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II\! THE CEl\JTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
• l ' • 

' JAIPUR BENCH 

Jaipui·; this the 1.3th day of P•,prH., 2010 · 

OtRIGINAt APPLICATION NO. 5.50 /2009 

CORAM: 

· HON'BLE MR, ·s.L. KHATRI: ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER· 

Ghure Lal Uoadhva son of Late Shri Behari Lal. aqed about 54 vears. 
·.resident· of ;-Jillag.; & Post Pachg:aon, District ·Dh~lpur and pre~ently 

working as Sub Post master,, Pachga·on1 Sub Post Office: District 
Dholpur. 

..... APPLICA.NT 

(By Advocate: Mf. C.B. Sharma)· 

VERSUS 

1. Union of'India ttirough its Sec'retary to .the Gov~rnment of IndiC!; 
Departmerit of Po_sts, Ministry of Communication &·Information 

·Technology, Dal< Bhawan,. New Deihl. 
.,, p-·1n·.-;p"'1 ,...h'ef P,.,_.: "1!-·-4 ·e.,.. G""'"'~ ... ..,I Ra~a,..~h· .... ·n c·1---1e· "'a";pur · ·.:... i l\..f ~I i._.11l . V;;>i. I IQ;:)l. I'. C::1io;1 Qr J .:::.r..t Cl I\.. I .J •' 

3. Superintendent ·of Post Offices! Dh.olpur Division 1 Dholpur . 

... : ... RESPONDENTS 

(By A.dvocate: Mr. Gaurav Jain) 

-The ·aoolicant has. filed this' OA under ·Section 19 of the 
~ 0 • ' 

Administrative Tribunal's Act, . 1985 · ·against the order dated 

20:12.2009 (Annexu.re Ali) .lss,ued by r~spondent no. 3 by which he 

was directed to deposit Rs.4:88;028/..; within ten days on account· of 

• his share in fraud -~ommitted by one Shri Kailash Chand Sharma, the 

t_hen Si1b Post Master1 Brahambad Post Office situated far away from 

. ' 
Dholpur, where the a pp.ii cant ·at the relevant tim·e· was working as _Sub 

- '1. 

· . Accounts Pos~al A:ss,istant. Thro~gh this OA, the· applicant has -prayed 

· ·for the following relief:- · 

~ . ' 
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"(i) · That the entire record relating to the case be called for and . 
"'r.'"-- ,,.,,,,, .... -:ng .._,__ s--m- -'-.c·;_;o1~ oc: ~es-r·•~de~"" ,....o 3 Clll.1::1 . p'l;;I u.::.1 I 1.llt:: a ll'C. U<:: i::>I I i '· !JVll 111. ll • 

directing. th.e applicant to credit Rs.4 .. 88 1 028/- within 10 
,.i.., .. ,,... he .-.·ua--h·""'""' -··"'d '"et ::.,..;u'"''- 1..,,'f. '"'U"',_h;,._,.., ,,...,!-+. . ..,,.. .-1....,!- . .., • ..i !.<Cl/::.> LJ '-i ::>11..:;u 011 ;;) .. ...,;;)& i;;;; !..' i..1 Ci.:>11111'::1 1cr.;.1::1 ucn .. cu 

02.1.2.2009 (Annexure A/-l) with all consequential benefits. 
(ii) That the respondent no. 3 be further directed not to 

invoivP- the aon!ic;rnt in the so calied incident nnd not to 
..;,... • I I -, 

make any recove(y by any other action. 
(iii) Any other order.. dfrection or relief may be passed tn 

&._,,,...,,,..,.. ...,,(! ""°E-.,-.. --..-.1;.--·-.;.. \l'J.....i-1.... _.,,-,, ~ .... .- .-t--.-- . ..J ,t!';&. .;,o-J.. --....t 
ICl'IVUI Ui I.ti·::: Olj.-'!-Jll\..Clill.1 Yllil...li iliO)' L.;•'c:::: U~<::!iilU 11\.1 JU::>!.. CliiU 

. f. f. t d . . . ~ f..h proper unoer ,·ne . ac .s an r.1rcumsr.ances or L e case. 

·. 

2. I have he~rd the- learned counsel for the parties and perused the 

records of the case.· From perusal of the records1 I:·-find that. the 

applicant. has been directed to deposit the share of amount of fraud of 

R,s.4,.88,.02'8./-,. which is attributed. to his negligence. ,However, the 

applicant submitted that tl"i~s fraud had not been committed because of 

neailaence on .his oart and he is not readv to acce.ot such direction . 
..;. - ~ ~ • i 

. . 

sans authoritv of rule, oiven bv the deoartment to deposit the share of 
_.,,,.. ' • " - • ~ * - • 

amount of fraud of Rs.4,88,0.28. 

3. In my considered opinion; the Department cannot make any _ 

recovery from the applicant without 9assing any order for, the same as 

per rules. Therefore 1 the order dated 02.12.2009 (Annexure A/l) is 

hereby quasl1ed· & set aside. However, the res!Jondents are at liberty 

to oass anv order as oer CCS (CCA) Rules. 
• •' j "i. .- • 

4: \IVith these observations. the OA is disoosed of with no order as .. 
. to costs. 
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