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Al &I 3D Ydhld dI a@d U o Rufde ar (ddr
AMal & forg srdiar aiferawon) sifSfm, 1976 & aRT 4T @
Iue H RIdrerar yad &) &1 AT WeR R Smdid W
GAATS DI TS |

39 Ui H St 9 faced omew fadie  18.08.2024
(g Th—1) BT AR & 7, [o® gRT el &I Frm—13,
JrorReE Rafdd |ar (@ ftervr, a=r vd emdiel) am—1958 @
YRl & dgd Aefdd fhar T g | el 7 a8 deg sifdd
fry € f& srfiemeft wgw e, Tqga R, ST wRaR @
US UR PRIRG 7 | dieredl @ Aarfgiy fadie 31.08.2024 Pl
g 21 qd H ordremeft @1 oy fiAld 27.062024 @RI
TR DI UchiedT § @1 71 o1, O ey & favg srdrammedt =1
9 JAMHO & FH UTA HEAT 2145 /2024 UK DI ol |
Sh A H AMRGRUT gRT SfARA were ey fadie
01.07.2024 UIRT fHar a1 Ud omcw f&Aid 27.06.2024 I
fparfafy wIfra &1 off | S SfdRA ofewr @ uran H
3dTetredl Idd e UR BHRIRG € | dierell Wgwh avd, whd
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AT, TN WRAR & U8 W FHRRA ¢ | diemeft & Har=ghT
& g fad yd &1 e 18.08.2024 HI I Tee IR fby T,
fSTAH A 37Tee rgar=d—1 Ifdramed] &I fFrefdd fhy o= &1
2 Ud GO AR gar-Tdh—2 rUienefl &l oo Rifaer dar
(evfiemxor, =T ud omdiel) 9 1958 & fM—16 & d=d
JIRTAATHD S brRIdrEl § QU MY =Ue 9 3R U5 2 |
3rdreedl & Sif¥aadt &1 dd © & srdieedl & favg dgrms
MERT TR HRIT MY T €| IR {GI—1 HIroIer 9,
JeMUST  (Tact—1) uLfd, Mid=yRr, e TRRYET &1
3MERl SaR Afgal & aRM foen Fares fieary & o=
AT & FARad B BIHG B STRIT A9 U o HIAT |

ST Ud HT—3T0 Iecihy IISAIG, HAGYRI, ST FaATGATEIYR
H JUS oldet—2 S & UG R UGRAUd R+ Pl AR T |
el & Sffdea<hl @1 db T fh I AT aEr Har o
TMAR Uil 8T ofl, e [9%g SIgRmaardie dridral
DS T, Sl UMD g F B Mg oY | Uil & faeg
ORI JARIY IE N A7 2 fb srdiemefl 7 daalred dvar &l
TR JRIT &1 8 & dace ¥l S deiiic SNl &’ |
TH AIE Yd B R o HellU deddx URMS H "eafdd
Rrem & e feeREE gewenfua fear iR Feclal ka1 @
T ™ UEANT | 39 IR & Hay H il & afferach
& db 7 b el /a1 & [9vg RUIC UKgd 89 & Ugard
BRAE] B TS B YA H FAND IMaeIDHarsi Bl gfeedd
A gY SMey uikd fhy 1y, fore a8 Ffe &1 2| srdremeft
& fIog ORRT ARIY I8 T AT 7 {6 rdienedt =7 e
JefieRer & WRaRTSl Ao ud S urdddl denm "R RiE
3R Tl UeReIus &R+ der f991 e d <19 & QIS &
g Rl & Ifad @M UgEM @1 IR 7| e @
3TEHT BT T © [ IURRH BIHDI DI QU HAT HBlG DI
e WR e mar | W H erfieeft g wiE Ffe T8 @ T
g |
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3. JWRRH 27 3ifdhd dxd gY Ulenell & <ifdawh! &1 d@ &l &
& 3 IMIRT W AR 95 IR fHar 71 8, arfd rdiemnedt &1
AR & HB AHI U4 & Moifdd fear o1 | | sdieredi
DI GHIGAYdS T SIS YT & BRI FSie SRl 6
Rerfea fbar wan 8, St Ifd T8 2| srdieedl & faeg v
Pl ARY 81 B, Orgd MarR W Uil o Fefdd fear
Q| Il @ wargiky & S gd Mefad fear S
ST T § | SURRH a2 3ifdhad R g AU & SAfrah
B dD © b FelaT e U fbar Sy |

4. GGl fAUMT @1 AR A I8 T Bl B fb el & [aog
TR Thfd & Rrergdl d diarefi @ ygq gear i u
S @ Refa # foraw 16 AR el & dea faurfia S
R aRd gV Irdieefl & fovg e Wi sria! fahy
S @l ol form war €| yell v &1 u' A 9@ 2 @
Ay Al & Fram—22 | sdiemedl & o ddbfoud SuaR
AlSE © 1 U ¥ IR & |HeT I STt Wit far S
Sfad g1 gl furT @1 ok & I8 9§ 9o fear mar g &
BIfD & DAl & g H FAURATE! & JRIY &, Sl TIR Uh
0 & 2| 390 dag | srdraedl &I R ux & S gar o |
3R B THRAT DI <@d Y el &I fFeifda fdbar 1 g |

