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Dat~ C•f C•rd~ r: 2 9-1-1997 

OA No. 515/94 

Shri Gehima1 :=:inc,:;; de.::,::asL~·.J. rEl:·r~s . .;;nted by Smt. F:am1a 

his v1if2 .~nd 1eo;;J.:tl repr.:oso5ntat iv,:;:. 

• • Applicant 

. versus 

1. · Uni.::m .:;f In:1i.:t thr•Al•Jh Secl."Btar:.r, Ninistr] of · 
\ 

C•:murn.mi.:::at io::.ns, Dep.:t rt rt'e nt ·::·f P0:13'f:: a, Ue\'J ~ lhi. 

2. DirE:ct·:.r P•:JSt :.1 Services, Raj .:J.sthan East.;:orn 

Re9 ic.n, J>.j m.:: r. 

3 • Superintendent, ~;I·1S, nJ" Divisi•:.n, Ajmer. 

• • · Respond'3nts 

Mr. K.L .Tha.viani, cc••lnse 1 f,:"Jr tho::: .appli.::=:mt 

l·ir. v.S.Go..lrjar, cc·,~n::;el f.:;r tho~ reapon:Jo::nt.s 

HO:•n'ble Hr.o •]C·pa1 r~·ishn::t, Vi::e ·~h:tirman 

Hon 'b1e Nr. Co .p .3h::trm=.., . }>..drninistrat iv.s l1e:m1::>.sr 

ORDER --- ...... -· 
E.~£..:.'-!.'~l}.~~!o-~ Ji~ ~Q~~~£~~-:~~~!ll!~t£·~!=::~ ... J~'S~ 

/ 

' 
Adrninistrati·,re Tribun=:t1s J..:..ct, 1S'18~ .• Shri Gehirnal 

I 

the :Lppli.::ant 1;:as inf•:.:catoSa that ·thE DPG ha~ c.:·nsider~d 

hia .::ase for pr·:.n~<:Jtio:•n urd.sr the TLne B·:mn:l One 

Pron..:<t ion ('l'BOP} scheme on 1-6-94 btlt h::Ld n.::>t 

S,e1ection Grade w • .:.f. 1-7-1991. 

"' .... 
as S o~t ing Ass ist ant in the R::. i hJ a"} I'~::t i 1 Se rv i·~e 

S.,e le.::t i·:·n 
\ 

•3r-71·:1e un:ler TBOP s.::heme v1 .e .f. 1-7-1991 
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on c·:•mpl·~t ion' of 16 ye3.rs of service. The DP•: held 

a pen::J.lty of 1;1 ithhol.:l ing ·:>f one gr::tde increment 

for 18 mvnths \vas imp;:.s.::d on the ::tpplicant vitje 

order datE:d 15-3-1979 and that .3. .::rirninal case 

<3-:Jainst the appli.::ant •.-J.::ts penjin;r trial in the 

court of i-.dd it i.:•n::ll Gh i-:: f Jud. i.::: ial I·Iar;~ ist rat·e 

dated 15-3-1979 \-l·::tS set-a .. ~d.d.e by the J.'5.ipur B·~n:::h 

of the Tribunal vide .:.rder d·:itE'd 27-1-93 p.:;.ssed 

in T A No • 36 /92 (Ann .A3 ) • F l'!rt hs r, in ·the .:::rim i n.3.1 

v :ide j trl.;JtTent d.:t.ted 13-7 -19~l3 (Ann .A4) • Thereaft.er, 

the cas.; of his promot i·':ln t ·=' LCX·l.: r Se l.?ct ion Gr21de. 

applicant was inf·.')rmed that th~ DPC h::: ld •:>n 1-6-1994 

had not rec<:•LTift-..:=n.jed t.hEo c.:1se. of the appl t:::ant for 

representati·:>n d.ated. 30-6-1994 tc' the Direct(ir, 

Postal Servio::es, AjmE.r h·S.S ;~lso b=en rej.=:ct.ed ~.d.de 

comrnuni-::at ion dated 27-·z·-1994. 

3. The applk:ant ts .;::ase is th3.t the DPC o;,1hile 

consi:1ering his case f•)r f·rc·m·::rtic.n shouL"l ha"O;.re 

ign•:•:ced the retT:ar~:s in th•? Annual confidential 

Reports re latin.;~ t<:o imp•::'IS it io:·n .:;f penalty on him 

~nd als·; the fact :>f b.i~:~ ing trii2:d ·')n a crimin3.1 

charg0, in T! ie-vi •:•f the fa.:::t that the de'!;:·artl'l"Ental 

by the Tribunal and in i:h.::: criP·tins.l prt:":eed.in9s 
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the applL:::1nt h.:td b.:en ac,:xuitte.:l. 

not .;rranted :;.rc.r.:-tc.t ion on .:t.::·:!C•unt of his unsat isfa~tory 

records. 

5. t•le have heard. the lE:arr~d .:::.:n.mse 1 for ·the p'3.rt iE:s 

and hav·= ·J·::>ne thruugh the material •:m recwrd. 

6. It is un:1 isputo:d ~.:-:·v.r t h·:;.t vide: .a.nn .A.3 diiit-:d 

27-1-93 the 'J:'ribunal has alr.:~:s.dy set-a.5ide the penalty 

imp,:•s<=d ·')n t,h.s .:tr:.plicant anJ th::J.t. in tl"B criminal 

pr•_:~ce•=:d inr;rs initiated against the af•pli.:ant h: has 

be•?n a.::q:uitted vid.s j!.l.:tJ)rr~nt d:tt"=d 13-7-93 (Ann.A4). 
1 ·-~:;_.....--~-

The .3dvt::rse m:tterial :t·.J:linzt the ar:.plir:21nt referred 

prom•Jt ion. 

7. In these circ•lrnstan.:es, 'VJE: hol.j that the case 

promot i·')n t·:· the L•~1er Sele.::t. ion Gra.je under the 

the appli.:ant reference t·:· '.·lhi·:h has .:tlre:a.dy bE:en 

this order. 

8. Bef.')re p.::.rt ing, we may state th~t t.he ar:-pli.:•:mt 

lP-gal Repres-=ntat ive. Thus C•n reconsido::r:.,t ion .:·f the 
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costs. 

n ) . 
(C•.P .sJP'f-!11a) 

C-(~tl'{ .,. 
(Gopa 1 r:rishn:l) 

hdrr.iniatr~t ive 11E:tTJ:F- r V i•:::o'? Cha ir rna n 


