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Central Administratiue T r i b u n a l ,Allahabad .

Registration T . A .No.1714 of 1 987 (Writ Petition l\io . 93A/1 985 ) 

Amar Pal Ojha and 2 others ... Petitioners.

Ms.

Union of India & two others ... Respondents.

Hon'ble D . S .l^lisra , Al̂
H o n’ble G . S . Sharma , Jl̂l

(By Hon'ble G . S . Sharma , )

In this writ petition under Article 226 of the 

Constitution of India received on transfer from the Lucknow 

Bench of the High Court of Judicature at Allahabad u/s.29 

of the Administrative Tribunals Act XIII of 1985, the 

Petitioners have prayed that the Respondents be directed 

to declare the selection list of 13 posts of Telegraph 

Traffic Supervisors - G r .’C  and for quashing the order 

dated 28.11.1984 (copy annexure 10) rejecting the r e p r e ­

sentations made by and on behalf of the Petitioners fox^ ^ 

revising the vacancies in the said cadre.

2. The relevant facts of the case are that the P e t i ­

tioner no.1 had joined the Telegraph Department as Telegraph 

Assistant on 1 1.7.1 985 and the Petitioner l\los.2 and 3 had 

joined this Department as Telegraphists on 1.3.1978 and 

1 .6.1973 respectively and they were eligible to appear 

in the departmental competitive examination notified by 

the Respondent n o . 3- General l^^anager (Telecommunication'

U.P. Circle Lucknow vide his order dated 28.9.1973. The 

competitive examination was held on 15th and 16th March 

1984 and as the number of vacancies for the Telegraph T r a f f ­

ic S u p e r i n t e n d e n t - G r .'C ' (commonly known as A.S.T.T.) 

were not declared by the Respondent n o . 3, the Petitioners 

and others represented to him and the Respondent no.3. - 

Director G e n e r a l (T e l e c o m m u n i c a t i o n ) ^New Delhi for declaring 

the vacancies. The Respondent n o .3 thereafter declared

4 vacancies vide his letter dated 15.2.1984. This did
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. 2 .

not satisfy the Petitioners and on their representation, 

the number of x/acancies was revised and vide his letter 

dated 3.7.1984, the Respondent n o . 3 notified 17 uacancies. 

The result of the selection was notified by the Respondent 

n o . 3 on 31.7.1984 and only 4 candidates were shown to have

been selected and a note was appended to the notification 

that ''no more qualified candidate is a v a i l a b l e’’ vide copy

annexure 5. On receiving copies of the marks obtained by 

the Petitioners in the competitive examination, they found 

that all of them had obtained more than minimum marks for

passing the written examination and as such,, they again 

represented that it was wrongly notified that 'no more

qualified candidate was available' and in fact, the result 

of only 4 vacancies was declared by the Respondent n o . 3 

arbitrarily and illegally. The Union of the Petitioners 

had also taken up their c ^ e  and in reply to its letter 

the Respondent no.2 informed vide his impugned letter dati^^ 

28.1 1 .1 984, annexure 10 that it was not possible to r e v i s ^  

the vacancies in A.S.T.T. cadre. The Respondents also â rTiTSTfrT 

-ced scheme for the departmental examination for the A.S.T.T 

Gr.'C' postj for 1985. The Petitioners, therefore, filed 

this writ petition with the allegations that they being 

duly qualified and eligible persons should have been c o n s i ­

dered for final selection and after accepting the position 

that there were 17 vacancies, the Respondents were estopped 

from resiling that stand by declaring the result of only 

4 vacancies and the Respondents committed illegality in 

declaring the result of only 4 posts.

3. On behalf of the Respondents, a counter affidavit

has been filed by Assistant E n g i n e e r (E s t a b l i s h m e n t ) in 

the office of the District (Manager (T e l e c o m m u n i c a t i o n ) Luck­

now, in which it has been stated that initially 4 vacancies 

were calculated applying 1 5fc cut applied to all the super­

visory cadres vide P&T Directorate letter dated 17.12.73 

and the matter was referred to the Directorate for clarifi-
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cat ion. The D ire c tor ate c 1 a r i fie don 'I 6 • 5 • 84 t hat the cut 

was not applicable in A. S. T. T. cadre and consequently the 

vacancies were revised from 4 to 17 ald a revised notifi-

cation was issued on 3.7.84. From the Directorate, the 

result of only 4 successful candidab:!s was received and 

the note 'no more quali fied candidatt~ is available' was 

inserted by the office of the Respondent no.3. The P&T 

Directorate vide its letter dated 2.3.1~85 finally intimated 

that the question of filling up the revised vacancies in 

A. S. T. T. cadre for 1984 examination did not arise because; 

the competent authority had revised the vacancies after 

the examination was over. As the examination was held on 

15th and 16th March, 1984 on the basis of the 4 vacancies 

notified on 15.2.1984 and in good faith anticipating the 

approval of the Directorate, 17 vacancies were notified 

on 3.7.1984 and prov isionally the reSL 1 t of only 4 posts 
~1.W""~~i-

was declared, the question of remaining 13 vacancies did 

not arise as the vacancies could not be revised after the 

wri t ten examination was held and as such, the Peti t~ 
are not entitled to the reliefs claimed. 

4. In the rejoinder filed by the Petitioners, it 

has been stated that the Asstt. Engineer who has filed 

the counter affidavit on behalf of the Respondents, is 

not a competent person and has no concern with the Traffic 

Wing and he has no right to file counter affidavit on behalf 

of the Respondents in this case and the same is liable 

to the ignored. Certain factual mist3kes regarding the 

posting of the Petitioners and the places from where they 

had appeared in the competi ti ve examination commi t ted in 

the counter affidavit were also pointed Clut in the rejoinder 

They further maintained that the Respcndents should have 

declared the resul t of 17 posts and not of 4 posts, and 

the Director General was fully competent to revise the 

va can c i e san d the va can c i e s h a v i n g b e E~ n rev i sed by him, 

the result of all the 17 posts should be declared. 
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Petitioners have prayed that the Respondents be directed 

to declare the selection list of 13 posts of Telegraph 

Traffic Supervisors - G r .’C  and for quashing the order 

dated 28.11.1984 (copy annexure 10) rejecting the r e p r e ­

sentations made by and on behalf of the Petitioners fox^ ^ 

revising the vacancies in the said cadre.