5. BA QI UEll gRT AU Y Tl R g o |

6. I i 30 Sfedr a9 32 HAR JUATel (2013)16
AR 147 @ FURER SO g1 e eree H

gREY fhd O & Fwe | AR 9d < fhar © —

"In the case of Union of India versus Ashok Kumar Aggarwal
(2013) 16 SCC 147) Hon'ble Supreme Court has held as under:

"23. The scope of interference by the Court with the order of
suspension has been examined by the Court in a large number of
cases, particularly in State of M.P. v. Sardul Singh, (1970) 1 SCC
108; P.V. Srinivasa Sastry v. Comptroller & Auditor General of India,
(1993) 1 SCC 419, Director General, ESI & Anr. v. T. Abdul Razak,
AIR 1996 SC 2292; Kusheshwar Dubey v. M/s Bharat Cooking Coal
Ltd. & Ors., AIR 1988 SC 2118; Delhi Cloth General Mills vs. Kushan
Bhan, AIR 1960 SC 806; U.P. Rajva Krishi Utpadan Mandi Parishad
& Ors. v. Sanjeev Rajan, (1993) Supp. (3) SCC 483, State of
Rajasthan v. B.K. Meena & Ors., (1996) 6 SCC 417; Secretary to
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Govt., Prohibition and Excise Department v. L. Srinivasan, (1996) 3
SCC 157; and Allahabad Bank & Anr. v. Deepak Kumar Bhola,
(1997) 4 SCC 1, wherein it has been observed that even if a criminal
trial or enquiry takes a long time, it is ordinarily not open to the court
to interfere in case of suspension as it is in the exclusive domain of the
competent authority who can always review its order of suspension
being an inherent power conferred upon them by the provisions
of Article 21 of the General Clauses Act, 1897 and while exercising
such a power, the authority can consider the case of an employee for
revoking the suspension order, if satisfied that the criminal case
pending would be concluded after an unusual delay for no fault of the
employee concerned. Where the charges are baseless, mala fide or
vindictive and are framed only to keep the delinquent employee out of
job, a case for judicial review is made out. But in a case where no
conclusion can be arrived at without examining the entire record in
question and in order that the disciplinary proceedings may continue
unhindered the court may not interfere. In case the court comes to the
conclusion that the authority is not proceeding expeditiously as it
ought to have been and it results in prolongation of sufferings for the
delinquent employee, the court may issue directions. The court may, in
case the authority fails to furnish proper explanation for delay in
conclusion of the enquiry, direct to complete the enquiry within a
stipulated period. However, mere delay in conclusion of enquiry or
trial can not be a ground for quashing the suspension order, if the
charges are grave in nature. But, whether the employee should or
should not continue in his office during the period of enquiry is a
matter to be assessed by the disciplinary authority concerned and
ordinarily the court should not interfere with the orders of suspension
unless they are passed in mala fide and without there being even a
prima facie evidence on record connecting the employee with the
misconduct in question.

24. Suspension is a device to keep the delinquent out of the mischief
range. The purpose is to complete the proceedings unhindered.
Suspension is an interim measure in aid of disciplinary proceedings so
that the delinquent may not gain custody or control of papers or take
any advantage of his position. More so, at this stage, it is not
desirable that the court may find out as which version is true when
there are claims and counter claims on factual issues. The court
cannot act as if it an appellate forum de hors the powers of judicial
review."

In the present case we do not find that charge against the
appellant to be baseless, mala fide or vindictive so as to exercise the
power of judicial review."

7. Uil @1 g wU ¥ g 9 @l © (b el & fdvg
Feifad fan i Sfera =81 2 | adienell & sifgear &1 d@ &
& arfiemefi W gyAIgd® SMRIY oW ITY Y €, REdT $Ig IR
T2 21 TR 79 H dienedi & deyg § S eIRI uF IRl fhar
T B, SHH AUl & gRT SRR HHATRIl BT fReTd
Jdad—1 9 RiEere odde—2 H# uRaqd &E, = dfid &l
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eI geTd] URMSG T Aegffe Rry § o1 7 9 faog
I A A UgA & IIRY ©| §7 ARG Bl YAH AT

JgfrRTe BIFT el {1 ST FehdT| 3RMAI B FIdl TR SS9
affrexr g1 faR fear o Sfua &8 8 @ifes ug
IRMAAHAS HRIAE B v o] ©| dad AF I8 @l
S g fb R ugd gl Ul Ao sidieneil o fdvg
faeme 2, e e R ienedl o Mdfdd fear s
SR |1 Y| Yo geedr S "M sdieell & fdvg SR
U Y Yhe BIAT 8, 98 Us Bl gOUAN BRI & e H B | U4
# g gear srfiemeft & ey # S Ao SuRerd gem R,
IAD] Yl BT S@d g ATDHROT §RT IHH BXI&T fbar ST
SIECISEIRS

8. URd A W A I A8l UK B b ardienedl & fdvg @is Ul
HHAT &, Sl SMREN 8 Ud gwiawT yde <& & VA A
JATHROT 5T T H BEIY HRAT Sfad A8l Uil © | $9d
erar g1 I8 A1 urd € 6 Fgg—22 dfiv 99 & ded
ardemefi w1 oriidl WRAA HRA B ARHR Ui 2| et
30 feidT & MY & fM—22 & d8d gAI < |Ahdl 2 |

9. SWRIH fAdeAT & AR WR 84 Meiae AT & Fag H gXIey
FHRAT Ifed B U € | IR Wy I ST WIRS @ STl
g
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