
.. 

Central Administrative Tribunal, Principal Bench 

Original Application No.Z806 of Z003 

New Delhi. U1i s the 28th d.:tv oi· Nov<~tnb~r, 7.003 

Hon"ble Mr.Justice V.S.Aggarwal,Chairman 
Hon"ble Mr.S.A. Singh,Member(A) 

Hakim .Singh. 
S/o late .SIH i Ki~.hori LaL 
R/o 3ti/2/14-D. Mohanoura - Idgah. 
Agr;::, 

<Bv Advocate: Sh1 i D.P. Sh~rma) 

Versus 

1. Union of InJia 
Througt1 .Secretary. 
Min1strv of Communicatlorr and I.T. 
Department of Posts. 
D~k Bh~w~n.Sansad Marg. 
New Delhi 

2.. rhe ChiE'f Postmaster General. 
U.P. Circle Lucknow 

3. The Postmaster r.tenera 1. 
Agr~ Region - Agra 

4. The Senior SupArlntendent Postoffic,es 
Agra Division. Agra 

. ... Applicant 

5. Shri Rakeslt Narain .Saxena then PA Civil linf-)S Agra 
C/o sr.Supdt. Postoftlces. 
Agro on. Agra •••• Respondents 

9.. -~ ... Q .... f: __ . R.t9..RA.LJ 

The applicant was pr·omoteu on t.:. 1. 89 urrder one 

time bound oromotiorr svheme orr completion of 1 t5 years 

serv)ce. We are informed that promotion of the aoplicant 

under B.C.R. <H.S.G.lil Scheme was due on completion of 26 

vear·s of sarvlce. At that time, he was facing a crimlnal 

case !)Un.i.::~hab.le under Section 323 read with Section 49R-A 

of t.he Indian Peni:ll Code. The cl<:tiru of the applicant was 

keo t i r1 the SE!a led cover. Orr I 8. 8. 200 I , he wa~, acquitted 

by the court of compe ten l 1ur i sdic tl on. We are- i nforrnE-d 

Utat. Ur~~re is no appeal agait1st th~ acquittal that has bt~en 
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From that date. the grievance is that desoite the 

acquittal of the applicant. his claim is not being 

cons.i.derec.J r.or the sealed cover has been ooened. He has 

s.ubm1 tted large number ot represHntatlor.s in this regard. 

The learned counsel even contended that resoondent no.4 had 

already written to respondent no.2 on 25.4.2003 but no 

action has been tAken. 

' !.. • At this stage, when rights of the r·esoondertts ar·e 

nol likely to be affected. we deem it unnecessarY to give a 

show cause notice while dl~oosing the present application . 

3. It is directed that respondent no.2 would 

consider the claim of the aopllcant taking stock of the 

tot~litY of facts and pass ~pproprlate orders in this 

regard pre·ferablv wit.hln three rnont.f"•~·. of the recH.ipt of the 

cor t1 fled L:OP'I ot the pr es.en t order and communi ea te it to 

the apol ican t. BY way of ~bundant caution. we make it 

clear· that we are not expressing ourselves on the mer .its of 

j s di SP0$8d of . 

( v.s. Aggarwal ) 
Chairman 




