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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL . 

' ! 
JAIPUR Bf:NCH 

Jaipur, this the osth day of February, 2~10 

,· ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 7 2 / 2010 . 
1: ,I 

CORAM: ., 

Ii - HON1BLE MR. M,L, CHAUHAN 1 JUDICIAL MEM.BER 
''0 11118.LE l\llR ·~ L KH "-rRT A'"'",;tTl\!T<::"T'"RATT' 'E l\nr-r·11 '"'r-n n 1\1 l'I •. ...... • . r'\ I J., UI' IJ.Pa_. I ·J. v l'IC: •1oi::r.. 

' . 
. I . . 
. Bachchu Lal Meena son of Late St1ri Birbal. Meena. aaed about. 58 I· . . , -
y~ars1 resident of, neai Head Post Office, Sawaimadhopur and 
~~e:~n;1_y workin~ as_ Postal Assistant (BCR), Swaimadhopur1 Head 
.r9s~ 01f1ce, Sawa1madhopur . 

. , . 

. Ii 
<Bv Advocate: Mr. C.B. Sharma) 
~. I' I 

VERSUS 

: ... ·.APPLICANT 

1. Union of India through its_ Secretary to the Government of India, 
Depa. '"""me'"'"" Q~ nQ·.-.i.5· r./pn;-t•y ,...& r0'1lm''n':c-.i.:.-.-. a·..,,.j Tn&ormat'10-. ILll Ill. Ir ::>I. 1 I'll I=> I VI'- I llUI I cn.1u11 llU .L II I I . 11. 

j: . Technology: Oak Bhawan; New Delhi. 
i! 2. Principal Chief Post Master Gener_al, Rajasthan Circle, Jaipur. 
:1 3. Director Postal Services _(Hea.d Quarter); Jaipur. 
:14 Superintendent of Post ·offices, Savvaimadho·pµr Pos_tal, Ii • 
!: Sawairnadhopur. 
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rsv Advocate: -------------) '\, i I - " I 

i' 

,-\:, ........ RESPONDENTS 

ORDER (ORAL) 

11 

\\ · The . applicant has fifed this OA against the order dated 
'I . 

o~!.09.2009 (Annex~re A/1) whereby-the penalty was imposed upon 
I 
'' . 

. th~ applicant as m~ntioned in the said order. Tl:ie applicant has filed 
II . . 

appea·I before Respondent no. 2 on -~f;.03.2009. The said appeal has 
I; . 

no~ been disposed of by the Appellate Authority till date. In view of the 
" . 

i, . ' . 
la~ laid down by the Apex Court iri the. case of, S.R. R.athore vs. 

•' . 
\' . 

State of M.P •• AIR 1990 SC 10, the ores~nt OA cannot ,be enterta.ined 
1: .. . ' ' ' • ' ' 
I. , . 

unless statutorv remedv is not exhausted. 
~{) ' . . ~ . . 
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2. In view of what has been' stated above: we are of t!1e view that it 

will be in the intere?t of justice if the time bound direction is given to 

· the .Appellate Authority ·to decide the appeal of the applicant. 

I 

Accordinalv. the Aooellate Authorltv is directed to decide the aooeal of 
- It I I I If 

the applicant expeditiously and in any case Within a period of three 

months from the date of receipt of a copy of this order. It may be 
' .. 

' 
. stated that in the aforesaid case, Apex Court also made· the 

observations that statutory appeal should be decided by the Appellate 

Authoritv exoeditiouslv and in anv case within a oeriod of three to six 
I I ' I I 

months. As can be seen from the facts, as stated above,· the period of 

more than nine months has already elapsed but the Appe!late 

Authority has not decided the appeal. 

3 .' With these observations1 the OA is disposed of at admission 

stage with no order as to costs. 
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••e••sEn ( "'·" 1•1 1•11 "" ..... ) 

AHQ 

I {M.L CHAUH_.t\N) 
MEMBER (J) 