2. The relevant facts of the case are that the P e t i ­

tioner no.1 had joined the Telegraph Department as Telegraph 

Assistant on 1 1.7.1 985 and the Petitioner l\los.2 and 3 had 

joined this Department as Telegraphists on 1.3.1978 and 

1 .6.1973 respectively and they were eligible to appear 

in the departmental competitive examination notified by 

the Respondent n o . 3- General l^^anager (Telecommunication'

U.P. Circle Lucknow vide his order dated 28.9.1973. The 

competitive examination was held on 15th and 16th March 

1984 and as the number of vacancies for the Telegraph T r a f f ­

ic S u p e r i n t e n d e n t - G r .'C ' (commonly known as A.S.T.T.) 

were not declared by the Respondent n o . 3, the Petitioners 

and others represented to him and the Respondent no.3. - 

Director G e n e r a l (T e l e c o m m u n i c a t i o n ) ^New Delhi for declaring 

the vacancies. The Respondent n o .3 thereafter declared

4 vacancies vide his letter dated 15.2.1984. This did
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not satisfy the Petitioners and on their representation, 

the number of x/acancies was revised and vide his letter 

dated 3.7.1984, the Respondent n o . 3 notified 17 uacancies. 

The result of the selection was notified by the Respondent 

n o . 3 on 31.7.1984 and only 4 candidates were shown to have

been selected and a note was appended to the notification 

that ''no more qualified candidate is a v a i l a b l e’’ vide copy

annexure 5. On receiving copies of the marks obtained by 

the Petitioners in the competitive examination, they found 

that all of them had obtained more than minimum marks for

passing the written examination and as such,, they again 

represented that it was wrongly notified that 'no more

qualified candidate was available' and in fact, the result 

of only 4 vacancies was declared by the Respondent n o . 3 

arbitrarily and illegally. The Union of the Petitioners 

had also taken up their c ^ e  and in reply to its letter 

the Respondent no.2 informed vide his impugned letter dati^^ 

28.1 1 .1 984, annexure 10 that it was not possible to r e v i s ^  

the vacancies in A.S.T.T. cadre. The Respondents also â rTiTSTfrT 

-ced scheme for the departmental examination for the A.S.T.T 

Gr.'C' postj for 1985. The Petitioners, therefore, filed 

this writ petition with the allegations that they being 

duly qualified and eligible persons should have been c o n s i ­

dered for final selection and after accepting the position 

that there were 17 vacancies, the Respondents were estopped 

from resiling that stand by declaring the result of only 

4 vacancies and the Respondents committed illegality in 

declaring the result of only 4 posts.

3. On behalf of the Respondents, a counter affidavit

has been filed by Assistant E n g i n e e r (E s t a b l i s h m e n t ) in 

the office of the District (Manager (T e l e c o m m u n i c a t i o n ) Luck­

now, in which it has been stated that initially 4 vacancies 

were calculated applying 1 5fc cut applied to all the super­

visory cadres vide P&T Directorate letter dated 17.12.73 

and the matter was referred to the Directorate for clarifi-
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5 . In view of the facts stated above, the real contro-

versy in this case is confined to the point whether the 

number of vacancies %bould be revised by the Respondents 

after the written examination was held. The Respondents 

have admitted that initially due to misapprehension regar-

ding 15% cut only 4 vacancies were notified by Respondent 

no.3 and on getting a clar i f ication from Respondent no. 2, 

the number of vacancies was revised and notified. Now the; 

question for determination is whether after realising their, 

mistake the Respondents could again take a turn on the. 

ground that the revision was made at a late stage. For 

appreciating 

} 8!W te c e r t a i n 
t-. . 

the controversy, 

prov isions of the 

IV~ 
it seems necessary to ~ ,. 
Posts and Telegraphs ~1anual 

(Vol. IV Establishments) which deal with the examination fa 

promotion to the grade of A. S. T • T • Gr. I C I. Rule 315 of this 

Manual states that the examination for promotion to thi 

grade shall ordinarily be held once a year. Rule 321 prov-

ides that the number of Telegraphist~, to be selected for 

-'~ 
practical training on the result of preliminary examination' 

will be fixed by the Director General and announced when 

applicatioins for appear ing at the exanination are inv i ted. 

Rule 317 provides that the examination will consist of 

2 parts. The first part will consist of a wri tten examin-

ation and the second will consist of practical training 

and the examinations will be held at the end of the training. 

For passing the written examination, minimum pass marks 

have been prescribed by Rule 318 and undisputedly, all 

the Peti tioners have obtained more Vlan the minimum pass 

marks and they, thus, became eligible for practical training 

accorGing to the rules subject to the availability sf the vacancies. 

As already peintea GUt ab.ve. the number .f vacancies fer selecti.n 

for practical training are t. me anneuocea my the Dirsst.r General when 

d 
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the applications for appearing in the examination are invited. This 

appears reasonable as ~ mast of the candidates., the nllmber af 
a.-

vacancies may be material cansideretian for appearing in the campetitive 
I\. 

examination. 

6. In the instant casa, unfortunately, the number of vacancies , 

was not notified when the applications were invited far helding the 

competitive examinatian in ~arch 1984 vide notification dated 5.1.1984 

issued by the Respondent na.3, copy annexure 1. 'rhe f(lJr vacancies were 

n.tified by the Respondent n •• 3 only afterwards on 15.2.1984 vide 

annexure 2. This was, hewever, done before the writtenexaminstion, 

which was actually held on 15th and 16th March, 1984. After the written 

examinations, the vacancies were revised by the RI:!spondent no.3 by 

issuing notice dated 3.7.1984, annexure 4. We find ourselves in agree-

ment with the final. stand taken by the RespondentH in this connection 

that this revision af vacancies after holding the written examination 

was incorrect and contrary to the previsions of Rule 321 of the Paste 

and Telegraphs Manual. We are of the view that in case the Respondents 

decided t. increase the vacancies, they should ha\,e invited fresh 

applications fer holding the written examination clnd on receiving the 

additional applicatians ar offers and holding supplementary examinations 

alone, they cGUld declare the result of both the t!lxaminations (even 

together) to f11l up the 17 vacancies then existing in the cadre. There 

can be no estoppel against law er statutory rules and as such, the 

Respondents cannat be c.mpelled te declare the result of the remaining 

13 posts for which the vacancies were wr.ngly nati fied in contrevention 

af Rule 321 af.resaid. In aur view, the petitioners have, thus, na 

case and they cannet insist fer declaring the result so as te fill up 

the remaining 13 pests an the basis af the written examinatien held 

in March 1984. It is net shewn te us that by net filling up all the 

existing 17 Plsts in the A.S.T.T. cadre in 1984, the petitioners 

were in any .ther lIJay prejudiced .r they did nat remain eligible t. 
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appear in the next competitive examination held for filling up the 

said posts. No interferenco is, therefore, celled for in this case 

by this Tribunal. 

