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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 6571 OF 2004

D. C. CHAUHAN APPELLANT( S)
VERSUS
HARYANA TOURI SM CORPORATI ON LTD. AND ORS. RESP
ONDENT
()
ORDER

By reason of the inpugned order dated 13.2.2003, a Division Bench of the

H gh Court has dism ssed sunmarily the wit petition filed by Appellant herein.

In his wit petition Appellant has inter alia questioned the orders dated 30.6.2000

passed by the Disciplinary Authority relying upon and on the basis of an Inquiry

Report submitted by respondent No.4, holding the appellant guilty of the charges

of mi sconduct |evelled against himand the order dated 21.11.2001 passed by the

Appel | ate Aut hority di smi ssi ng t he appeal . A  copy of t he Wit petit
i on filed by

Appel I ant herein has been placed before us, froma perusal whereof it appears that

a contention was raised to t he ef f ect t hat al t hough one M. Deepa
k  Anbwani,

DGV was appointed as Inquiry Oficer, he was replaced subsequently by one M.



H. S. D wan, who according to Appellant was bi ased agai nst hi m Appel | ant
had

made a representation before the Managing Director that M. Deepak Anmbwani

may be al | owed to continue as the Inquiry Oficer, in pl ace of M.
H. S. Di wan.

Appel | ant had al so filed an application bef ore t he Inquiry O ficer for b
ei ng

represented by a legal practitioner inter alia on the ground that he was ill.

Before the High Court, Appellant herein inter alia has raised the question

of bi as as agai nst M . D wan. He was al so arrayed as a party in h
S per sonal

capacity. We are of the opinion that at |east a rule should have been issued by the

Hi gh Court so as to enabl e Respondent No.4 to controvert the allegations of bias

made agai nst hi m W are, t her ef or e, of t he opi ni on t hat t hose aspects
of t he

mat t er havi ng not been considered by the H gh Court, interest of justice would be

subserved if the inpugned judgment is set aside and the matter is remtted to it

with a direction to issue rule. W direct accordingly. Respondents herein would be

entitled to file their counter affidavits. Respondent - Corporation, if it so desires,

may al so place on record the inquiry proceedi ngs before the High Court.

Keeping in viewthe fact that the natter is pending for along tine, we

woul d request t he Hi gh Court to consi der t he desirability of di sposi ng 0
f t he

matter as expeditiously as possible, preferably within a period of six nonths from



the date of communication of this order.

W may al so observe that we have not expressed any opinion on the merit

of the matter.

The appeal is disposed of with the aforesaid observations and directions.

.................. J
(S.B. SINHA)
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Date: 10/10/2006 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE S.B. SINHA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
For Appell ant(s) M. Aay Majithia, Adv.

M. Raj esh Kumar, Adv.

Dr. Kail ash Chand, Adv.

For Respondent(s) M. Sanjay Jain, Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Heard the | earned counsel for the parties quite at |ength.

The appeal is disposed of in terns of the signed order.

(A S. BISHT)
(KHUSH RAM)

COURT MASTER COURT
MASTER

(Signed order is placed on the file)



