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RESERVED 

-CENTRAL AL\'.UNISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, ADDL. BENCH 

ALLAHABAD 

DATED: THE ~,;o DAY OF ~~ !997 

CORPl\1 : . 

HCN' BLE DR. R.K. SAXENA, J .M. 

HGN' BLE 1V.R . S.DAYAL , A.M • 

dRlGINAL APPLICATION NU. 535 OF 1995 

Ja i Singh aged 48 years 
;i/o village Nagla Gunj, r-· . O.Sakit . 
Di stt . Etah. 

• • • 

C/A Shri A.B.L.Srivastava, Adv • 

ver sus 

1. Union of I ndi a through the Secretary 
Govt. of India, Depa rtment of Post 

Applicant 

Dak Bhawan,Sansad ~arg , New Delhi-110001 • 

2 . The Director of Postal services, 
Agra Region, Agra . 

3 , The Superintendent , Post Offices, 
Etah Division, Et ah-U.F.20712l. 

4 . Shri Rukam Pal Singh, Group 1 0' 

through Sub Divisi onal Inspector (Pos.t) 
Kasganj, U.P. 

• • • Reppondents 
\ 

G/R Km. Sadhana Srivastava, Adv , 

~GlNAL APPLlGI\TlON NQ, 786 OF !995 

K~nwar Pal Singh (B.C.), 
aQed about 47 years S/o Sri Bale Ram, 
R/o village Rapra Urf Lakhapur , 
r ost Kadarganj (Ganjdundwara), 
Di stt. Etah • , •• 

· C/A Shri K.P.Srivastava, Adv. 4[\ 
~ ' • 

• • 

Applicant 

\.W •• -

• 

• 
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Versus 

1. Union of lndia, through th~ 
secretary <Posts), Ministry of 
Communication, Govt. of India 1 

New Delhi. 

2. The P.M.G., Agra. 

3. The Superintendent of Post Offices, 
Eta h. 

~ . Sri Pyare Lal, E.D.Q.A., Singhpur, 
( Gunjdundwara) ,Distt. Etah. 

• • • • 

C/R Km. Sadhana Srivasta\B, Adv. 

OHDER 

BY HON ' BLE Dfh R.K .SA~§NA, ~.:hl!.-

• 

' 

' 

Resp ordents 

These two original a?plications have been file 

by Jai Singh and Kunwar Pal Singh respectively on one 

and the same ground . They are, therefore, taken up 

together. 

2. The facts giving rise t p Jai Singh approaching 

th~ Tri~unal for seeking the relief of his promotion 
' 

that he was appointed as Extra Departmental Packer on 

16.11.1969. He stands at serial no.108 in the gradat 
' 

list whereas the respondent no,4 Rukampal Singh is ?t 

serial no.114. It is contended that the promotion to 

post of Group 'D' category is required to be made on 

·basis of seniority subject to satisfact ory work . The 

applicant claims that he had been working with all 

sincerity but his name does not find pl ace in the lis 

of th ose who were pron1oted on Group 'D' posts~ Feel1n 

ag0rieved by this order he has come with this O.A. 

before the Tribunal. 

\ 
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3. Similarly Kurwar Pal Singh has also come with tt 

case that he was appointed as ~ Extr~ De}:jartmental Runnel 

'of Mohanpur Branch. His name finds place at serial no.~ 

but juniors to him particularly ryarey Lal r espcndent 

no .4 whose name finds place at serial no.lOl in tho 

gradation list,has bee~ promoted ·i·n the Group '0' post. 

He, therefore, seeks his promotion in Group 1 0 1 cadre. 

