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5.OE OC 1. 	 n&k 

Lea rn cd noun sel fo r the 	 L3 

pplicant shri AC iohanty is 	st.There 

is also no req uest fop adjourri.t.Ifl 

this Case pleadings iave oeefl corn lete 

long ago.In vi 	of this it is not 

possiole to drag on the t mater indefi- 
N" Q 	forv - 

nitelybrnopesc in th sosence of any 

re-ucst for 	jOU rrLTialt. ¶e hove thersfore 	 V 
to tiLt &t- 

heard shri 	.K.BOse,leaCed ScolOr St. 

ounsel appearing for the RespOfldenCs and 
j 

nave also perusen the records. 

in this On gina1 Aut10at10fl 

the 3 j pliOOflt has 	prayed for quashing 

the 	o er of punishment at A CXU re.-.4. 

ReoPOflCefltS have filed their coun:er 

°L1-°10J he prayer of aLicaflt..NO 

rejoinder has aeerI fii..&. For the L)uose 

ot considering thE etitiOfl it is not 

necessary to go into too many facts of 

case. he admitced pasiti::n is that wnLLe 

the s ticont is working -is verseer malt 

unher suo jivisilflal InseC to,  r,Aska 

minor r'enalty proceedings were initiated 

against him in memo dated 17.3. 93(ismc<Ur 

rt1 irnt 1id the stacement of 

imiutatiOn.OiS0 i Linr3rY Authority after 

ccnsi(3eniflg the eyplaflatiofl imposed uon 

him punishment of stoppage of one 

b 
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Inc rernent Of One year 'v'jthOUt cumnd15tivE 

effect. This imugnd order datei 30.9.93 

is at Anne'rure_4.It further 	pears that 

a1icant' s next increment fall 	due 

on 1.5.1994 and thescljcantas du to 

retire on 31. 7.194.in vi 	of this, the 

Aipellate Authority while considering thE 

appeal of ap.1iant rcduced the .UOjShUI 

of stoj ag e  of Ine inc re.tent for One 

year to three months, hus, the apjiicant' 

increment fell due on 1,4,1994 was stopp 

till 31. 7.1994 ihen he superan:Taated froi 

service.Ir the statement of imr,utatjon 

issued to appi icant it hs oeen stati 

that the E03MB113masiali O had mis-

apprOpriat. mity  value of PD 

Account NO.26730 of Ps,1630/_ standing 

in the name of Tilatarna Samala and an 

FIR was to be fi1. in Buguda police 

sacion on 	11.6.93. The Supdt. of POSt 

Offices ,Disciplinary AuthOrit,  

acCompaniI by Shri5anjay.a 1oaatra, 

5ka East u 	1vis1on haa een to uguo 	jj 	kcie 

for the 	purose of filing ER. fhe: caine 	 Zi' 

ccross the apllCaflt in Buouaa rown and 
	Njr 	7'S 

rally ordered him to pay a visit to  

harnasiali JOand to take over charge of 

ash stamp and stock articles of Bhamasi 

0 but the applicant did not go there and: 
	 Bwc( 
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take charge of the pOst of E 	14,3hamasia11. r 	 p 
L1 

In viEw of thLS, it has been alLeg 	that 

he has deliberately violat€d the o rd ers 

of his superior authority. ApPlicant in 

his explanatiOn has stated that acco ing 

to 	the tour diary, on 11.6.193 
VkJo 

at 	Ur1a)3rOda 30 and MOtaoadi 30 and 

he was not at 3Uida.He controverted the 	 1 

fact that he was directed to proceed to 

3hamasiali 30.He has also stated that his 

tour diary for that day has also ocen 

aproved.It can not be said that he was 

at 3uguda on that day.On the aoove ground 

the apticant has challenged the oer ofj !  

punishment. r5  
Law is well settled that in 

the disciplinary cases,the Tribunal does 

not ac ca s Appellate Authority and can no 	 ci- fr 
su-)st-itutil its findinos in place of the 	-c ó - 	' 

findings arrived at by the IPA  iscipiinary 

Authoity and .ppeUate iuthcrity.The 

Tribunal can ±nterfere only if there has 

oeen violation of principles of natural 	PtW03 fk 

justice Or if reasonaoie opportunity has L-  arv - 

not oeen given or if the findints are 

oased on no evidence or are patently 
(\3ic 1. 

perverse. In the instant case,the appiia t 

' k 
has not stated that he has not oeen altw 

reasOnale opportunity .As a matter of 
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1 	elanu tIOII 	O 	 Cfld 

s taLri into consideration a the Di-ip1I.n-Lf 

lvi tho rity. rhe whole ou.estion now ooils down to 

cJc) 	
he fact as to 	thr on ll.6 19)3 the 

	

icant . as C scaly ii rectec to 	oc e r-6 	O v 	0 

cdt of post Cffic- s. Applicant Las deniei. this 

t the DisCpifl0ry uthority in his C ier at 

re-4 has s ta ed tht the 3updt. of Cst 

:iffices,dircct 	the apjicant in presence of 

other erSoflg and on that asis it has been 

Hl -  that the aplicanb was actually directed to 

rCCe ed to 3hamasiali and he has viOlatd the 

ri 	Lllate Autho rity hs also cone 

that the stand of a L licant is 

41vaL 
d on falsehood and 	 . in ViEw of 

S is ri 55t: ossiole to accept the contention 

he 	w a s not cii recti to 

rnced to 3harnasiali • Tj'sts contention is 

a. 	50.1 

is '1:. t in govt. all orders have to oe given in 

writing anal be is not ooliged to carry out the 

rder,ThiS is not legally ccrrect. 

ou csior authority 	can orally direct a sub- 

i aatc au ho' rjt to do It not, to do some 

I'r 	anal it Is fl( 5 t hossilc in each and oVeroZ 

cases, such order should be given in writing. 

lai a contOt1ca is also reject&. 

vi 	r our aacVe discussicfls,we 

ha. lcI that thc: appliC8tt is not entitlI to 

tI 	aHLIOLS claimo o Ho' is ahi C':, 	iS 

f1i.CL' 	5 	0 ad.NC' to 

k v 
- 	I 	
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