7. The writ Petition is accerdingly dismissed without any order as 

to aoats. 

Oated: r'~ 4) 1 9 89 
kkb. 

MEMBER (A) 
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and in a hope that a good number of ,racancies are there. 

They all applied in pursuance of the 'said notifications, 

through proper channel. 

7. That the Opp. Party No. 3, vi(3.~ his letter dt. 

5.1.1984 No. Recruitment/H-28jDepartmtmtal/84/7 notified 
, 

the scheme of dates of examination which were to be held 

on 15th & 16th lv1arch 1984. A true copy' of letter notifying 

the scheme dated 5.1.1984 is being fil~ herewith as 

Annexure No.1 to this '.:rit Petition. 'It is stated that ---------'._-------- - .. --
in the scheme too, number of vacancies ',were not mentioned 

but the petitioners had reasons to belteve that good 

number of vacancies were there for whic;!h the petitioners 

had applied. ' 

e. 'rhat it is stated that as numbe:r of vacancies in 

the cadre of 'l'.T.5. Group C (ASTl') were' not notified by 

the OPP. Parties, the petitioner No.1 slubmitted appli-

cation to the Opp. Party No. 2 requestin.g that at number of 

vacancies may kindly be declared so tha,t the studies of 

candidates may not be hamper due to ling:ering doubt about 

the vacancies. The said letter was sent on 10.2.1984, 
," 

before the examination "las held. 

9. That ultinately on 15.2.1984, 4 v;acancies were 

declared by the Opp. Party No. 3 for fill;i.ng the promo-

tional post of A.S.T .. l' .. Group C scheduled, to be held on , 

15th & 16th March 1984" A. true copy of thE~ said notifica-

tion of vacancies dated 15.2.1984 is bein~, filed herewith 

as Annexure NO .. 2 to this Nrit Petition. I 
------------ - --------------- II 

I' 
I 
" I 

10. 'rhat it is pertinent to mention he;re that the 
'I 

1 

post of ASTT is the highest non-gazetted c;~dre post and 
'I 

does not fall under one time bound promoti~'m scheme and , 
'i 

no reduction in number is to be made in thE~ existing 

-
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posts i.e. number o-F posts in existenc~~ out of those 

lying vacant are to be filled up by way of departmental 
;i 

competitive examination and in the pre~>ent case, there 
• 1 

were 17 vacancies for the said examina~~ion for thE period 

ending upto 31.12.1983. . . 

11. That as the number of vacancieet were notified 

lesser than existing vacancies by means. of Annexure No. 2# 
I 

the petit ioner No. 1 requested through1a letter that out 

of the sanctioned strength of AS'rT Group C in the U .P. 

Circle for the period ending on 31.12.1983 the vacancies 

available are 17, and it appears that the vacancies noti­

fied were notified by treating that 15%.1 cut is to be made 
i 

on the toi:al posts of this cadre under the one Time bound 
, 

scheme. As such it was requested by means of the said 

letter that the posts already existing ~s.n¥ lying vacant 

i.e. 17 in number may be restored and ntptification for 

the same may be made. A true copy of thie letter sent bv 

the petitioner No.1· to the OpP. Party l~o. 3 is being 

filed herewith as Annexure No. 3 to thilS ~Jrit Petition. -- - .,.,. .----,--............ ----------

12. That it is also relevant to mention here that the 

request for restoration of number of vacancies to be 

filled was not made only by the petitiOI~er NO. 1 but was 
i 

made bv several candidates at different times and bv the 
• ' i-

all Indian Telegraph Traffic Employees r:rnion Class-III 

through its General Secretary, a registe'lred and recognised 
,.. 

Trade Union, of which all the pletitione~rs are the member. 

J 
13. That the ~2 Spp. Party No.3 receivinq number 

of requests for restoration of the said 'Iexisting posts of 
• 

A5Tr Group C, ultimately referrec the m~itter of the Opp. 

Party No. 2 for the clarification whethe:r the post of 

I 
ASTT Group C is covered und'er the schemE, in which 15% cut 

I 
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in the cac3,rE: posts will apply or not ar,~d in consequence 

" of the said clarification sought, the C~P. Party No.2 

informed the OpP. Party No.3 that the ,said post does not 

fall under the said scheme of time bound promotion scheme 

and therefore no cut in existing posts was required. 

14. That after obtaining said clarification frorr the 

OPP. Party No.2, th,e OpP. Party No.3 :restored the vacan-

cies of 17 posts in ASTT Group Cy Cadre vide his letter" 

dt. 3.7.84, a true copy of which is beil~g filed herewith 

as A,nnexu.re ~. 4 to t:his l,!ri t Petition :~ 

-ts. That the result of departmental 'competitive exarni-

nation Circle basis for the recruitment to the cadre of 

ASTT Group C 'l,vas notified by the Opp. pa'rty No. 3 on 

31.7.1984 under the directions of the Opp. Party No.2 

and surprisingly only 4 candidates Nereselected and for 

the rest it was mentioned 'No more qualified candidate 

is available 1
1 a true copy of which is being filed here-

, 

wi th as Ann~£~-E0. 5 to thiU;::h.t 'p~~H:ion • 

16.. That it is pertinent to mention here that Rule 
.,/, 

319 of P & T Nanual Vol. IV prescribes vl:~th regard to 

the subjects and time o~ examination and also percentage 

of marks .and aggregate in order to qualif;y a candid8.te. 

Una er the said rule, ,the candidate obtaininc 40% marks , -, 

I 
minimum in 3 out of 4 papers and obtainir:lg an aggregate 

of 45% marks is found Qualified. 

17.. 'rhat all the petitioners had already done t'beir 

best in their examination and had every hope of success, 
, 

as such they felt surprise when th2Y found thnt no other , 
, " 

candidate was qualified end thev u Itimate.f.Y applied for 
I 

tre certified copy of their park-sheets, '~he photostat 

copies of \'lhich are peing filed herewith 

6,7, & 8 to this petitiQ,!!. --- -

,! 