4. The contenticn cf th~ respondents in both the c., . 
=4-~ ~~eftfi -::ation of liiwch •n.4,. qualificnti · 

was neeaed before ~hey could be considered for the pro. 
tl 

• 
r.1oti on ~Group W& cadre. Both the applicants were, 

t herefore, directed to furnish the tsaid information bu 

a cco~di~g_._-;t },~'.r,~s~cndents, Jai Singh has failed to 

furnish~h±le:Kunwaf~Pal ~ Singh is now ~giving the detai 

The fa et ~ which err.erged fr cm tre pleadings ci.)£-that the 

s ervice beck of Jai Singh was lost and , therefore, he 

was required t ~ furnish the cert~ficate of Class Vlli 

cut he did not f urnish . The contention of the appli ca 

Jai Singh is that he had furnish ed the said certificat 

but it \Vas lost and now that school from where he had 
/ 

passed Cl ass VIII exam.:.nation is no more in existence . 
J 

It i s 1 t h ere fore 1 not possible for hi~ to obtain the c 

of the certifiCEte again . . 

5 . We have heard shri .A.B.L.srivastava counsel for 

the applicant Jai Singh . and Shri K.P.Srivastava counse 

for Kunwar Pal Singh another applicant , Km. Sadhana 

Srivastava cqunsel for th~ respondents bas argued in 

both the cases. • 
' 

so far as the case of Kunwar Pa l Singh is conce 

the dispute comes to an end because the copy of certif 

has been furnished by him. , The respondents ad lTd. t1that 

I 
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he is senior to Shri Fyarey Lal who has been promoted 

'in Group 'D' cadre. The respondents are, thererr~.~ 

directed to .consider the case of promotion~ Kunwar F 

Singh immediately. 
• 

7. so far as the cas e of Jai Singh 

i s not dispjted that the applica nt had 

i 'S concerned, it 
L 

'8::lt furnished th 

certificate in sut::,....ort of the ed ucational qu.alifitcatior. 
' 

a s well as the date of .birth . Gradation list which 

had been brou0ht . "' ~n r e cord mentions both the req:Jire men 
) 

:·Je are unable to understand as to why the veri fication.. 

o f the educational qualification 
. <L-

~both of them were entered in 

and date of bi~tb nee 
j,~~~ 

the servi c~where from 

t he grada~ion list was prepared~ .... ~:.~e~service book is 

lost at Mainpuri.l the applicanlroA be compelled to suffer 

for that reason . It is net the case of . the res FGndents· 

nor is any such plea taken or documents a j vanced that 

the.:re is any doubt a bout the educational qualification 
':A. 

da ~e of birth which w~given by Jai Singh and ente~ed 

in the service book, There is also no dispute that the 

')radation list· which ha6 been brou f"l;;ht on record·was~ 
J J 

1-'..c e t=-ared en the basi s of the ent;:-i es ' in the service boo~ 

~·'.'hat sanctity sh vuld bA atta,ched to _such entries of the . /W...~"' 
cervi ce beck has been clear by their Lordships of S\..lpre 

" 
Court i·n the case of Burn stand ard Co. Ltd. and oths1 s 

v. Shri Deen Sandhu Majurrdar and another J.T. 1995(4) 

s. c. 23. Their Lordshi p s had held that the entries 
I 

pa rticularly the eJ1try with~respect to date of birth 

made in the service book ai\n1 the t ime of entr-y in servi 

5h ould be deemed final. In the present case ·the veri-
\ 

fication of ~d ucati cna l qualifi catiqn and d at<? of birth 

of this a~pplicant Jai Singh ~s reauired. In our opinion 
1.. . . 

whatever e~ entered 'n the service book which is now 
• 

• 

. ~. 

I ...... · 

---~----~----r------------------------------~----------~=~~=:~~~·~~=~-~~~~ J .. ~~-·--·-···-----~----~--~·~-~-;-,=~·-----
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Q . 
stated to have been lost,~~~definitely reflected in th 

gradati on 

be deP.med 

I 

list. Thus th l? ent r ies of ')radation list sht,;u 
' . ~ 

to have been mad e correctly ~e~e fr om the 

se rvice book and sh ould be relied upon for considering 

the promotion of the applicant in Group '0' cadre. 

8 . With these directions both the Origi nal Applicat. 

No o,rder K_o c?st. 1 ons are disposed of according ly. 
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