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lla dbad : n .... d tis 29th day of January, 19~6 

plic tion 1.:) .1024 of 198 

:;() .. { - • . -
J•wa ar Lal VJ. sh akar a, 

Son of ~hr i Jeet ai .tJr as d, 

.... jo Villa e ost vffl~e Sal~• Iikar, 

.c. •r aj g ~nj, Oi str ict-G::>r K .; ~ . 

( B]• :3r i S .eo Ku ar , . vue t- ) 

• • • • • • • • • 

versus 

l. Un i :;, n o f 1 n d i a t . r o u a h 
~ 

Post 1 .aster Gen~r a1, 

' .. }t tar .:-r aa e sh, 1..uc KOo w. 

Ar:> ,Jlic ant 

2. Senior SJ~dt • .r'ust uffices, ~rakh u=. 

3. $uo Ji visional In spc:ctor ( u . P. , ,andaliy a · r iks k), 

' .a ar ajganj (new Di st ric 1.. ) ecr akn l\l:" 
• • 

4 . s iri • arn ijnawan J?r as ad son '!: v ... 

..:J r i H.a':l Pyare .. jo Vl-lage ~ rost-

Balwa tika.r ~ Jia 13him:.auli BClZai'), 

.~~ arajganj-273302 

(By sri N. B . Singh, Advocate) 

• • • . . . . . a e s o n ~ e nt s 

D E -----
By .an ' b l e t, S . uas Gupt 

In this application filed under 3 ectiun 19 of t , 

d inistrativ~ Irib nals Act, 1985, tl 

c aJ lenged t .e appoint ent of tespon ~n\: No . 4 on the post 

of -=~traDe artrental Post .. a.f4:(coa .. ,.~ for short) in t 
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Village Post Offic:e B&lwa TikE Distrl.ct ~h~ajganj . 

2 . T e _,plic•nt w•s one of the six per sons notain•te4 

by t 1e Em~loyaaent Sxch•nge for consider.tion •g•inst 

•ppointment 0:1 t 1e post of EO~Pd~e It as been stitett 

th•t t .e ·~plic•nt ~•s a Fi.I:st Oivisioner in t e High 

~c Lool Excl1lin.-tion . Des~ite this, t e respond-nt no.4, 

who w•s •lso • c •ndidate sponsored by th Em loyaent 

~xcr.ange, was selected by the respondent in utter disreg rd 

to the better c l•: of th dp~lic•nt . T~e ·~plicant has 

st.ted that. even before t e final selection \'leiS .~e, he 

had represented to t e res~ondents t .• t e was • bettor 

can did ate b ut no heed was aid to '"'i m •nd his c l.ai was 

rejected on the ground t!"lat e did nut have s :.Jit .... ble ouse in 

which the t>ost uffice could have been o. ereited . 

2. The respon ents ave c ontested t re c ... a~. of the 

a"'plicant by fi l ing a c ounter affi... .. avit . Tre case ~f t e 

respo:1dE.:nts is t~e~t a 1 th'= six persvns ere sponsor~d by 

t e ct:tploy[Jent cxch•nge including tne up~l icant an 

respon:lt::ntn:>.4
1 

.,ere protJ>arly considered cased on t e 

en uiry r..:.,>ort given by t 1- 5 .D. I • .-~it regard tc the 

r-roperty, income and ot e.r necessary qua.:. ificat.ions of t e 

candidates. It was reveale d fr·orn t e ... erJort that t \;.; 

applicant did not possess su.:.tab le eccom:nodation t 

loc•te the '"'ost office. s this was an essenti•l 

req.tire.ent for «p;.>oint ent to the t-'ost of EDBP!A, t1e 

·~~licant could not be selected to the post while 

r-spon ent no.4, who \las ot ,erwise qu«lified in ell 

respects, wcs selected. They ave also denied t .e a pli ntt! 

alleg«tion t1•t tre respon ent no . 4 did not sut:d.t any 

i. co e certificate. lt «S been stc:ted by tl e resJK>n nts 

• 1s 1nco 

as. ~50/- ,.er o 1th. 
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3 . T e a ,;licant r.ds filed • re~oinder affi vit in 

regord t.o the Sr>€c ific content.:.on of the respon ents d-

in 1-'ara 15 t .. cat .e cuu.1.d nut b~ select.ea du;.. to n.:>n-

ossesssi n of suit b lc accc oi.ltion, t!Ju s 

st.a'ted in tlura J.3 of t 1- re cinder •ffidciivit t •t t e 

, nnex re-'2 of the u •• end Annex .l!'e- rl..A.-2 of t e re · oin er 

affiJavit ,.ould c~ arly sow that t .• e a~"" .. lie nt d d 

suita.- le ouse and, th~ref re, his n_,n-selection ·rs 

nalafide . e ha ve gone thro ..19 the siid nnex res . 

o"\nnex ·re-P-2 of the a,:>~lication is • p 1otoc opy of t oe 

certificate stated to ave b~en issJed by G:Ya Panchayat 

to the effect t'1at t,.e •pplicant possesses a pucca ~ ouse, 

with boundary walls . It .i:, not claar from t~e over ents 

v:netr.t:::r s•id certific<:~te w.-s before tr-e respon-:Jents at 

ti~ .~hen tre a;:>t-~licont ~ .JS considered far t'"'e ost of 

EuEP. .• • :ere.; ver, \k is clearly stated by the re soonjents 

that the ret>ort ~f the S . J . I . indicated t·~at "t. e i:p l~c· t 

did not :Jossess any s iit.:ible acccm~datlon . r .. e!'e .:s 

r.othi::-!g in the av2r1 .. ents of the apt->li ::ant 'to s · O\ th ·t t e 

said S . 0 . ~ . in any manner w~s biased ag~inst the ap,lic nt . 

In fact. the doc u ents annexed cs ~t.-...2 tend to indicate 

that res~ondent no . 4 did possess land ~ do not s'1o J 
• 

in 2T¥ conclusive tt~armer t .at the applicwnt did possess· 
Jl ~ 1- [)·h.\, 

a s .Ji tablG; house in which sar vi_a es could 1a ve te~n o~-r ted . 
~ 

\...- :1-;e tf.e co 1peterrt authority h~s got t~e att .... r ver.1.fiad 

•::d fourY.J t ot the applicant. did not possess a su.:t hie 

house, \Je see no rea son to di sbe lie ve t !:e same and as t. e 

• posse ss~o n ot suit~blo Jo use fro, which the busin~~s 

can be o ~rate ~s n essenti•l condition for selecti n ~ 

as BDB~~o., .e find nothing ~['u n· in the .atJ. lie nt bei n.., 

.:>assed over in f v~ur of rl~sponJent no . 4 , who isS'- t d 

A.~ 
'0 
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to ve n~c ssary ceo o at.:.on avai l•blc 'lit .i • 

4. In view of t e foregoing, Ne fin no ri t in t ~ s 

~pplic•tion. T.ie siH'Zle is, t .ere f o ... e, d.:.s~ssed . T e 

Jarti ... s s 1a 1 however , bear t .eir om costs . 

.~ 
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