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Jma shankar G.D.Mishra

Union of India & others !
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apnlicant

versus i

J Rzgpondents,

Hon. Mr. Justice U.C. SJivastava, V.C.
Hon. Mr. K. Obayya, Adm% Member,

)
4

(Hon, Mr. Justice U.C.S%ivastava, V.C,.)
J

the applicsnt whilc: woéLing as S.P.M. Oraiyadih

District Pretapgarh, it was%detected thzt h2 comritted
1
fraud by not depositing thefamount which was given

l
to him by te iepositors endjcharge shest was issued
"

to him in respect 27 tbe frrud. ihe Chirges were piov 2d

ana the apn-licant was di&ﬂﬂSFed from service vide order
{
de.ed 29/30.11.1984.rIhe apﬁliC?nt eannro=ched this

which j
2. :l.. 1589 s dismissed.

Iribunal/vide o.der dzced |
|

It sppeers that beoceause offtheappliCFnt‘s aCctgs the
|

depastment su..ered loss ak B 57,511.9C and as such
K] I3 L] = » U‘ . * 3
taking into> considerati mnthe »rovisi ns s=2ction 3 & 4
4

of Public Accounts Default Act X.I of 1850, the District

I
i

: !
M>olstr=te Pratapgarh wes|cc@rassed to recover the

amount of loss fromthe landed props-nttiss of che
i

{
eoplicant vice of€ice lecter No. F/7/8C-81 dt. 14.1C.91.

[
i

1 - 2 |
<tz cnse for defaulc=ciur ofth® amount wes also ledged

]
ag>inst cthe applicant at?crime No. 1681 ~nd a cgse
\fl
was registered and the éolice submitted thz chargesheet
|
y

i
|

!:‘
|
'




Shekeel/~

I
o2 !
ii
¥
[l » 3 *
in the court of Chief ?udicial Magistrate, which is
|
I

2. On bechalf of tle applic=nt it has been contendged
I

thet no recovery couldibe me@e without giving opportuni-
i

ty and recovery cou.d not hav e beem made.
i

still pending,

3. It apnesrs that no oomocLcanicy was given, nor
|
he was called upon to .;wl-ncover the amount. In the
circum: ancee thsz recav!!%erj wes incurrect. fhe
|
proceetings ers cuaeshed. Hy.ever, it is made clear

thet it will be open £or the respondents to tgske

disciplinary proceedings in accs.dance with law,

i
and in order to s~f=ouard the property which has not o

. ey
be sold or disposed pf tre respondents hove to
'I
teke action regardirg the preserveation of che same
may i
so that itxuikk not be trensfarr-ed an“m=sy be available
;I

tuche depa:tment. In cise the asolicnt does not give
i

written undertaking bef;%:c the deoer .ment then the

che propsrty will not b2 subj=ct t> transfer in any

menner. NO order 25 to Costs .

Jiobia ! v.C.

Lucknow.Dated 27.1:.9Z.



