
New Delhi. ' ' 

. 3. Dr. K.K.Math1.,1r, 
Senior Regional D.irector, 

i 
' ' 

Office of Regiona·I !lealth & Family Rehabilitation, 
Central Sadan; · · : 
Block-B, 2nd. Floor, S~ctor-10, 
Vidyadhar Nogar, Jaipur. . . ,' '· , I , , l; ' ' : ' ' ' 
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. · ',: Respondents 
! 
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0 R D i:: R (O'RAL) 
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The applicant hcis challenged the impugned order dated 
; i 

19.5.2009 passed by fesp~ndent, N0.3 whereby the applicant has· 
. ,: : I • 

been imposed minor pehalty 11Jnder Rule ·1 J (i.v} of the CCS (CCA) 
I ' ;,; .. ! .': - . 

. '· \. ''"'fl.ctili:._ 
Rules, 1965. The grievance !of the a·pplicant i~ ~ prior to imposition 

- ! .. 

of penalty, no chargesheetwas issued to the applicant either under 
' ' 

Rule 14 of'i.under Rule 16 of the CCS · (CCA) Rules, 1965, as such, it 
! 

! 

was not permissible for re.spondent No.3 tb pass impugned order 

thereby imposing penalty: .. u~der Ru.le 11 .. without following .the 
, '1 

1 I ' I · 1 

' 

procedure laid dowri. in the.cc·~ (CCA} Rules:. ,. ' 
~ : ' 

2. I have given ;due c;orisid~~ation to t~e submissions made by . . i' I: . 'I . ' . ,: . . . ,1 'i 

the learned counsel,fqr the ,applicant. Primb.-facie I am of the vie.~ 
I, ' ; ' ' ' ' , 

I 

that the contention. so r.<?ised by the. applicant has considera~l,e 

force. The penalty under, Ruf~ 11 of the. CCS :cccA} Rules can be. 
: I l l, I • • ' • • : • : • .'. ' 

imposed only if a pe;rson is ,!~:.sued char~eshl·~(either under Rules .1;,4 · 

. : . ' . ·i: ' ' 
or under Rule 16 aptj: a,ftE1r' f~Ho.wing the pr<?,cedure laid do

1
wn .i.r:i 

I , 1 . I 

l i ' : ' . ; 
thesw rules. No suet] pen9lty und~r R~le .1 J: cqn be imposed 1 unless 

'' ,• \ ' . : . ' : ' 

chargesheet under.: .. ~he .9fore,s'.aid tu I es i j,is ','not issued arid )~.~ 
' 'I ' ' 

: I : . . ~ 

delinquent official is:.n~tgi~.~n ;~pp:ortunitl ,t,?/:!.:efend his cas.e .ps1,p~r 
· ;'. : .·'' .!' I! · 

rules. Since the applic~nt :ihp~ ·.not· ~y~ile,? :
1

statutory rem~q~ ·8f 
•' ' ; l .• 

appeal, I am of th.~. ~ieY'·<t~~·t ends;: of )u:~ti~e will be met if .·t?'e 
) I I ' 

' I -~ '. I '. i ; ! ' 

applicant is permitted)~ 
1

file ~ppeal qefor~:•t1~e appellate a.ut~S1rity 

y ·· ' ' 1 i I "' 
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i. 
' 

who will consider the same in the light of the cpntention so raised by 
. ! i· ' . 

the applicant in the appeal. 

3. ·Accordingly, the applicdnt is directed:t~ file statutory appeal •. · 

before th~ appellate. authority within a peri:od of two weeks from . ' . 
:; 

today. In case such appeal is filed, the appellate authority shall 

consider the case of the applicaht and pass reasoned and 

speaking order keeping in:view the mandate of Rule 2l-of the CCS 
\ . ·~. 

(CCA) Rules, 1965. . Further, pri'ma-facie, 1. am satisfied th.at th~ 
' I . I 

impugned order Ann.A/1 which has been passed in violation of the 

procedure prescribe.d under the CCS CC:CA) Rules and also in 

violation of the principle~ of natural justice,, as such it is nulli.ty and 
:' ' ; 

thus operation of ~he imp~gned order .Ann.A/1 is stayed till the 
1.- .. 

disposal of the appeal by t~e appellate authority. 
' I ' ' I 

4. With these observaticrns, the OA isi d,isposed of at admission 
. ' 

stage. 
·;··, 

5. It is however clarifi~d that passing of this order may not be 

construed that the competent authority cannot proceed afre~h by 
. ] ' 

issuing chargesheet after 1.i,thdrawal of the impugned order anc:J thE7 

aforesaid order has been passed on the. b.asis of the cont~ntion s9 
• I.· I L J • :I 

raised by the applicant that the penalty has been imposed without 

issuing chargesheet. 
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(M.L.CHAUHAN) 

Judi. Member 
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