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BETVEEN:
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) Va, .
1. The Supdt. of Po st Offices,
" Nandyal Pestal Divisien, - : -
Nandyel - 518 501, .
2. The Director of Postal Sarvices, : '
A,P,Southern Region, Kurnesl. . ~«. Respendents.
COUNSEL FOR THE AFPLICANT: &HRI S. Remakrishna Rae R )
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To

1. The Superint ndent of Pagt OfPices,
Nandyal Riwg inu;Postal-Division. :
Nandyal - 518 507,

2. The Birector |of Pastal Services,
ReP+Southern Region, Kurnool.,

3. One copy to Ar{s.ﬁamakrishna Rap;Advocate,CAT,Hydarabad.

4, Ons copy to Nr.u.aheemanna,Addl.chc,CAI,HyderabadJ
S5+ One copy to Dibrary,CAT,Hyderabad,
6. One spare copy, -
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Judgement

{ As per Hon. Mri’gﬁstige'U;iNeElégFifﬂﬁﬁs;UC)

»

I3 . B .l

Heard Sri 3. Bémakrishah Rab,flearnédACUUnsel for the

.-#pplicantcand Sri ¢ . Shimannd;  learned counsel for the

pespondents, <« - b e e
2, The applican% uhoﬂis“Undar suapeﬁsxon as per order dated
5-3-84, pending disciplinary proceedings piled this QA fo;wx
Jirection to the respondents to reinstate him pending‘inquiry

as his suSpenaiuﬁ vas @out 18 months back.

%3, 1t is submitted for the mspondents th4 the charge§ againat
the applicant is for alleged misappropriation of more than B,

3 lakhs with reference to Kisjan Vikas Patras and amount
deposited towards SB accounts

3. The further contention for the respondents is that a%the
applicant is nat;ﬁﬁbei§§ng for the inquiry’aﬁd it had become
necessary Por the inquiry officer to adjourn the inguiry from
time to time and hence even the subsistenea allowance was

oh
reduced ({6 25%- But it is stated for the appl;cant that he e

Iy
sick a&d he could not attend inguiry once,and later on he had
not attanded the inquiry as the earlier OA that was filed by
the eppllcant was pending before this Benchézééf;e;;a;
4, We Peel that in view of the gravity of the offence allegdd
it is not & @it case for ordering revocation of the suspension;
e hope that the inquiry u;;;;*pe disposed off sarly and the
applicant ha?;to co-operate Por the early disposal of the ing@ir
in his own interest.

5. The OA is dismissed accordingly even at the admission

stage. No costs.//
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8;(‘E;i;;;;ﬂggfiz:*\< (V. Neeladri Ran)
Nember(ﬂdmnf Uice Chairman
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APPROVED BY/
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THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE V.NEELADRI RsO
VICE-CHAIRMAN

' . . and - . - - '

THE HON'BLE MR.R.RANGARAJAN s M(AIMN)

f
 paTED:- X0 - -1995, f
ORDER/JUDGMENT.
- M.A./R.A/C.A.No.
in .

0.A.No. 958 /97;' , . ,
. TqFKONO. - . (WOP. . )
rAdmitted and Interim Directions '

ISS ed.

Disposé¢d of with directions.

Dismissed. . __—

Dismi\ssed as withdrawn
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