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CRDER DATED 3 ©3-11-20¢3,

Heard Mr,Surya Narayan piwioedi,]l eamed
Counsel appearineg f~r the appl ican t and Mr.g,B,
Jena, Leamed Additi-nal Standing C~unsel appearing
f~r the Resp-ndents and perused the materials placed

~n reC~rd,

-

The Grievance ~f the Applicant in this
friginal agplicatien iS that alth~ugh he w~rked
f~r nine menths as EDBPM,Bhejaguda Branch p~st
cffice, the penefit nf his past experience was nrt
taken int-~ crmnsiderati-n while cmsidering his case

f~r app-~intment t~ this prst ~n regular basis,

. ~ - ~

The Respgmdents rpprsed the applicati~n
by filing a cunter t~ the effect that the
applicent c~uld n-~t be selected ~n the greund
that there were m-~re merit-ri~us candidstes than him
in the zne ~f cnsiderati~n and keeping all the ki
eligibil ity crnditi~ns in vliew, they had selected ~ne
Laxminarayan pa@tnaik,wh~ had secured highest mark,
in HSC examinati-n ~ver and ab~ve fulfillinae all
~ther c~nditi-ns f~r recruitment t~ the prst in
guesti~n I+ was averred by them that questi-n ~f
giving preference/weightage f~r his past experience

als~ d~es n~t arise as n~ such @mditi~n is available

S~ ~ -

in the recruitment rules f~r makina selecti-a tr this

~

prst,




q
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- ~ ~

we have c~nsidered the rival c-ntenti-ns _
placed pef~re us.;  » We agree with the submissi~ns
~f the Resp-ndents tr(ﬁt the recruitment rules d~
n~t prrvide f~r eiving any weightage f~r past
experience,we see n~ merit in this e@riginal Applicatien
whicb therefrre,must fail, Bef~re cl~sing the matter
ve wuld like t~ ~pserve that such an 1naccura¢.siié
statement has been maievby the Respmdents in tbe

prrtimn ~f o3 ke Coumbs,

crunter at the penultimate/paragraph which sh~uld
n~t remain in the dcuments. Leamed Additi-nal
standing C~unsel admitting ghat\trxere has been
errﬁrg cemmitted by the Resp-ndents at paragraph -4
he s~ught pemissi-n ~f this Tribunal t~ amend
the ssid paragragh -4 t~ make the rec~rd st right,
Cmsidering the facts and circumstances ~f the case,
germissi~n is granted t~ the Resp-ndents t~ file
an amendment petiti-n t~ &ig® right the crunter
supmi tted by them ~n 8,3,1999.It has_als~ been
supmittedi oef~re us bywthe leamed crunsel f:r the
Applicent that the all-~wances/remunecati-~n f~r
the perird he w~rked as EDBPM_~f Bhejaguda B¢
has nct been paid tn him. ye n~tice fr~m Annexure-r/4
that the sr.supdt, ~f p~st effices,Koraput pivisimn
had issued a directimn_t~ the P~stmaster,Jeyp-~re
(K) BY to draw the all~wances in fav-ur ~f the

Apslicant f~r the peri~rd w~rked by the applicant,

Hrwever,we direct the Resp-~ndents t~ verify as t~

= -——*w

as - " ‘
hether payment - “actually made t~ the applicant
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and 1f n~t the same may be made t~ him within a peri~d
~f 30 days fr~m the date ~f receipt ~f a crpy ~f this

~rd er,

- - ~ ~

with the av~ve ~dservati~ns and directi~ns,

this a,A, is disprsed ~f having n~ merit.N~ c~sts,

- -~

with the dispg~sal ~f this original
Applicatioen, M,A.Nrs,.639/98 & 640/98 are acc~rdingly
disp~sed ~f,
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A= o Ny ?»f\(
XY R W °1§"‘§;\?& vic rman

e e ®& ’
\QQWK\‘ C\Q& e y

//

_
Member(Judicial)

A
eSS




