
CENlhiU•. f\ uMIN I~Th.AT 1VE Iii IBUN.6l,.
&.L b\tkBDP BEl\! CH

i$LLMABtA

IAll ahab ad thi 5 the Q7th day of i;\pr i1 , 2000

,
Hon'ble Mr.~.K.I. Naqvi, Member ~J)
Hon' ble M.r.iv1,P. --Mingh, Member \,8)

ham Bahadur Yadav .:Jlo~i ~eeta ham Yadav,
hlo ViII. & P.L. Yudhisthir Patti, 0istt •
.Azam~ar h.

JdQpl i cant
By .b\Ciyocate ;)hri 1.H • .,)ingh

Versus

1. Addit ional ~uper Lrrt enderrt Post o ffi ces ,
,Azamgar h he gio n, -sa amgar h.

2. uir ector of Post al ~ervices, Gor aknpur
R.egion, liorakhpur.

3. Union of India through its .;.)ecretary, Post
and Tel egr aph uepartment, .Newwel hi.

h.e,Spo ndent s

QRU~ _(~r al )
By !-Pn' ble JV\r.:i!I.K. 1. NaQvi. Memk.7erl.A)

:i!lhri ham Bahadur Yadav has brought up
r

I~case before the Tribunal Bor direction to the

r espondent-soo .l-,Addi t<ional ~uper intendent Post

Uffi ces, ;}~zamgar h to 00 nsider the a ppo intmebt 0 f

the applicant on the post of E.U.B.P.M. at post

office Yudh.i s'bhi.r Fatti, Azamgar h. He has al so

pr ayed for dir ection a9 ainst the res pondents rot

~~Court
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to fill u.p the post of t:.JJ.B.P.J'fl. at post office

Azamgarh by fresh s al ec't i.on ,

~s per appl i cant' s case, a ~a caney

accrued on discharge of.;jlhri J agClish ..:.in':;jhwho

was incumbant as extra lJepartmetltal Branch Post

l~aster, Post Uffice, Yudhisthir Patti, ·Azamgarh

and the respondents called for nCiIl9S from cmpl oy-

ment Exchange, Azaygarh, who submitted 5 namew,

which includes the name of the aPtJlicant at serial

00.5 and at serial no.4 the name of .;jItJfi Maroj

Kunar Maurya. I he respondents appointed ~ i lVlanoj

Kumar !'Aaurya vije o.rosr dat ed 01.10.11;;194. The

applicant consider s himsel f to be a better candid-

ate and alleg~athat ~hri iViamj KLrndl' Nlaurya obtained

the appointment by illegal and fraudulent msaans .

Being aggrieved by tne apfX)in"tment of ..Ji1.r'iNlaurya,

the applicant f Lr st Riea to have redressal from

'che department concerned anel when the depar tment

did: not helpc-,"'";,ne nas filed t he pr esent 0 •.".

3. Tne r espon dent s have filed the counter-
t-~~

reply and suppor t ed the.;.appointment of ~nri lVlaurya.

Ln rejoinder-affiaavit, the applicant has reiterated

the position as pleaded in the L'Q·A.

4. Heard, the learned counsel for the rival

cont s st Lnq parties and per us e.r the record.

~. Learned counsel for the respondents

invited out attention towards para nO.13 aflCl14

of the counter-affidavit in which it has been
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pleaded that on certain complaint.s, tbe apfX)intment

of ~nri Nlanoj Kunar Maurya bas been cancelled by

tbe P.JV1.G.vide order dated 14.12.19'::14 ana conseq-

uently termination or der was passed on 21.12.1994 •

.uur ing t he cour se 0 f ar g ument s, it has al so been

brought .Q~to our notice that against that termin-.
ation, ~hri Manoj Kunzr Maurya preferred an O.-A.

before the Central 'Administrative Tribunal, -Allahabad

Bench, ,Allahabad, which was dismissed on 21.12.1':195 •

..Iihri Mamj Kim ar' j~1aurya did not stop here b u t went

up before the Ho n! ble .;t.pex Court in Civil .A}-Ipeal

No. 13256 of 1996, which w as decided with the ob-

servation that the apfX>intment of tne appellant

~~ht'i Manoj Kunar Maurya) shall be deemed :to be _?! (cA-. e.e 10>- ~ &-/ ~ "1:>~(",,_J

on temporary basis and the impugned order.i-includinsa

the order passed by Central ~dministrative fribunal,

were set aside.

6. with t he above po sition in view and

observation by the HOntble Ape x Court and also

on the ground that ...;hri 1v1amj Kumar Maurya woo,

could be affected by the result of this u""""
.h~has not ar rayed as party to the U• .A., we do

not find 0 ur sel ves in a po sit ion to gr ant the

relief sought for in t.he matter. The Uo·A. is

dismissed accordingly. No order as t(\)i costs.

Memb~

~~~'
Member \J)

I Jill. M.I

/