I 
illS lmnexure No. 
I' --
il 
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was ri.ghtly qeclared and refus.ed to consider the declarC'l-

tion of result for the remaining vacalpt post. 1-.. true copy 

of the letter dated 28.11.1984 is being filc-'d herewith 

as ~exure. N,o. 10 to this !tJrit Petit:lon. 
----.---:~ 

22'. That it is stated that still 1'3 posts of ASl"':: 

" 

Croup C are lying vacant in u.P. eirc1:,€! for the period 
,] 

ending on 31.12.1983 and now the Opp • Parties are going 
, 

1 

to carry miX over the vacant posts for: the next year 

i.e. post vacant for examination of yelar 1985. 
I, 

23. 'T'hat the scheme of the departmEmtal examination 
, 

I 

to be held in the year 1985 for the poe:,t of ASTT Group C 
, 

pas already been announce(! and the dat~:s of examination 

are fixed as 15th & 16th Iftarch 1985 and, the candidates 

willing to be a.ppeared in examination w~re to send their 
I 

application fonns till 12.11.1984. seve:r:al candidates ha 

already applied for the post of AST'r Gr~:>up C in pursuance 

of the said notification. 

24. That the petitioners have come t':o knml that no, 

post of AsrT Group C is vacant for the p,eriod endinq on 
! 

31.12.1984, as such the Opp. Parties canpot fill those 
,1 

posts by way of conducting a departmental competitive 

examination. On 13 posts which were left ,I, to be filled up 
I 

by the Opp. Parties in the previous year'\ is goj,ng to be 

carryover to be fi lIed by way 01: competjl,tive corning 
" : 

examination. 

25. That the petitioners state that the orders issued 
,! 

by the Opp. Parties contained in Annexure
l
, No. 5 and ,10 
'I 

are the orders which are affecting the Fi'~hts of the 
I 
" 

petitioners. ,I: 

,I 

,I 

,I 

26. 'rhat: having no any other alternat!lve and effi-
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Beccus(~ tb~3 onler of rej ecting f;hc selection. of 

and. iC', liable to bE~ set aside '" 

'chat no more candidates h'ere fCur,fd '1'ual:Lfied :ts 

el:tgible to b€ consiclered for -c.ne:, selection c 

CODRidered for the said poste " U:.1Jcin:atclly.r tne 

the 0:0:)" Paxties 8,re liable "co be directed. to ccns:t= 

der the pet"itioners for the:i.r seleqticn'o 

e ,..J..~ .., tl"ra-!- lr;;,OJ re'luc'-~on J"n '-1"''''''' ro~?l' 0"';110 a, s s -'- c: .... 0,< .. ' ~ ~r'''' ,I, l..... _. _~." '- '" ,""L1o. iO) l."_ " _. 

is liable t:o be ;:nacte, is illegal 8.nd~ incor?:'cc;c n 

I', 

fyinCf t1:18 ,\i'accmcy of 4 post.s only bu1;:. 8ubsG()fU,E'utly 

OD Iy 4, pos·ts () 
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F. Because the Opp. Parties cannot , I in any case, 
. ~ ~ 

carryover the vacancies of one y,~ar to next year 
I 

and particularly in circumstance 1tJhen the examina-· 
I 

tion to fill up the posts was alr~eady held. 

G. Because the petitioners ha ve alre~ldy qualified the 
I 
,~ -

examination and they cannot be retused to be consi-

dered for their selection. 

P RAY E-R 

WHEREFORE, it is most respectfully prayed_that 
I ' 

this Hon'ble Court may kindly be pleased -

i) to issue a writ, direction or order in the nature 

of mandamus corrmanding the Opp. Parties to declare 

the selection list for 13 posts of AST'r Group C. 

ii) to issue a writ, direction or OD1er in the nature 

of cirtiorari, quashing the impu~ed order I 

containen in Annexure No. 10 to -the Writ Petition, 
'I 

and for quashing the note written in the Annexure 

No .• 5 to the effect that no more candidates were 

found qualified. 

ii i) to issue any other writ~ directi<'?n or order in 

any nature, which this Hon' ble CC)urt may deem fit 

in the circumstances. 

i v) to a\-vard the cost in favour of tHe petitioner. 

Lucknow-Dated, 

Feb. 22, 1985 

/~~-~~ 
~ I.E:. Sin~,~ 

Advocate, 
Counsel for thi;e Petitione~. ----.--

\ 
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~ ~tct tf'5f8 qfrr~ t:t8' ~ <1)q; af!ffTr g-11f.:rr ~ q;f ~ 
cri'l 3T~ ~T' \fJOJft"GCfTrr B S"T'"ta ~ q,T1 3If ;!tJJOi fctft.T 5 

4i{ <::tIT I 984 t I 9"jt(;1 3TT~ tf.:{l' \3" :aft GcH {f \3lf~rr ayq-;:ft 
. aFlmrT ~ tf11-l qfrrUOG .. G/t" t Fqq (oft' ~ (:I11.T m; q;nn~<:f qt 

!Q .. }lir9rt_12£!~ ?Jq;. "~ ~ ~I at'~-tfq ~ ~ ~ !.~r-1 
rt fq; m ~ \fl=A1 ctqTtf ~ ar~ tfi!l it' "~ dIrt ~ areA ~ 
-?f t[Of q-T' ItrfmT5C It 6ft It qif 9"' Cji I Ai, ~ijnfu, ~:q(f vnTct 
/VFlVfTfo ~ \fl=4) &CfTtf ij; arnIrf tft ~ =1 J I(1 rl ,rt'l4r T'f ~$1 
CfiTtuT tif~ct "1OfMr ~ fTl1ll_:Jlg:ftg_~i- '~ Cfin:r~ cIT 
~H_n' aTTt tff(fVr5C CfiT q;nf (fRT rtqn , rlll 
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9 f\ifMfq ~:q::r r tf t!Ct ffJ1"R cn<fe:mt tq gflJa':-
-X-X-I~X-X-X-X-X-X-X-X-I-X-X-X-X-~-X-X-

~ I H fffl'Ttrcfj lffl"~~ crnf-qIT B an:J(1TH, ~ ~~q;~ 
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}) 

i! 8 Cj411T ,rq-rrn tfqrf tf qtf I 983 eft' ~ ftf~f ~ 
75/ q 2S ~ ~ eft· f\;}ti~ Fq; Fr~ .~~ q;r ~r VIm 
r~T \ifr ~ q F"1a~TJ M<:I q;f 20· '7· 84 (1ij~ ~ f~T VlT ~I 

