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CENTttAL AJl.iINI .:>Tr.ATl VE f .ctlBUr·:...u. 
J-\LLJi}-11\BJt.l BE:I4Q;t ALL~lABJU • 

Al l ahabad, thi s the 14th day of uec . 2001 . 

wo1\u:.i : HON •• f1U\ . l~. h . K. T11IVE.lI, v. c. 
HON. /.i.H. K. l( . ~Jtl VASTAV& J . f.1 . 

O. A. No . 212 of 2001 . 

l . J ai Prakash Yad av s/ o :;ri I kb al !·1arain Yadav a/ a 28 years , 

r/ o Vill . e. Post - .dav1atg anj , Tehsil - l(clpiarganj, JJistrict 

Gorakhpur ..... • •••• Applicant . 

Counsel for applicant : .:jrj J. • • B. Yadav . 

Ve.rs us 

l . Union of India through fl~G , Gorakhpur ltegion, Gorakhpt1r . 

2 . The .:)enior .jupcrintendent of Post vfficer, uorakhpur 

~ivision, Gorakhpur . 

3 . .jri ..>atish Chandra Yadav s/o .;)ri 1t1ukti tlath Yadav r/o 

Vill . - Bcl ag hat , Post - Turki\·Jal i a , uis crict - Gorakhpur • 

• • • • • • •••• t.espondents . 

Counsel for respondents : ..)ri .J. Chaturv edi . 

0 --. u E .rt ( OH AL ) 

Gorakhpur 1Nas not l eg al . 

The facts of t h~ cas o are that applic ant and 11espond 

No . 3 Sri .:>at ish Chandra Yadav \vere canaidates for appointnent 

~';- - if'la l for the post of 8.JBB .. ~ , ud\Vd tg anj . Ho1,•1ev er, the 

appl i cant \vas s el c ct ed and appoint ed. l11e appointment vJas 

challenged by hcspondent I·Jo . 3 by filing a representation 

before t he competent authority . fhoreafter he filed u. A. :;o . 

1165/93 chall enging the appointment . Tho o. A. \vas diSpos ed · 

of finall y \Jith the direction to Post l~\aster General to dGcide 

th e repres entation by a reasoned order. The repres0ntat:!.on 

has been decided by order dated 13 . 2 .0l after hearirf;} the 

applicant and •"espondent No . 3 . Tho findin;-;s re corded arc that 

in High School , the porf onnc:.nce of nesponu.ent r · 3 110 • '.Jc,s b ette1 
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as he had s 0 cur ed ol .5~ marks whereas the appli cant secured 

50 . B,o marks . 

3 . 1nere \,VoS another all egation agai nst the applicant 

that he r1as hol ding the elected post i n Gram Panc hayat and 

this fact \•1as conc eal ed by him in his appl ication dated 

14 . 12 . 92 in V'lhi c h he had decl dred that he does not hol d any 

elected post . In defence of this pl ea of 1,espondent 1.0. 3 , 
-<- I v--

applicant subr.1 i tt ed tlidt he haa. resigned from the post . l11e 

post l.idst er Gonerul has considered in detail and found that 
el'- I v.. 

the c:ipplicont hna sent a l etter addressed to uistrict P.I.1 . 0 . 

in January 93 .•h; ch \1as accep·,ed in f.\ay 1993 . It cl earl y 

sho\'..iS that on the date of applic<'.:rcion, he held an ele cted 

post but this fact \Vas del jberatel y denied . AS r~Jards 

residence, the respondGnts els o found that he Jo es not belong 

to t ~ e v illa::1c r.a~·Jatganj . In departmental 9nquir1, the 

doclr.lencs filed by the aµplicant have heen found not genuine . 

ror all these reasons , t he appoin i:rnent of the applicant hc3S 

l 
not been upheld . .. e hav~ considered the submissions of lcarned1 

counsel and perus Cd the impug n~ ord<:rs . \ Je do not £ind any 1 
_.r--'"' 

good ground call ing for our interference • 

4 . Counsel for the applicant then submitted that on 

basis of t: e appoin"L1nent , .Jppl icdnt served on the post for 

about 8 years and no\·1 he has be1;.n renJered unenpl oyed. 

Consid~rirY~ t ' is asp . cc, \J~ observe tha c in case rul{, permits , 

he may be con$ide.ced for uppointment at some other pla ce • 

.:Jubj ect to ,.,foreSoi ...! observa·~ions , th-i.:> v . A. is dismissed 

having no merit . 

fh ere shall be no order as to coses . 

v.c. 
A:>thana/ 
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