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CBl'TRAl &~11:"1Sl'RATIVE flUBmitL 
ALlAI:tBAD BB~<l1 : ilLIRtBloD 

OBlGI R•L jPPLICAlIO~l !I> .291 OF 1996 
A.Ltt.l!ABltD mrs ms ~...! DAY OF ~lQ... ,moa 

Horz•BL& M.tJ emu. K. K. SRIV-S?AVA ,li'B!t'J3EB-.t 
EOI7_!llJ,E tra. A. K. BR &f!1!G!B~ia.1.B-....,.J...__ __ 

Debi Presed Che obey, 
~ged about 25 yeerE, 
son of KapU Deo C11eooey, 
resident of S.24/l/4J, 
Orderly Bezer, 
VPrl=nesi. • •••••••••••• Jpplicant 

(By .Advocpte S1ri R. L Sinl1e 4 Slri S.P. Sid1e) 

Versus 

1. ii1e Union of Ind1s, 

2. 

tt1rou~ tt1e Secretery, 
Mini~try of COl!l.Clonic~tior.s, 
Department of Posts, 
New Delhi • 

il1 e Director of Postal Services, 
O:ff ice Of tt1 e Post Mester General, 
.Allm6bed. 

3. ii1e Superintendent Of Post O:ffices, 
West Division, 
Varenesi. 

4. Arvind Kuoer Srivesteve, 
Brend1 PoEt Mester, 
BEjerdll1e Brf!nch Post Office, 
Varenas1 Town. • •••••••••• Re~pondents 

(By Advocete S1ri A. Stile.lek:ar) 

-
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HOr'BLR MAJ GRU. K. K. saiyes:rtv• ,lkRk:B'RB-4 

In 111 is 0.#.. filed mder section 19 of idt:in1strst1ve 

Tr1bunel$ Act 1985, u~ e epplicEnt l~ eE dlellenged tile 

~ppointoent Of r~spondent no.4 9~ri &rvind Kocer~Srivesteve 
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es Extra Departmental Sub Post 1r1ester, Bejerd ll1e, D1str1ct­

Vere nasi and has preyed for a direction for tt1e respondents 

to allow him to work es Brand1 Post Master, Bajardll1e • 

• 
2. ll1e facts Of tt1 e case , in s1ort, are tl1et th e post Of 

E.D.S.P.?.1., Bajerdil1v fell vacant on 19/29.12.1993. Tl1e 

employment excl1enge v~renas1 vid e letter d ~ ted a).04.1993 

wf's re<J nest ed to sponser tt1 e names. n1e employment exchange 

spon~ored fiv e names vid e letter deted 14.05.1993. However, 

ti1e post waP sge1n advertised on 15.06.1993 for recruitment 
. 

from open market, no selection ·wes r.iede end anotl1er edvert1se-

ment was i ssued vi de letter da ted 13.09.1993. Applications 

"1ere received end 1ll e respondent no.4 S 1ri Arv ind Kumar 

Srivest eve "18S selected and appoi nted es E. D. s.P . M. B e jerdih a 

vide brder dated 24.03.1995. Aggrieved by ti1 is tl1e applicant 

I 

l 
hes filed tt1 is O.A. which has been contested by tt1e respondents; 

I 

3. Dle r.ia in grievanc e of ti1 e applicant is tt1a t~~n~otder to 
~ ~ 

appoint r espond ent no . 4 , tll e ~el ection delibera tely not done 
"\ ,... 

from ernongst candidates sponsored by tile employment excl1enge 

in pur suanc e to ti1e notificetion da ted ro.04.1993. S11r1 S.P. 