~ 28 ' ~ ~m-'fl.Iq;r& 8~(ti·:qrf ~m-~ '-lrttrrn in\J~. (Wf~1 

g3g ~ ~ i3lf~IT ~ q fcp.l~ oT{Clf- \f0 g-o 

H4 H i!llffO ~ ~TCfI 'QV1f, qffJOt06~Err~:rf('i~ ~r,m11\J 

gsa tpAT ~I 

8 6 ~ ~ l=JROT 9T t(f weir ~"1~"1 ~~ "~. 9'*,*, 
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qflf~lrsc: -~- -m;JTQi tfTtcf1lf\jfr 1F "m-" :iFr l1nf 1984 c$t 
fct'-fpO;q 'Cf'n-arr t( flf'iOJirno- ~t~ err 3ft ~G'i-tp.;f 

=X=X~X=X=X=X=X=X=X=X=X=I=X=XcX=X=X=X=X=X=X=X= 

1- \P=lfr&efl (Cfl t[rT ,n:r:-
~3f8 ~Tii 
~ar~ ~~~ 
8 tfi t=tr~ eft) tkITr~M"""""fC t( WR 

8"&"B vrrfa fUlflCfIT flG~ i'l 
~~ ~m (:f~T 

2- c'To~O/3JqT ~rcr ~ IT ~o~qf q ~(Wn!J 1"tfI 2tfJi~"R 
CJ;;Jqf ~ ~: -

~ I a lJ.<'f f~CfO Fof'tr 1 
~ 28 I -1- I ') 83 Cfit F::rqf' CRf tfclxf tI CfJ ~crr 

3- ~ q1Sf q;r ~~ cpt- Futflq;) FlfCfRllf ~ ~mrr 'Cf'r qiJfqTrr 
<tr f;:Jt~ F;:y~ ~ t( ~ I 

~ -o:~ ~)Tl1i l1nGr 

8 Gf8 ~fqi 11ltC"r8Qifo'C!floifto8 
~ tf~ ~qfS~o-o:tJovfto~ 
8 "&"8 M ~:Jlf~ 
iag ~qf 

4~ q-rterr ~ UJ'Q'T ~ flf' iOl4rncl "tr::rT 'ifnrnr ~ .. 
8 t"ffrmf.:f qf)- 31'il4f'ct ~ -t t 
5- 'Cf'ITeJT ~q'fJr fu-,q;r \rtfllTTr q;r TiCfiT .~-

,rc ~w~ vrrfw \iA'VTrf'd ~ \fl=~qrr8 1 8 iff aCRlr 
"&"t ~r'E 3T($fr q;T \Jtftlm q;r ~ i'~ 28 merr-Cllf 
~:t ~~~ ~r=~ ~ ~ , 
q-~ ~ ~ ~rr~ q;1cT -tj it 11r-=tl 'iftrrr I 

6- ~T F~ .. ~ -?f ~-~f ~ \fm"r ~T ~T *1 
-B ~"6QT ~ ~~ ~T t .. Fc$ \ffP-ft" fqq(o"~. F~rn q 

\;fr-rcrrn- Tf ~ ~I 
\jJ="rilGqT~; ~TeR" 

~t.T I 
-B dl. CfirnT ( ~. ~ ___________ i _______________ _ 

-----.:..----- 'Cf'G",Tl1 6"fq;?fIT ar=ro" ~'tr~n~ 2 I 3/ 1/61 /Qflc141 
fcRfq; 20-8-1968 ~ q.rT 5 q 6 q ~fq; 2! 13/6/14 -"O:tf-m--
6ft-I ~tq; /1-2-15 ~ eft Tfff ~nf l{tt" ~ -t arh q-rterr 
~ ~Tirno "t~ ~ q-r;J tl 

~m- 3lf~.TcfnT ~ 1ffdTe1t 

'Cf'&'::rTl1 
~'fq; 
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3f I Cf.l qCfi - I 0 t:JiTcft I 984 aq; ~ 
q-rrm- ~fq; 15, 16, l1nf, 1984 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~--------------------
~ fqq:q "frn -;:fo 91t"iq~r err \fl=Jf1 ~qITT' q;r q-~ H<fu fqf'fJcrr ~ q;T q-rrm- ~ l1O&it ~~rn- ctr 
fro ~"f f'"r-cfr ;:rn:r ~ ~. & qq:nSUt..'i 

.;> a_" 
rr..4- 4.,T ~l F;dT ~ ~ -,- -~ -- -' C. I C. I '{ '"- ,- ~ "'"-- "'" ""'" _, 
'it 1ST .' 

-x-x-x-x-x-x-x-x-x-x-x-x-x-x-x-i-x-x-x-x-x-x-x_x_x_x_x-X-X-X-X-X-X-X-X-x-x-x-x-x-x-x-x-x-x-x-x-x-x-x~ ~ ~~ 
2 3 4 5- 6- 7- 8· 9- 10. 
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9:1iroT- \ 

~~;F~ ~~6J::l~'id't~ :~<:i~:wrCj~ i~~; ~l~~.~.~.~.~~.~ it~~;Mt~~t 
~ W ,~ 1t tf~ \37~ .. TTlq .. f)q ~ \if Ttl ·~"/3Tt"f ~t1q;I:'~ fqi a T'f q-~ i- 1f~ ~ -3Trf\trq; 31'~i"""'\-l1F~<i 
r~ '\if I., ctr i3Fl~tm q> I \if I ...' 
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j7q-ftF~5C" t1T" 
~~ q 4G4Jl1 

<1'q.=fT 20Ql"iCfIT I 984 (1qi ~ 
-X-X-X-X-x-x-x-x-x-x-x-x-
~ \3lfmrn-

fq~:- q-IT(iff \3 J-J..jGcij "fl' qff fi"~4T tP=~Ck1 \ffi \3lf$iTIT efT ::rT11 FvJfr ~ rr;f ~ ;:;rrtr 
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IN THE HO:'\f ' ilL:£: EIG:-! COURE 0;' JU.0IO" .. ::rUH,E AT 

I 

LUCKNO'tJ SENCl-1 LUC!<N'OIl - ---_______ t... _ _____ _ 
I 

','lRI'r FETITIO~: NO. O:F' 1985 

Amar Pal Ojha & others •••• Petitioners 

VERSUS 

Union of India and others •••• Opp. Parties. 

From, 

I:\1)IAN poars &J.'ELEGRAPHS nEPARTI"Et-.T'r 

Ceperal Manager ~elecom., 
U.,P. Circle, Lucknow. 

