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                               THE GAUHATI HIGH COURT 
(HIGH COURT OF ASSAM, NAGALAND, MIZORAM AND ARUNACHAL PRADESH) 

Case No. : WP(C)/6622/2021 

THE UNION OF INDIA AND 3 ORS. 
REPRESENTED BY THE SECRETARY, RAILWAY BOARD, MINISTRY OF 
RAILWAY, GOVT. OF INDIA, NEW DELHI 110006

2: THE GENERAL MANAGER
 N.F RAILWAY MALIGAON GUWAHATI 781011
ASSAM

3: THE PRINCIPAL FINANCIAL ADVISER.
 N.F RAILWAY
 MALIGAON, GUWAHATI 781011
 ASSAM

4: THE FINANCIAL ADVISER AND CHIEF ACCOUNTS OFFICER (FINANCE 
AND BUDGET)
 NF RAILWAY
 MALIGAON, GUWAHATI 781011
 ASSAM 

VERSUS 

PARAG BARMAN 
S/O LATE SURENDRA NATH BARMAN 
RESIDENT OF HOUSE NO. 01, GOPAL THAN PATH, RUKMINIGAON, 
GUWAHATI 781022. KAMRUP (M) ASSAM

For petitioner(s)/appellant(s)   :    Mr. A. Dasgupta, Sr. Advocate
                                                 Mr. S. Chakraborty, Advocate

For respondent(s)                  :    Mr. H. K. Das, Advocate
                                                 Mr. N.K. Sarma, Advocate
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– BEFORE –

HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE MR. VIJAY BISHNOI

HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE KAUSHIK GOSWAMI

09.12.2024

(Vijay Bishnoi, CJ)

 

           

        It is submitted by Mr. H. K. Das, learned counsel appearing for the respondent

that  after  passing  of  the  impugned  order  dated  11.08.2021  by  the  Central

Administrative  Tribunal  (CAT),  Guwahati  Bench,  departmental  proceedings  were

initiated and concluded against the respondent and the disciplinary authority,  vide

order dated 08.08.2024, has inflicted a penalty of withholding 50% of the monthly

pension, otherwise admissible to the respondent Parag Barman, for a period of ten

years. It is also submitted by the learned counsel for the respondent that the said

decision of the disciplinary authority has already been challenged by the respondent

before the CAT, Guwahati Bench. 

          Learned counsel for the parties are in agreement that in view of the subsequent

development, this writ petition has become infructuous. 

          In view of the above, this writ petition is dismissed as infructuous. 

 

 

                                            JUDGE                               CHIEF JUSTICE 

 

Comparing Assistant


