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FIC ) STRICT JUDGE, ATTLA

Admin. Order No. 295 /2017 Dated : May 23, 2017

ORDE

Sri Chitra Sen Yadav, delinquent cmployee has moved a
representation against his suspension stating that he is sole bread earner of
his family. His wife is ill, his daughter aged about 24 years and is student of
M. Sc. 1 vear of Allahabad University and having marriageable age. His son
is 17 years old and is a student of High School. Due to his suspension,
education of his children and maintenance of his family is nat possible,
Delinquent employee prays [or revoking his suspension order dated
26.05.2001.

Sri Chitra Sen Yadav, Class 111 emplayee attached in Family Court,
Allahabad has been suspended in tﬂmpliance of order dated 25.05.2001
passed by Hon'ble the Administrative Judge, Allahabad regarding complaint
of Kiran Kumar dated 22.05.2001 regarding loss of records of Case Na. 21
of 1998 Kiran Kumar Vs. Smt. Suman, Execution Case No. 157 of 2000
Saraswali Devi Vs. Mumna Lal. Ion'ble the Administrative Judge,

Allahabad has been pleased to pass following order in the matter :

"Huving regard to the allegations made by the complainant and
the report of the Judge, Family Court, Allahabad, I direct the
Principal  Judge, Family Court, Allahabad to initiate
disciplinary proceeding against the delinquent employee and
suspend him in the mean time till the conclusion of the
departmental proceedings and will submit a further report.”

After receiving the letter dated 26.05.2001 of Sri N. K. Singh, the
then Registrar (Confidential); the then Principal Judge, Family Court,
Allahabad vide order dated 26.05.2001 itiated a departmental enquiry
against Sri Chitra Sen Yadav and suspended him tll the completion of

departmental proceedings.

The then District Judge has approved a Charge-sheet having 8
charges against the delinquent employvee on 27.08.2005 after about 4 years

af the suspension of the delinguent employes.
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After initiation of aforesaid departmental enquiry no. 14/F/2002, the
then Additional District & Sessions Judge, Court Room No. 9 has submitted
a report on 05.07.2013 and it is submitted that charge no, 3, 5 and & have
heen proved against the delinquent emplayee, other charges have not been
proved. Charges no. 3, 5 and 8 againsl Sri Chitra Sen Yadav are reproduced
as under

gAtg—TF & e 24,/07 /2000 o e 11,/08,/2000
o g e 3 mey T v g gEiaior @ Ue o
giRaTRe =ET @ Fewe FI aig foie M e U9
SR s EET W @ wEEw Y awg T Tl &
17 W T g W Tarael @ 4% 3THE @l 3
e F Wi @ wew ¥ gEgg 7 g W d Wve gEa
o @7 T g B or o 7 @ vmefr e 3
e ¥ Y @ B anew @ 8§ Sgue fear ol
e ZIYT a9 @ AT § Rerm Al @ A a9 W
JavEreE TR 9E I A7 [ oA 238 TSl 59 G @
of B aT A snud EI SR g W @ren ule fear T
o AT FETdiT RN TEEW @ W wega Tl fear
gr e Il w @ e @ vy gamoar mew
Brdt areve #F T A8 Y T o) F9 e o @9 S9E
vy O AT @ [ 17,/08,/2000 @ 309 T TE
Brase T B 5 aw @ g aew & Reers gl A
Ge IR W ge & @E W e aned o7 gl ¥ Ek
maemﬁmmwwmmwaﬁﬁamﬂﬁ'?r
ST AT GEe  digredn el sEiear @ g ol forEe
%%meﬁumwmmmﬁﬁ
S & & sgd R e o gww o F e g/ &
creff 7 GETT awd B A gw 7 BN/ § WEN ST o
fordlT SEeR TReA @ AW B T wdw g @ avd
s g @ o averdt G g4 sgeneAsa o Hf
gfgm Rar @ Feraew @ sl § apar ¥ 9 HIY 6T 3
e FHaTt s FrE! @ e S &

gEH— 7% fF [2F 22,/08,/2000 & AT LTI q e T
a7 & o uETae W diordT Sw weea % Wl S0
2% 7ot o @ gE gue T or [ g eweT a9 wel e
& g arew g3 Gore IEE @ grer & ferar e
=t T oW 99 GV HIRNH TE foraT T, &IV gErae
st ¥ B vl et Rrgw eRw it wn 8 fFar
s e afEeT WEEdr 3 g9 @i W §enN f#ar &
=Y T Pl TE E F F g oud ey @ve &
gwfEy g8 @Y oY v foratl) gz var #iF Hew GerdT
R FElear ZT (o T Bl o A% H6Wq T [@ a1
sy s U T gEEEr ¥ sew o e §ue [
sy & g ferfy wEd ¥ eer o & arder vy ferar
dlaref s werear @ =l eiee & ate ger amee
) s




3

P G SR BT ey 2w B o werawer @ & A

4}?an§"x HT HT G 3 HYHIY FEE FTENT AEEEE &

FegH— 92 % gEwReT gieRe TR ﬁi‘ﬁ‘?
HElgwT W [Tead 39 ST # wvg o [ G

e T F T GUER WMWY &Y E/
Wﬁ?@'#ﬁhﬂﬁé‘%éwgﬁvﬁ‘ v §e
—J, TE-TEY w@@ﬁﬁ“‘#ﬁ?%‘?ﬁ'?ﬁgf T
v WY 3 §u wdaf @ FdeT ¥ g s awd & o

K

.?"1_.]

e

i

wETERy w s o smar @) S O7T g 3 e @
HTER [(AEEE] & crﬁ‘i‘.'Fﬁ' zif &y

It is well setrled law thar the delay in completion of the present

departmental proceedings was not whally atributable to the dcliritguunt

employee bul it was equally attributable to the department, Due to such

unreasonable delay, the delinquent employee naturally suffered a lot because

he and his family have to survive only on suspension allowance for a period

of about 16 vears.

Hon'ble Supreme Courl has observed in several cases that it is duty of
the emplover to ensure that the departmental enquiry inidated against the
delinguent employee is concluded within the shortest possible time by
taking priority measures. In cases, where the delinquent is placed under
suspension during the pendency of such enquiry then it becomes more
imperative for the employer to ensure that the enquiry is concluded in the
shartest possible time (o avoid any inconvenience, loss and prejudice to the

rights of the delinquent employee,

In Prem Nath Bali Vs. Registrar, High Court of Delhi, Civil
Appeal No. 958 of 2010 decided on 16.12,2015, Hon'ble Supreme Court
has obscrved that

"We are of the considered opinion that every employee {whether
State or private} must make sincere endeavour to conclude the
departmental enquiry proceedings, once initiated against the
delinquent employee within a reasonable time by giving priority to
such proceedings and as far as possible ir should be concluded
within six months as an outer limit, "

At this stage, considering the period of suspension of delinquent

employee, order of suspension dated 26.05.2001, charges leveled against

chllnquent emp]u;, ee and law laid down by the Hon'ble Supreme Court; 1
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thout going through the gravity of charges, the suspension

am of the view wi
Led, He is reinsiate

order dated 26.05.2001 is hereby Tevo d with immediate
elfect.
inform all concemed. i i
A

o
— jay Kumar Pachori)

District Judge,
Dated : May 23, 2017 Allahabad.
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