S1ri1a , le2rned counsel for ti1 e applicant submitted that ti1 er e 

,,,as no r eQ uirement of is~uing notifica tion on 14.05.1993 and 

15.06.1993. :Ihe l ee rned counsel for ti1e ap p11cent furti1 er 

Eltilm1 ttea til at amongst ell ti1 e ce nd ide tes who eppl i ed for 

ti1e post, ti1e applican t was ti1e most merited ca ndida te and 

yet ti1e r espondent no.3 appointed respondent no.4 by order 
~L 

dated 24.0 3.1995, ' 111e l earned c0unsel for ti1 e applicant 

finally sub mitted tt1e t tt1e ection of ti1e r espond ents is 

erb 1 trery end illegal. 1l1 e respondent 

heve been r emoved as per ti1e newspaper 
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no.4 is s1;ated to 
-~; .. ~<.t;_, 

r ep ort of 
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L lo.- k~L 
Je~ran, Veranesi .._ - deted 23.03.0003. 1\1 e post d.s lying 

vacant end tl1e Tribunel mey he pleased to issue e direction 

for appointment ot tt1e epplicent • 

4 • Resisting tl1e claim of tl1e applicant ti1e learned counsel 

for tl1e respondents submitted tt1at tt1e proper course for tt1e 

applicant was,,, to heve represented to t.11 e h igl1er aut11orities 

for the redressel of his grievances if@eides tt1 e applicant 
\..,. ~ 

feila\..to provide suitable eccommodation for keeping tt1 e post 

Office. n1erefore, no illegality has been committed by not 

appointing tt1e epplicent ~s E.o.s.P.M., Bajerdihe. 

s. We have he£1rd counsel for U1e parties, considered 1heir 

submission~ end perused records. We have also perused tt1e 

original selection file produced before us. 

6. From tt1e Perusal of tt1e selection file \!appears tt1et 
~ ~ k ~~ 

epplicent secureil · 60% in Hi~1 •cl1ool 
A v ~ ~ ~µ;._ 

es regards ti1e merit in High Scl1001 lie ¥Jas at tl1e top. end 
f\. 

However, as per respondents ti1e applicant could not be 

appointed es he failed to provide suiteble accommodetion for 

~eeping tt1e post office. n1e applicant lies annexed consent 

letters from tl1ree people namely Shri Mol.ld~ ·)Yeseen, st1ri Rem 

Janak end ~wades1 Chaturvedi es ennexures 2,3, & 4. Houever, 

from tt1e perusal of tt1e original selection file 'We find ti1et 
"'--- L 

the respondents made probing enquiry in tt1is regard end ti1e'f'~ 
k- l 
~contradictory reports. 

7. 111 e applicant has also cl1ellengea ttl 9 appointment 

of r ·espondent ·no.4 and has alleged th et in order to appoint 

respondent no.4 ti1e not1f1cet1ons ¥Jere being issued again 

end ~gain. 1\11& is not correct. nle respondent no.4 in 

• • 

t 
• • • ' , I 

~ 



• 

• • 

. 
• 

• 

• 

-4-

pursuance to tt1e notification deted a>.04.1993 did apply for 

tt1e post. ll1e employment excl1ange also sp6naCl'ed five nemes 
"1,,l... 

end, tt1erefore, if respondent no.3 wented · fevoar end 

appoint re~ponaent no.3 he could eesily appoint respondent 

no.4 es he "1Bs also one of tt1 e cleiments. However, we find 

substance in 111 e argument of tt1 e respond ents tt1et since five 

cendidetes sponsored by tt1 e employment excl1enge were not 

··~ 

round suiteble,tl1e post "18S egein edvertised on 15.06.1993 

from open market. il1e perusal of tt1e original selection file 

does not estsblisi1 tt1et any irregularity or illegality lies 

been committed by the respondents. il1e respondents heve acted 

ae per rules end, tt1erefore, there is no good ground for 

interference. 

s. For tt1 e reasons stated above, ti1 e O.J. is devoid of 

merit end is accordingly dismissed. However, since 1he post 

is steted to he vecent after removal or rf(spon~~t no.3 es per 

tt1e news:Jreport ih · Danik Ja~aren, Verenes1 ~- deted 

23.03.2:>03, tt1 e respond ents may consider tt1 e case of tt1 e 

epplicent for appointment as E.D.S.P.M., Bejerd.111e if 11e 

applies for selection -'1 en tt1e action 1~ initiated by tt1e 

respondents for filling tt1e post on regular basis. 

9. 1l1ere will be no order es to costs • 

Member-J 
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