1. The C.S. , C .. I'.O., Agra/Luc}mmv. 

2. All SSrr~/Sl'rin U.P. Circle. 

3. Sup..it. Incharge, eros in U.P.· Circle. 

4. Incharge, D.:'.O., in U.P. Circle. 

No. Rcctt/M-28,A>/84.j7 Dated at Luqknow the 15.2.1984 

Subj ect : Competitive examination for ptomotion to the 
Asstt. Superintendent Telegraphs 'rraffic Group I c:: l 

scheduled to be held on 15th amd 16th r.1arch, 1984-
Announcement of vacancies. 

Kindly reff2r to this office lette,r number even dated 
5.1.1984 notifying the conduction of the. above mentioned 
examination and inviting applicabions from the candidate 
eligible for the exam. 

2. The vacancies for this examinatian for the period 
ending upto 31.12.1983 against the departmental auota are 
notified as under for the information of the candidates • 
These may b~ widely notified among the sltaff working under 
your jurisdiction to avoid any complaint on the subject. 

o.c. -.-
03 

s.c. -,--
NIL 

VACANCIES 

h!! 
01 

(sjT vacancies to be exchanaed with sic jrf no candidate 
of S"1'. available in this third year of recruitment)-

Kin(~ ly acknowledge receipt • 

Sd/-
( G.D • Singh) 

Asst t. L. irector Teleco. (pp) 
For General r.:anag'3r Telecom 

U .P. Circle,LucknO\'\I 
! 
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5 () ThE, L\ :Lcect.or 'J:'cl:;;com (C}i ~ Lv.ckn(HoJ/ (l~)' V(-"'r.~n.;>,s:t en (} 
;)chZ'€"QU!:1 (N; Balre:tlly 0 



;' • 
• " ( -, '....-'\. IN ~HE HONIBLE HIGH COURT 

WRIT PETIrION NO. 

Amar Pal Ojha & Others •• II • Petitioners 

VE.RSUS 

Union of India and others Opp. Parties. 

TO, 

The General Manager Telecom, 
U.P. Circle, 
Luc"know. 

Subject - Revising of the number of vacancies in the 
cadre of T.T.S. Group Ie' '(Dep(!lrtmental quota) 
for the period ending on 31.12,.1983. 

Respected Sir, 

With due respect I wish to draw your kind attention 
towards the D.G. P & T , New Delhi Letter: No. 1-71/83-!'JCG 
dated 16.5.1984 and your office memo No. Estt./G-61/Ch.III/2, 
dated 30.5.84 and 25.6.84 in which it has been clarified 
that the J.5% cut under time bound one pronotion scheme is!'\· 
not .3pplicable in the cadre of A.S.T.T. 1:0 view of above, / 
the curtailment of 16 posts of 1'~STTs in U:.P. Circle made 
under time bound one promotion scheme, il~ to be restored. 

After restoration of these posts the numbEJr of vacancies 
in ASTTs cadre under departmental ql.lota for the period 
ending on 31.12.1983, earlier declared vide your office 
letter No. Rectt/!1-28/D/84/7 dated 15.2.84, will come 16 
or 17 instead of 4 • 

It is therefore requested that the 'staff position 
and the sanctioned strength of 'r.T.5. Grou,p C, in U .P. 
Circle for the period ending on 31 .12.1983 may kindly re­
examined and correct number of vacancies under departmental 
quota be declared before announcement of l' .'r .S:. Group C 
result so that I and' other candidates who ~~xpected to get 
through the examination should not suffer. 

Thanks, 

Dated: 30.6.1984 

Yours faithfully, 

Sd/-

( I~HAR PAL OJHA ) 
Telegra;ph Assistant 

Central Teleqraph Office, 
Lucknow-226001. 

-- -------- -------------~-------
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INrHE HON' 3LE InCH COURT OF lJUlJIC.~TURE A~r l~LLAP.J!.BAl) \ ~ 
LUCYJWW BENCH, LUCKNa~,' 

~~RIT PETITION NO. OF 1985 

Amar Pal Ojha and others • ••• Petit ioners 

Versus 

Union of India and others ••• '. OpP. Parties. 

ANNEXURE NO.4 
, 

INDIAN pos'rs AKD 'rELEGRAPH DEP~RTMENT 

From: 

To., 

The General l.llanager 'felecom, 
U.P. Circle, Lucknow-226001. 

All C.S., C.T.O~. in U.P. Circle~ 
A LL S.S.T.T.in cr.P. Circle. 
A-Il s .. r.r. in U .P. Circle. 
All C.T.O.'s /D.T.O's. in V.P. C:,Lrcle. 

No. Rectt./Ivl-28/D/84/6 Dated at Lucknow the 3.7.1984 

Sub : Revised vacancy in the A.S.T.T. Group I C· cadre 
for the examination of year 1984. 

In partial modification of this letter Number even 
dated 15.02.1984, the revised vacanet¢' position in A.S .;I'.r. 
Group tC' cadre for the examination of 1984 is as under. 
These may be widely notified among the staff working under 
your jurisdiction to avoid any eomplairlt on the subj ect .. 

.Q£.. 
14 

SC --
02 

VACANCIES 

ST -
01 

'I'his modification is due to restoration of post in 
A.S.fr.T. Group lC I cadre as per .D.G. 1'&1' letter No. 1-71/ 
83-NCG dated 16.5.1984 issued :ea:x:ii under this off tee letter 
No. Estt/G-61/Ch .111/2 dated 30.5.84. ' 

Kindly acknowledge receipt. 

Sd/-

,( K.C. SHUKlA ) 
Asstt ~ t>irector Teleco~(Estt) 
0/0 GenEeral !-lanager Telecom., 
U .P. Ci:rcle, Lucknow-226001 

Copy forwarded for information to -

1. The ]\.G.M.(TI'} % G.M.Telecom, U:.P. Circle, Lu cknow , 
\>Jith' reference to his letter No. Staff/M-17-1/82/3 dated 
2.7 .84. 

2. The Director General (DE) I P&T, :t-7e.w Delhi-il0001 • 
3. The Chief Account Officer (TA) , Bn,Opal House, Lucknow. 
4. 'rhe Officer Incharge, APS Records Office, Kamptee, APO. 
5. The Director Telecom. (C) I Lucknow/{E) Varanasi/(W) 

Dehradun/(H) Barei lly. .: 
q 6. All recognised service unions Gro:u~p • C' Telegraphs 

1\ .. 0 nAto Traffic Employees in U .P. Circle,' .. , 
~,~ to; d" "7 7. Notice Board Circle Office, Luckn<:~i.']. 

