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Original 1Pplication no. 917 of 1992.

hon'ble dr • .j.r~ol. Naqv i , Judicialllember

tf~~~E.!~_~.!_~.;:!~_~.!~2t!L_~~.!~.!~~!:~~~Y~_~~Pl?~!:
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Hon'ble Mr. SoKol. Nagvi. Member-J.

~hri E. Christophar, the applicant has moved
this 0.•1-'•• under section 19 of the J-IdministrotiveTribuna Is

dtyec/.Act, 1985 with the prayer to eowmR the respondent.:.
to issue appointment letter in favour of the applicant
appointing him tq the post of Popular category no. 16 •
..t-\S per the appLicvrrt t s case he qualified the test and
his naffiewas included in the successful candidates in
the list mi displayed at the notice board :t respondent
no. 2 in the l:30mbay).kw~ no appointment letter was
issued to him for which he made several representations
and also the petition was filed before Hon'ble High
Court, ~llahabad and how he has come up before t~e
Tribunal for the direction as above.

'j'

2. Heard ~hri H.K. Nigam learned counsel for the
applicant and ~hri noVo ~rivastava for the responaents.
jhri K.V. ~rivdst~va nas pointed out that the ap~licdrt
has not filed any doc ument to show tr~at actua1ly he was
among the successful candLdetes , tiehas aIso referred
to amexure rU. and A2. The documents which have been
relied upon by the applicant are only admit card and
call letter and do not indicdte toat toe applicant
qualified the test. Aore.over)he has raised prelimina¥
objection and asserted with the matter dS barr~d by

limi~tion. He has also emphasised that the do~ments
filed to cover the limitation are not of any help to
the applicant. More-Over,the referred judgment in

s:= O ••A •• 936/87 is inrespect of category 25 where as the
I, () I I'v'\
~~,.., ~''--'
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applicant was a candidate for post under category 16.
nlerefore, the observation are not of any help of the
applicarrt ,

30 ~e find that the applicant has failed to
bring any documents gccording to which it may be
concluded t(Jcithe successfully fg/r! with the test ~h.

~ question and, therefore, no direction can ~
issued for his gppointment as prayed fJr.

4. Under the circumstances we ar~ not inclined
to grant relief sought 0 me 00;;'. is dismissed accordingly.

';':

50 No order as to costs.
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