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CEN'IRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRlBUNAL 

ALLAHABAD BENCH 

TRIS TliE 21st DAY OF JULY, 2003 

Ori·3inal Applicalicn No . 1283 of 2002 

CORAM: 

HON.MR.JUSTICE R.R.K.TRIVEDI,v.c. 

HON.MR.D.R.TEWARI,MEMBER(A) 

Ashutosh Kumar Tripathi, 
Son of Shri Chandraketu Tripathi 
Resident of village and post office 
Dubawal, Pargana Jhunsi, Tehsil 
PhulFur, district Allahabad. 

• 

(By Adv: shri R.K.Saxena) 

Versus 

1. Union of India, Min:istry of 
Comrrunication, Department of 
Posts, GovernrnE•nt of India, 
Ne"H Delhi thrcugh its Se::retary. 

2. Post Master General, Allahabad 
Zone, Allahabad_ 

3. Senjor Superintendent of 
Post Offices, Allahabad Division, 
Allahabad. 

4. Chhotey Lal, son of Mata Badal 
Yadav, Resident of vjllage & Post 
office Dubawal, pargana Jhunsi, 
Teheil Phulpur, district 
Allahabad. 

(By Advs: Shri R.C.Joshi/D.S.Shukla) 

0 R D E R(Oral) 

JUSTICE R.R.K.TRIVEDI,V.C. 

-

• • AE="·Plicant 

• 

• • Respondents 

• 

By this OA u/s 19 of A.T.Act 1985 applicant has challenged the 

appointment of respondent no.4 as Extra De•partmental Branch Post 

Master ot vj llage Dubawal, pargana Jhunsi, Tehsil Phulpur djstrict 

Allahabad. The subnjssjon cf the counsel is that applicant had 

scored higher marks than respondent no.4 in High school and he was 

bet~~r jn merit but the appointm@nt has been refused to applicant on 
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the sole ground that he- does not belong to v1l lage Dut:.awal. lt is 
.J°' ~ 

subnjtted by counsel for applicant that a~licant is resident of 

I<akra and Kakra Dubawal are eame and one village. We have examained 

this subniss1cn o f the couns!'l for applicant on the baeis of the 

material available on record • 'Ille notification dated 15.3.1999 
• 

contained the condition about the re~idence in following words: 

·"f.19 faff ~ ~ ~ t'itr lr ~ 1 flto fti ll 1 ut 1 a r ~ PCfi fbR :m: ll'..F 
q;,- tr!R El ff I qg ~ CfG QT r1 lJ r Fn ' ~ JI Fa f'< tti1 

fcl:J I Jf} lT rl I cl I 5 1 if>t.Jf ~ ~ 114 ~~ TqM ~ 3f4 'i I J"Q 4rft1 21TcfTIT 

cst1 f ~ "OUT f"'f~ r~ '$ cil I ct qtft" f'.:rqPi di(' 1 I E1 ~ I : 

3f~~ CllT $11 @I 51 ifi4'(' $ ~ J q 9d"rl CbLt ( I 34M sq 
ct1 \1trt1 e lJ11 1· 

In pursuance cf the aforesaid notification applicant sul::mitted his 

application, a copy of which has been filed a$ (/l..nnexure 2) . 

Applicant has described 

which clearly suggests 

Had it not been so, 

his residence as village Kakra, post Dubawal 
ol'--~"' 

that Kakra ( Dubawal are diffe-rent villages. 

the applicant could have described himself 

resident of village and post Kakra Duba¥.ial. Applicant has also f j led 

copies of village revenue record(Annexure 5 ) which is the record of 

righls(katauni of village Dubawal Uparhar). Another docume~ e~"""' 
reccrd of right is with regard to vjllage Kakra 

~ 
revenue record also shows that Kakra and ¥ 1 

Uparhar. 'lt"1us the 

-.\ > Dubawal are two 

different villages. The contentjon ot applicant that Kakra and 3 

Dubawa) is same and one village dces net appear to be correct. In 
~ "' '-"'...~~ ~ 

applicant ia failed toV-: i 1 y ·the condition 
" 

the circumstancee, the 

about residence. Appointment was rightly given to respondent no.4 

and the order does not suffer from any error of law. 
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The OA has nc merit and is dismissed accordingly. No order as 

to costs. 

't=£ --~ 
MEMBER(A) 

• 
VICE CHAIRMAN 

Dated : 21 .7 .03 
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