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"It will therefore, have to be held that notwithstanding the decision of the Central Administrative Tribunal in H. C.
Patel's case [(1985) (2) 26 Guj LR 1985) (Supra)] And of the Gujrat high Court in Premnath K. Sharma's case
[1988 (3) Serv LJ 449 (Supra)] and of the other courts and Tribunals, the law was in an unsettled condition
till at least 20th November, 1990 on which day the Mohd. Ramzan Khan's case (AIR 1991 SC 471) was
decided. Since the said decision made the law expressly prespective in operation the law laid down there will
apply only to those orders of punishment which are passed by the disciplinary authority after 20th November,
1990. This is so, notwithstanding the ultimate relief which was granted there which, as pointed out earlier,
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was per incurium, No order of punishment passed before that date would be challengeable on the ground that -
there was a failure to furnish the inquiry report to the delinquent employee. The proceedings pending in
courts/tribunals in respect of orders of punishment passed prior to 20th November, 1990 will have to be
decided according to the law that prevalled prior to the said date and not according to the law laid down in -
.. Mohd. Ramzan Khan's case (Supra)." :
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