; 8. Spare. 

I 

. I 
I 
i 
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IN rHE EON' BLE HIGH COURr OF JlJDICA'fUR;1!; A~r.l:-.IAP,A31ill 

!!UCK~TG. ~._~CH l. Lu.~KNa1 

A. vJRIT PEEr.rrON NO. 
"'1"'. <Vo. ~t~. C ~ "'-"- l.. () •. J·LA- n vi ( () , -~'-'\. ;) U ""·0 .... 

Ii rom-

OF 1985 

°t~· .... 

To, 

The Genera 1 I·~anager 'relecom, 
U.P. Circle, Lucknow-226001. 

if 
1. The c.s. c.r.o., Agra/Lucknow. 

2. All S.S.'T.Ts/S.S.Ts. in U.P. Circle. 
3 • .all O~ficers Incharge c.r .Os .,/O.T .Os. in UP eire):-

F!o. Rectt/t'~-28/.0/84/6 Dated et Ir..tcknow the 31.7.1984 

Subject: Result of Denartmental Compebetive examina·tion 
(Circle basis) for the recruitment to t~"1e caJre 
of P".S.T.T., Group 'c' examination held on 
15th & 16th March 1984. 

'rhe list of candidates who have ::)een selected for 
appointment to the cadre of Asstt. Superintendent :rele­
graphs Traffic Group I Ct on the result ()f the above said 
examination held on 15th & 16th Harch 1984 is given in 
the Annexure to this office. 

'rhE~ names of the selected candid's.tes have been 
arranged in the order of merit. 

This is issued in persuance of ~/rIG. P IY. 'r letter 
No. 20-1/81-DE dated 23.7.84. I 

5r1/-:, 
( G.D. J~ingh) 

Asstt. Dired~or Telecom (PP) 
For C.M.r. U .P. CircJLe, Lucknow-226001 

I 

Copy to-

1. The A.G.f'A.(rr) % rG.l1.T. U.l?Circle,~ LucknoN for 
information and necessCl-ry action. 

2. The flection Supernisor, Staff Section, % G .N.T. 
Circle 4, Lucknow (4 spare copies) for: information. 

3. Notice Board, Circle Offic,e, Lucknow. 
I 

ANNEXURE 

u.p. 

51-:· Roll lJo. Name 'of Candidate . --6ir£ice to \-Jhic~-
No • a1~ tached • 
r:-UPT}AS-2378'4sr:rFihoolchandYadav j~sTr Allahabad 
2. UPr/rtS-121/84 II Jagdish Prasa-:3. 1651'1' Saharanpur. 
3. UPT/AS-86/81 II ~·;ohc1. Zaman Khan (:::S C.1'.O.,Luckno·we 
4. UPT/AS-124/84 It Narendra Singh I~.S.T. Saharanpur. 

NlaiR\liIiootMartolia (SO: 

NGrE - No more crtl8lified candidate 
~ 
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Cl' 1985 

Amar Pal Ojha anu others •••• Petitio!l~n:i 

Union of India and others •••• 

~' • \ \ .,;.' Ii 

~""1~\ L): 
00.1-1 Qt the I),G. lied: ~lIc.port"IQtliQl·LXlltll.!J;.?'c.) :~ 
lJrk """r h}l~wl'n, JIITl!',:,,:, fit t-jtl-('f;t UP" 1)11)11 l",',;t"r 
~~(' ) ,I- ,I ('j II-O)j ~\t1-.,( ') tl 11,.)1 . . ",) I-i /. »),. .J- I', /f 
,;", .. 1( I t.~~O.l(.L 

... I1IJ.I\.~~ - COlW:lUt'i(,'1H'~' ,.f ,tl;i\k~ -TJ~ .. (id1/1 I<'~I 
.... xam. 01 hurch I ~84, , 

, f 

Referenoe - Your letter/.t.ndt.llo.l'-1470/78 ~ 1-1~'42'/'1~, 
db ted ,·0-04 ~ 2-U-~. i' 

• 

The'm.o.rko obtuinfJd by ~ho tollO.,,1nJ 01't1-
I'tP1e in the QIJove mont1one<1 eXb;.1nt.t!on are o1v.n l 
,elow s- '1 

~r:lrJII -- ;-0: . ,.. ._-l;o. .; ... ~O 0 ,,'f(, ern 
Mo, C •• l.tlldl.1lt:8 -!... 1[. III r/l... -- -, 

