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OPbN CUURT 

CENTRAL ADr,UNISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, ALI .. AHABAD 
n~rT ~H I\ T T I\ T.I I\ "O A T'\ ..:.Ji.._, 11! ~ ... .r ... :..rLI- ~..&. r,..:a.,,r,.u 

(THIS THE 101h DAY OF AUGUST 2010) 

PRESENT: 

HON'BLE MR. S.N. SHUKLA, MEMBER-A 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION N0.724 OF 2005 
(U/s, 19 AclrninistraLi\:e Tribunal Act.1985) 

Bir Pratap Bind, S/o Sri Sa1npat Rcirn. 
R/ o Village-Pali Ka Pura> Post-Jigna. D1stdct Mirzapur. 

. . . . . . A pp!jcdll I 

By Advocate: Shri Anand Ku.nnr 

V<:>rsus 

1. Union of India. through Secretary, 1V1 in1::-iT:\ of 
Comn1unicaLinn, Ciovern1nent of Inclia, Ne\,v Delhi. 

3. Director Postal Services, Office t)r P.M. 0. Allc1b.1h.ld 
Region, 
Allahabad. 

4. Suoerjntendent of Post Offices, Mirzapur Division. 
Mirzapur. 

. Rc-spoi1den1 s 

By Advocate: Shri D.N. Mish:·a 

ORDER 

This case relate~ 1.0 the year 2005. ThE· OA !-wing 

dated J .f>.L005 the ina.tter has been pencb11g before this 

Tribunal for more Lhan fj \le years. TLe JTC, 1 cl ~\l 1ov.,rs l tlat 
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03. l l.2Q06 and case was ordered to be listed for fina] 

hearing. Thereafter the statu_s of representation is as 

under:-

13.12.2006-Illness slip of learned counsel for the 
applicant. 

19.7.2007-Illness slip of learned counsel for the applicant. 
20.7.2007-General Adjournment of learned counsel for the 

applicant. 
26.2.2008-Illness slip of learned counsel for the applicant. 

15.5.2009-Illness slip of learned counsel for the applicant. 

11.12.2009-Brief holder for the learned counsel for the 
applicant seeks adjournment. 

22 .2. 2010-Illness slip of learned counsel for the applicant. 

05.05.2010-Illness slip of learned counsel fo1 the 
applicant and today again. 

When Lhe case is called out for hearing Lhere is 

illness slip on behalf of lea1necl counsel for thc applica1.t 

It is als6 to be noted that lhere has been con1 inuou::-

absence on behalf of the applicant without any exception 

on all dates fixed for hearing on the ground 0f illness or 

adjournment. Needs no mentioning that the bonafides of 

illness slip do not inspire confidence. Since this 8ppt" r~ 

to be a c~ear case of delaying the judicial process, learned 

counsel for the respondents being present today tbis .c<1se 

is being decided after hearing hin1 ai id after cons1derjng 

the material available on record. Briefly stated the facts 

are that the applicant was issued a charge sheet daled 

26.2.200] at Annexure A-3 of the OA. For the reas<JllS 

stated therein mainly violation of ruks and procedun iJ.1 
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opening of accounts and allowing withdrawal from 

accounts without ensuring proper documentation. As a 

result the amount of Rs.3,50,750/ - has been withdrawn 

by false depositors. Charge no.2 also relates to son1e 

irregularities in following the procedure. Afler taking jnto 

account the explanation of the applicant a penalty of 

Rs.20,000 was imposed vide order (Annexure A- 1) dated 

3.5.2001. It appears that this penalty was enhanced in 

the appeal to the extant that the scale of pay for the next 

two years \Vas reduced to the minimum of grade. ln 

revision thereof the revisionary authority passed a very 

detail order with operatJve para being as und er:-

·· J!T&r 
J!(f· tJ ~ ~ q)Rlfl?-C'? "liRm, $?1/$/61/C/ ~ ,~re; 

-11 iflo rflo 1fR. ?ff!W .s10wfl ,liivrf:F ITETFr ~ 0i !fT\fJ-f.flf!zr 
Jf!'itwf/ {(NT ff!TiR rRJZ!I fr!"Lif/8-1/20001/1 ~ 01122003 r;W 

Kf, 717( ~ ctm ~· m eft c;~zi-rJJ rrftff JrrTr? if err/ i /Fw (/7{l/ 

iktr/liN qi 1Wrfl{ «ff w tr!7 C1CR C/i/ #c ~ CRF!1 { ff2ll 

JljnNiA¢ 31/iMrtt E'RT ~ 717( ~ efl yfiZ ?lRfTT "/ .;iJ? tli1l lli!R 

~ qft wffft f!C1i fvfR m ~ q? rt Cb-rl w 00 ~? 
ffi (/if 3ffem i!mf1' t /) 

In the statement of facts in the OA the main defence of the 

applicant is that h e is not directly responsible for any loss 

or mis-appropriation and, therefore , no penalty should be 

i1nposed on him. All these issues have been deal with Ii) 

the Disciplinary Authority as well as the Revisionary 

Authority in their detailed order \\~herein the penalty of 

Rs.20,000 was found to be justified. I do not find 0ny 
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infirmity in the said orders and hence the OA stH.nds 

dismissed. No Costs . 

Member-A 

/ns/ 

> 


