
•' . 
IN THE. C]NTR.AL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, JAIPUR BENCH, 

JAIPUR 

'! Date of order: 0'9-~ C 1- • 0 2_ 

OA No .110/1:998 
I 

Sunit Kumat 0ain ·s/6 Shri ~.B.Jain, r/o HoUse No.359, 
-1 

Vasundhara I Colony, Tonk Phatak, Ja ipur, at present 
I 

Ass:i stant. :Superintendent of Post. Offices, South Sub­
i 

Divi~ion, 1lwar (Raj.) 

.. ! 'Applicant 

Ver.sus 

l. Union of India through the Secretaryi Ministry 

of Communication, Government of· India, New 

Delhi. 

2. The Director, Postal Services, Governwent of 

India~ Jaipur Region, J~ipur. 

3. The Superintendent of Post Oftices, Jaipur 

Mofuseil ·Division, Jaipur 

Respondents 

Mr. Sur€mpra Singh - counsel- for the appl i C?nt 
I· 

.Mr.· S.S.H~san·~ ·counsel for_ the ~espondents 
i 

CORAM: ! 

i· 

I 
HON'BLE MR. H.O.GUPTA, .MEMBER (ADMINIStJRA'IIVE) 

HON'BLE MR. M.L.CHAUHAN, MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 

ORD·ER) 

Per Hon'ble Mr. H.O.GUPTA, Member (Administrativ_e) 

The applicant-has prayed for quashing th~ order 

. dated 301.12.96/7.1.97 (Ann.A1) whereby a minor penalty of 

withhold:ing his next increment for a period of 6 monthe 

: h I - . . 
WJ.t out !cumulatJ.ve effect, has been imposed and also the 

1 

order dated 12th Ma~, .1997 (Ann.A2), whereby his appeal is 
I 

. I 
rejected on various ~rounds. contained iri this a~plication. 

J 

/ 



2 

2. Th~ case of the applicant as· made out, ln 
I 

• I -
brief, lSi that while working as Assistant Superintendent 

I 
of Post O~fices, h~ was served ~ memo dated 4.11.96 by the 

f ' 1

1 

Superintepdent of Post Offices under Rule 16 of the CCS 
- I 

(CCA) Rules', 1965. alongwith a statement of imputation 

containin;g allegi?tion. of contravention of the provisions 

of Rule 19{l)(ii) · of CCS (Leave) Rul~s, 1972 which 
. ' 

• d I require i leave ?PPl i c:at ion to a9companied · with 

ce~tiffc~te of illness. It was· also alleged that he 
i 
I -contravened the provisions of Rule 62- of' P.,ostal Manual . I 

I 

Vol. rn!- and Rule 19( 5) of' ccs (Leave) Rules I 1972 by 

remaining · absent from duty unauthorisedly during the 

' period from 14.9.96 'to 28.9.96. It was further alleged 

that he contrav.ened the prov] si_6ns of Rule 152 of the 
I I 

Postal !Ma-nual Vol.III by. leaving headquarters without 
I 

obtainiri~ pr~or permisejon of th~ competent authority 

during 1the said period. He denie¢3 the allegat-ion giving 

' 
detaile~ explanation, but the Di~ciplinary Authority 

imposed; a minor penalty of withholding hie next increment 

for a period of 6 months without cumulative effect, which 

was co~firmed by the Appellate Authority. 
I J 

_3. The '. respondents have contested this 

· applic~tion. ~he applicant has also filed rejoinder. 

4. Heard the learned counsel for the parties and 
'1 ', 

' 

per~se~ the records. 
.' 

4.1 I,; On perusal of th~ re·cord avail able and those 

I . 
submitted by fhe r~spondents, 

~ 
it is established that the 

' 

app_li~a·nt left. headquarters without permiseion. It is also 
j 

·estab],ished that 'the applicant did not submit certificate 

I 

I 



"\ 

·, ,, 

'I 
I 
I 

3 • ' 

for ·being medically rinfit within the prescribed period as 

required pnder th~ rulee. He only submitted medical 

certificate 
,I 

after joining the duty. Therefore, the 
( . I . - ' 

applicant has contravened the provisions of Rul~ 19(l)(ii) 
I . . . . . 

of the CCSI (Leave) Rules, 1972 and Rule 152 of the Postal 
I • . 

Manual Vo:L.III. Accordingly; it cannot be said to be .a· 
I 

case of no! evidence. 
I 

'i 
4.2 i The respondents -have awarded a lower minor. 

I 
penalty o~ stoppage of one increment for a period· of 6 

I 

I 

months wi tthout 
I 

cumulgtive effe·ct which, in our opinion, 

' does not! call for any judic'ial interference and, 
i 

~ccordinglr, this oA is ~ismissed. 

' 
No order as to costs. 

I -

~~ -
(M.L.CHAUHAN) 

. I 
(H.O.GUPTA) 

i 
MEMBER (JqDICIAL) MEMBER (ADMINISTRATIVE) 

I 

I 

I 

I' 
I 
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I 


