
PEN COuRT

CENTRAL AD./IINISTRATIVE TRIBU[~AL
LAHABAD BENCH ALT~A ABAD

ORIGINAL A ",L-CATION NO.144 1999
ALLAHABAD ~HIS THE 30TH DAY OF NuVE~1BER" 004

H "~1 BLE 1 R. .'1. P. SI1GH .VICE-CHAIRAAN
HON 'BLE lV • A. x, BdAT. AGAR."v!El"lBERyJ----- ----- ----------
Kaml a Kant lisr a,

aged abo t 55 years.
Son of Late Jaga Nar ain lllJisra.

Resident of Hu se No.736.
Colone gan " Alldhabad.

. . . . . . . • .Applic~nt

By Advocatcl S i K•• sri "a ceva j

v 'sus
.,

'ii

1. mnion of Inuia,
through th Se~ret y

Minis y 0 om.nun Lc a t I n ,

N- 'I Delhi.

h Sr. SU dt. of
AI ahabad- 110010

se £ilc€:s,

hE: Senior ost Has er.
Head ose OLfice,
A 1 habad .•. 11001.

. . . . . . . • .Res ondent;s

( By A&1 cate S i D.S. Shukla )

D ~ R

!lOLl :f3_~.!...-l • ..? SI~ GH VIC';-CHA!i 1

By filing the O.A. applicant has sought the

f llowin Leliefs:-

" i) 0 qua~ the cha 'g m mo aa ed 4.3.19)8
and unis ~ent order da~~~ 1 .11.1999.

ii)To di ect he res ond~nt t pa t ~ cost
f the ap~lication.

iii )Any other relief as d em pro er in the
~stances of the case."
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2. The brief facts of the case are, that the

aolicant we s wor .ng es Sub P s Mdste SavL 9 Bank}

w.e •• 01. 1.19 4. A c. gesheet dated 4.03.199b was

issued to he appl':'cl...Jlt and he ap licant has submitted

~e esen ation on 25.09.1999. .h Gafte the disci 4 ina

-ry au ho i y vld~ its 0 er dated 15.11.1999 im~os

thG p n~ly on thp ~r~~~cant that a su~ of ~.79?200/-
be r eoover cd from r-Ls ay in 36 insta 'l1en s of

~.2200/- e ch, and also ordered to stop next an~ual

increment for two years witho t cumulative effect, It

is this order of the disciplinary authori -y that t~

ap~licant has filed this •A. challenging the afOotesaid

order.

.~
3. During the course of argwents the learned

counsel for the respondents has submitted that the

ap li nt has not filed any a ~eal (Statuto y

requirement) challenging the 0 er of the .sci?linary

au ~.ority d has rushed 0 the Tribunal agaL st tile

order of disci~linary author it. Tr.e a.i;.Jlican has,

therefo e, not exhausted he de artmental remedies

availa Le to hLm ,

4.
't a

In vLew of t e abov .t?osition. we consider

opria e to dir8ct the a.lJi_licant t Subl'TI;+ n

ap eal against the order of Disciplin y Autno i yo

Aceo dingly. l.t,10 t going in the me i s o~ tne cas·,

we i ect h~ ~ licw~ o fil~ n ap eal before tn.a

AfI.t-'6late Au ho i y agains t •• or oe.r of n e Disci11i-

n y Autho ity vii rd•. a '~ Iou of two months from

today. IE he com lies Ifli th -his, the Ap~ellat

Au horlty i.e. Di ec u os al Services is irec ~-.::t
cons er an' .ll.;cide the app eL f t lc o:lpJ?lican in

~ nee with rul~ :> ' 1 w by po.ss·ng a ape axd.n q,
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detailed and reasoned order within a p iod of tb~ee

months from the date of receipt of such an appeal £ om

he applicant. The res ondents are ther dil::ect.ed

not to raise the issue of limitation and also give a

oersonal hearing to the applicant befo e delZ!idingthe

appeal of the a plicant.

5. With the above direction, the O.A. stands

disposed of. No order as to costs.

~/

Member-J
~~

iee-Chairman

/neelam/


