
Qffil! COURT 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
ALLAHABAD BENCH 

ALLAHABAD. 

Dated: This the 20th day of September 2002. 

Original Application no. 1062 of 2002. 

Hon1ble Maj Gen I<K srivastava. Member (A). 

Pooran Mal. s/o sri Bangali Mal. 

R/o Mohalla Jamunapar. Shivpuri Mathura. 

Presently posted as Mail overseer Head Post Office. 
Mathura. 

• • • Applicant . 

By Adv : sri J.P Singh 

versus 

1. senior supdt. of Post office. 

Mathura. 

2. Direct,or Postal Ser-ices office of Post Master General. 

Agra Reg.io~. Ag&~.i. 

Union of' Indi~. th~ough::_J.t$ $ecret~y l?os:tal Department. 
. Ministry. of.:Cbrnmurff'cat1?n•. ;New Delhi'~--- 

3. 

•:•. Respondents 

By Adv : Sri .R C Joshi 

- o·R(D E R 

~~~:e!~-~~.i~~~!9.5_e£!~~!!:~Y~~~tl~£>~£:~i·- 

·.:.··- .. ·· 
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By this OA •. fil:ed und~ seci:.iorf 19 of the A.T. 

Act. 1985. the applicant has·challenged the order dated 

12.7.2002 ordering reco..;,ery of Rs. 30·.ooo/- from _the ·pa'}t 

of the applicant in 30 equal instalments of Rs. 1000/-. 

each. 

2. shri J.P. Singh. ~.ee-ned counsel ~or the applicant 
\') . 

subnitted that the applicant presently posted as Mail overseer 
~ l- 

in Head Po~ffi~eto~thura,Gn 16.5.2002 he was carrying 

Govt. money ~30.000/- from Head Post OfficetMahavan 
. ~ 

Branch Post Office. as per orderg of respondent no. 1. On 
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~~~· 

way to Mahavan Post Office. he was~ by unknown 

miscreants and in the ·scuffle he sustained serious. 

II .2 II 

inJ-.uries for which he was treated. The applicant 

lodged an FIR at Police station. Jamunapar on the 

same date. Inspite of this. the learned counsel for 

the applicant argued that the applicant was served 

with the charge sheet dated 20.6.2002 and the· recovery 

of Rs. 30 .oool- has been ordered from the pay of the 

applicant in 30 equal instalments of Rs. 10001- each. 
~- L. 

w~ich .:!-,s~ unjustified and inhuman. The respo1~dents are 
~~,&wt..~ .. 
~t~~-the· circ~stances under \<vhich the 

applic~ntLr~;.<?.£ t;he money he was carrying. Learned 
~7·~:;· 

counsel £or the applican\£-.:':submit:t_ed ·that the a'pplicant 
• : :· ~ •• · .; • .• .! • • . •• . . 

has filed appeal before ~espbbdent~·t10. -2'·: on 21.1:.02 . . - . ·. - . . - ·:· .. ·.\. . ,._ . . . . 
- • 'l; 

(Ann A6) • which .haa not'':.been ·.:aecided so fc(,:t~_;_;j. : .·/:), 
· . . ~- ... :· /'f.ii)/ '"'\/::. t'_: '.£1 •· · .,.'.. · :.... ... .. 

. . . . . ~:. . . ~ ~; . ~--(~:=~\:-~:~·-:., ·:. . ~{; . ... 

,. 

in view ehe circumst'a,nces._.the, a~plicant: has _been punished 

only with tl}e r·ecovery of the io;:+s ~caused to .the GOvt and· 
. . . ~~'Wr~~- . 

no other punishment has be_en ~ •. · 
: ... 

4. I have heard learned counsel.for .. the .. :£~-~pondents. 

considered their sul:missions and perused redords~· ·" 

s. In my opinion the ends of justice shall be better 

served. if the appeal of the applicant dated 23.7.2002 filed 

before respondent no. 2 is decided within specified time • 
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6. In the facts and circumstances.- the OA is finally 
.. 

disposed of with the direction to respondent no •. 2 i~ 

Director Postal services. Ag:r:a to decide the appeal of the 

applicant• s dated 23]7.2002 within four months from the · 

date of communf.cac Lon of this order by reasoned and speaking 

order. The recovery of Rs. 1000/- permonth from the pay and 

allowances of the applicant is stayed till the appeal is 

decided by the respondent no. 2. 

7. There shall be no order as to costs. 
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