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DATE OF DEC1SIO_I- 

1i. vys H. Chduin1 	 Pet itiouCE 

Advocate for the Petitioner (s) 

Versus 

Union of India and Others - 
	- - 	Respondent 

Hr. 	kil Kuishi 	- 
	 Advocate for the Respondent(s) 

CORA\1. 

The Hon'ble Mr. 
	H.H. Jtol 	 V1c2 chairman.. 

The Hon bie Mr H. I aLa.iaoorth7 

Whether Reporters of Local papers may be allowed to 
see the Judgment ? 	 r10 
To be referred to the Reporter or not ? 

Whether their Lordships wish to see the fair copy of 
the Judgment ? 

Whether it needs to be circulated to other Benches of 
the Tribunal ? 



2 

Vyjs -thkuimr Charidulal, 

shsh Society, 
it ?ost: 	rithaLi, 
1:1.. Jasdan, Dit. 	jkot 	 ppi ice nt 

dvocata 	r .P.h.?attik 

1 	UrTtiorl of India,notice 
to be seaved. throuqh 
Chief dostrvist:r Gceorr 1, ! 

2. 	i:rinterident of iost Dffice, 
:dQ.ed-i1 Division, 
Go ni 1, 

i 	JJDG•: - 

0.A.652 of 199?: 

Date 23-3-94 

Pr :on' CJ; 3hri 	i.?citLi 	 Vice dhairrnan 

Ihe 	1OL:)l 	:1 S(J,O: 	_. 

a:p1icnt' s aoointment 	aurely ad hoc till, a 

regulaily selected person was available. It is 

also clear that regular eiectiL;n PrOCess Wea held 

end at the said process the applicant was also 



oJ 

consideredkhe was not selected but sortiebody elsc 

~ 	e1ectr 	applicant has e> no case, 

rejected. o order as to costs. 

( IK.I.emamoorthy ) 
L laiitbcr () 

( .E.Patel ) 
71cc Chairrrani 


