
• 

' . 

• 

~ ~ .. 
'{' -~ -... ..._ ... 

, : ,. 
• 

... 

• 
• 

••• 
~.. .. 

. ·' ~ 

1·-------------·-

•• 

JJATEiJ: ALLD. on- this 21th Jay of 11.~gust, 1997. 

Cw'"W~ : Hon • bl e l.~ s uas Gupta , A. ~.~. 
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• . . . . . 

Hon • ble /\!I .0 C Verma , J. :: .• 

Ghd~.shy am Y ad av sun of shri 
.\~urliohar Y adav nesioent Of 
at present. postea as ~JB.::JJ Cadaur 
suriy a\,·an , Varanasi , 
now ..;is trict t- Bha<iohi 
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~. l .. . Ih·e t.hicn o f-. ·1naia thr jugn - :. • 

. . :, J~flJ.stry of Telecom, l\.e\•, ~lhi • . --. ... 
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.. f-he. ~.;: Ji.recto;, f'ost liffices~ 
Allahabad aegicn , rJ.lahabaa . ·.· - ,. -. . 
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Ihe superi-n:tenu:ent Ot k>s~ vtri-Ces( west) .. -
Va~x:.anas.i·- rtegi~ , .. Varanasi-. 
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c. 
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~ . .... . .. 
:r ~ .. • .. ~ 

· · ·.• The app!icant in thi s 
' --. .... ..,. 

arY Orae~ aatea ~J3J.-l-96 Df 't.hich ne has oeen put Otf 
J ~ • •• • 

a!~tt·' He has ·sought ~uashin~ or th~s oraer ana not to 

.. 
·. 

.... 
i nte_.ifere \•:i tb hls \'>'Orking ·as ;.v~ru at Ca:iaui:', .Ast. • 

• 

~ -

Bhaa ohi. 
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?/. ~ : t~ 
'\ ~ . 

.$'raef···aa'tea .. ,; ?-8 ·05.~,93. He v.as c~argesr.ee"tea anQ 

u utv DI an 
• • 

" . .. .. . . . . 
depaf~'ental procee<llng was ini~ia"teu agains~ hi~ an~ 

~ . . 
· .. ti .l.ly P.erla.1 "bf 1'%" removal '- fran service "-as iaposed 
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on .. p 
. ~_'c, 

the applicant. U'l an appeal • .. - . "ne se:i-.: penal 'ty was 
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• moaeratea t o tha t of debarrin g the ap~licant trom appearing 

in departmental examination for three years. The 

applicant was reinstated in service. It appears that 

durin g the penaency of aepartmental proceedings certain 

other complaints were receivea against the applic ant 

r egaraing irregularity in aeli very ot insurea ietters. 

enquiry the applicant was touna to oe invo1vea in the 

saiu irregularity. Thereupon, he was again put Ott uuty °'/ 

the impungea oraer a a tea 29 .01.96. This is the oraer 

..... .. ,_ which is unaer cha11enge. 

~e h 0 ve caretu!ly consiae r ed the submission maue 

CJ/ ooth the parties ana peruseo the pleaaings on recora. 

The provision regaraing put ott auty ot EDA is containea 

in rule 9 ot service du.Les tor Ex~ra ~partmenta1 staff. 

The relevant portion ot the rules is reprOduced oelow:-

" Penain g an enquiry into any complaint or allegation 
of misconauc t against an employee, the appointing authority 
or an authrority to which the appointing authority is 
suoorainate may put him oft auty: 

. "" . Proviaea that in cases involving traua or emoezzlement 

an employee ho1aj.n g any ot the posts st-ecified in the 

· ·~cheaule to these rules may oe put ot t auty T:1f the 

Inspector o~ }ost liff ices, unaer imrneai~e intimation to 

the appoi~~iGg authority. n 

. . 
4. It will oe seen trom the rule r uoted above that 

any E. o agent can oe put ott auty penaing any complaint 

or allegation ot misconauct ana in case such misconauct 

is regaraing · traua or emoezzlement, the order may oe 

passea Of Inspector of ~est Offices putting ED agent ott 

auty • rt is clear trom the averments in the pleaaings 

that the complaints against applicant relatea to 

emoezzlement ana theretore Inspector ot Post Offices 

was tuily competent to pass oraer puttin g him ott auty • 

\,e, theret ore, Clo not tina any irregu1ari ty in the oraer 

which was passea Of the responaents • 
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5. 
• In view ot the t oregoing , the o. A. is aismissea. 

\1e have, however, oeen int ormeo Of the learn ea counsel tor 

the applicant that the applicant was s ervea with charge 

memo in the year 1995 anu the aisciplinary proceeaings have 

not yet oeen orought to conclusion. ~-.e, theretore, airect 

that the enquiry against the app! icant be compi etea within a 

perioa ot 6 months trom the a ateot issue of this oraer 

proviaea the applicant cooperates with the enc uiry . 
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