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OPEH QOIJBT_ 

CENTRAL ADA1INISTRATIVE TRIBlJtlAL 
ALLAHABAD BENCH i ALLAHABAD 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION no.1084 OF 0003 
ALLAHABAD THIS THE 11'.IH DAY OF SEPWEMBEB,aJ03 

HON 'BLE MAJ GEN. K. K. SRIV~STAVA,J~Elr~BER-A 
uo N!BLE &ia. JA._K.._nHAlNAil!B .. liiEMBEB:J: ____ _ 

Regh u Nl>th YE'dflv, 
S/o Muni Rem Y~dev, 
R/o V11 lege Benoedh 1y fl, 

P.O.-BhE'nPur Bebu, 
Distt'ict-BPsti. . ....... -.... . 

( By AdVOCPte ~hri R. Trivedi) 
Sri V. Srivastava 

Versus 

. 
I. Union o f Indie, 

ti1 rough Secretery, 
Mini~try of Communica tion, 
Department of Post, Dak Bhewen, 
Bew Delhi. 

2. Post Me~ter General, 
Gorekhpur Division, 
Gorekhp ur. 

3. Superintendent of P~st Offices, 
Best! Division, Berti. 

4. Suh-Divisional Inspector of Post Office~, 
Dumariys Genj, Sid~1ertl1 Neger • 

Applicent 

•••••••••••••• Respondents 

( By AdvOCf:'lte S11ri R.C. Joshi ) 

HQl~~LlLM AJ_QEJ.J, K.]:.&-SRIV~§1J~.iMEW.E.BzL_ 

In this O.A. filed under section 19 of Administretive 

Tribunels Act 1985, ti1 e applicant hes prayed for quasl11ng 
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the impugned order dEtted 08.09. a:>03 (Annexure j-4) end hes 

preyed for direction to respondents to regularise the eppli­

c~nt on the post of GDS/EDMC/EDOt Dhoser, D1str1ot-Bast1, es 

he he~ rendered more tl1en 3 and hnlf yeers service on the said 

post. 

2. The grievence of the epplicent is that he was 

ini tiel ly appointed on t11e post of EDDA et Bl1enpur Babu, 

(Best1-H.O.) on 21.12.1999 ena ti1ereefter t11e respondents 

by giving artifical break in service permitted 11im to 

continue on the serne post et severel places till date Yet 

they ere removing th e applicant by ttie impugned order deted 

oa.o9.a:>03 without giving any show cause. 

3. S11ri R. Trivedi, leerned counsel for tl1e applicant 

submitted that the applicant hes been ,..,orking to th e entire 

seti~f~ction of th e respondents, there has b een no compl a int 

whBtsoever Pbout the epplicent' s working and, th erefore, 

removing the epplicent after he has rendered more than three 

years service 1~ arbitrary end illegal. 

4. n 1e leerned coun~el for t11 e epplicent further 

snhmittea that there he~ been no notification for filling 

the post· on regular hPs1s. 

s. 111 0 learned counsel for tl1 e respondents preyed for 

time for filing CA. The prayer of the respondent's counsel 

iE: rejected as this cese cen be decided et the edmission 

s tage 1 ts elf. 
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6. We heve heard counsel for the parties, considered 

their submissions and Perused records. 

7. By impugned order tt1 e EDBPM hap been directed el so 

to Perforr.i th e duties of the Elpplicent in eddition to his 

own "'ork. 

tl1et th e 

The perue~+ir impugned ord er leevee no doubt 

epplicrnt isf being dir.-engeged hy e regularly 

selected cendidete. The legel position 1~ 'Well settled tl1et 

a sub st1 t ute/ Adlloc C£'nnot be replt:1c ed by another subst1 tute/ 

Adhoc t:1nd, therefore, .th e i mpugned order deted 08.09. a:>03 

cennot sust~1n in tl1e eyes of le~. 

B. We would further 1 tke to oh serve tl1et t11e applicant 

1E:' "'orking Bs fl substitute ond , therefor•, no right accrues 

to l1i r.1 yet once he wes engeged ,his services cen he termineted 

only in eccordence "'1th la'W. 

9. In tl1e facts and circ umstenc es e nd our cforPsPid 

ohservst1ons, th e O. A. i s partl y allowed. 1'he order de t ed 

08.09.ID03 is quashed. n1 e r espond ents er e directed not to 

t err.iinete th e services of the epplicent till a regulerly 

selected cendidPte is available for tl1e post. 

10. With the shove directions, th e O.A. is disposed Of 

et ti1e admission stege itself ~1tl1 no order ~s to costs. 

~ 
Member-J Member-t 

/lleelem/ 