t. \!J.-T / AS-U4 / 77 .t..ml:.r J:'bl 0 Jhk 6, 44 4'7 44 

2. V~'l/AS-64/76 HL.,dun ltum 42 52 61D 44 _ . 
' ........ ....-....-..... ... - .. -----------

.No. P-1470/a2 _ 

CO~Jy ,.t:Ol'\lLd'C.C!C to :­

t. (..; 2. 'L'he 0111c'1"1 

~~~jl)~.11~ 
OJ ' 

.In.:. \.<.:d iAt L~C~4()\: the 3l ... o-f~ • 

COl1<;t.:l'ood.t:or 1,nl~ ret-tier •• 

l , 
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~IRrr PE:J:1I~IOrJ NO. CF 1985 

'1-. & Others Ama r Pal OJ .. a •••• Petit ioners 

vers us 

Union 0._ _u ... ~ In,,";a and others ()p Parties • •• • p. 

, " t i'." '~:r (" . f •. 1 r. (' .) f " K j A Ii P hH ""11'1 
I.": il'~o(_, :or .. ·., N.w 1J.1hl loth, "o,;>,'-I/Il4.1J1; 

<1 (Ii 'd i't-r -11:, "" Md to 1/ .. , (;.". L to LlJc knov. 

-BuhJ"ct - CO ....... Je.tion ot -"k. ITS G,. .. up .c. E._. "'.Arch 19~4. 

R.t."""e. - Yeur lette"/~dt.Ho.P_1611125 date,. ,~ 

=-... -

- Th. -rile obtafn@ll by the tOllovtn, oUfeta .. '1 In tho eboy. ~ent1oned .lUIatnation a,.. «!ven hlo .. ,_ 

·n--l---- __ ~-- _______ ~ 
"Qll@ 0 : .... p.r. 
Candidate - I II -Ill IV . . 

~------------------------------
--;- - ---------- --- - ,-~ ..... _- ..... - ...... - ......... 

:op, torwwrde<l to , .. _ 

. ~L 

...J, '- IIrt U.K. Ht.,.. ~. c.r.o. LuOMO. tor 
1ntoraatlon~· .,. ... 

• iJ' _ 

. -f·,;;; .z....' ~s~ --. -
I ",-

. " 'II I 
j. t ~ : 

\ .: 
,"./ 
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r""p:;; ]-;Q}!' % ~ ,:rOn COURT 0" J1).) I .' Vi ~ LUCT~'TC~i ""1:'NCHCATU .. ~,e; A'::: ALLAiiAE.;D (!.J 
.,,,; ,,-J,ul , LUC¥J::Ol:l , 

HRIT PBI'I'rIOH !'TO. opr 1985 Yll:( 
Amar Pal Ojha anc others I ••••• l?eti tioners 

V.:;rsus 

)£~~ ~ Union of Ind-la ... & Others • • • • ';Vp. PG.rties 

Alr'iEXUH.E NO.8 

. ~~ .... \ ~ ~ C-............ ","",- "'f """,~\<. "t d)"l'i€ . 
C.'Mttl'~\\vc. ("lC'!4~;~'~ 'fc" f\i;.L" .. ,-t~ 
~D -k.. ~ 01 6\ . ~ T·"'. Glt\P\4f ~ {. J 

eX4.'Wi.i~\D'W\ ~ OM ,S't\.... 4- 16tl f\U",L 

;. 

119't . 
N.f-\,~ ~ ..... tI .... ~tAi- ..w..,J 1I~·9·iI't. -

"":"1...... ""- ."i!\!\\t..".>. t;..L\4~ ~ ~\4 ,'~. 
''' •• :,$i.. 4llove.. ~A"-~~'~ ~ ,/\/\ ~Af\("'" 
c--l M t"..:\\-~~~ ~~~.J) {II f ~1 /vft.~>~: 
.k~ riP. l&' -t ,,.~ ~,f)f h:ic:..J 3-1-4i'i ~.i'~. 
~'-l~;L'd"",, t.\S r tV~·S ~.-

,~~ 
Ii ft !i i: 
S'\ \t<> ~~ ~~;J .. 



I~JI'EE HON' BLi: l~ICH COTJRr OF JU,) lCAl'URE Jl~T A-LLA.HABAD 

LUC}(NOi'i 3EN'CH, LUCK!·1{l'l 

dRlr P.E.1'I'1:'ICl: NO. 

Amar Pal Ojha and others 

Versus 

Union of India an1 others 

...--

OF 1985 

•••• Petitioners 

•••• Opp •. Pa rties 

• ANNExuaE ~O. 9 

Phone 561873 Gram : rELT~~FFIC 

All India Telegraph ~rraffic E.'mploYE:es Union Class III 

(Regist,ered. Under th€~ I.r.U. Act 1926) 

President : Seal 
D.C. Shukla 

General secretary: 
V •. "\. Parsulkar 

Ref. No. T-157 

Shri T.5. Subramaniam,' 
~jemb(>r (ro), 
P&T Board, 
New Del~i-l10001. 

Cen,tra I Leadauarters­

.4/2.3, v./.E.A.,Karol Bagh 
NEW DELHI-110005. 

Dat,oo: 3rd Sept. 84. 

Sub : Announcement of results of competitive Examination 
for:...11§. Group C held in Hareh 84-:.... Case of UP Circle. 

Sir, 

Directorate has announced the results of 4 vacancies in 
u.p. Circle Vi~e No. 29-1/84-DE dated 23.7.84 whereas th8 
G .!"I'1' UP Circle announced 17 vacancies for the said exam ina 
tion (Copy at"t:achedl) • 

Before examination was held I the GHr office announced 
only 4 vacancies (copy attached) • As per nonna 1 policy no 
vacancy can be reduced or increased a=t.er examination is 
held. But this particular case has a di::ferent back-ground 

'rhe GHI', UP Circle reduced 15% posts of AS'1'I' (Tr5-
Group C) at the time of implementation of orders of one 
time boun:1 promotion by mistake. As per these order 15% 
posts of Supervisors' (LSG TMs/Clerks) should have been 
reduced. On a complain.t, the Directorc.te: has clarified 
the ruling vide No. 1-71/83-NCG dated 16.5.84 that the 
action to reduce 15% POflts' of ASs TT '!las wrong. Therefore 
GET LucknovJ had modified the announcement of vacancies 
from 17 to 4 to 17. 

I_t is, therefore , requested. t~at the matter be inves­
tigated and necessary action to announce the results of 
17 vacanci~~fl is taken since the normal rtlle not to increa­
se or decrease ·posts can not be applied 1n this case. 

The reduction \<Jas due to arbitrary action of the offi­
cers in Circle office, Lucknow to reduce '15% posts on ip"'.­
plementation of one time bound promotion .. For their incom­
petency" those who stand selected or qualified for selec­
tion shoulc. not suffer. 

An irr.mediate action is requested. 
\';ith reg'3.rds, 

Yours' faithfully # 

Sd/- (V ... l\.H.r:..RSDLKp.'.=1.) 
CENERhL SECREGhRY 

Copy to - 1'he Local Secy., Lucknmv, for N/B. 
The Circle 58CY. LUCJUlOW for taJdng up with 
the Gh1', Lucknow. 
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II1,10~;::: 0 

C,;:'hE' 7~ccal i::;ecyoc J;Uc1,(GO'h1 o 

'rhe CiX:-cle ;Joey" $ IJucknm! 0 

ThE: LOcal Siec}?' ell ;1\gra '" 

/ 

( V oL c 11:i.,:.1,::·,U:G}C~ 11 ) 
GEjYU~};t,"": i~ tS2:(:;TZEI'?:.[{Y 

Ud/~ 
( GJ';~~i;,;f'\J~JJ=l iJ~~(:~y~;r .,:1)[1 



), "i' ..... ~-
• t' J~ Li'., .,.., 

, I 

" 

" 
" 

I 
:1 

ii 

19K" 
Ir','"~mN~F 

7:l liSe 
HiGH COUI:T 

Ih .. I.AHABr,;) 

T.7" ~ ....-

\'"'""}:,",, , 



:.: id.{":nt if y t}~.e ;:18LJCnc::-lt linc 
};)0;;::0 rfJ n·.(C; c 



"'~I ,. 

:I""!' " ., . • •• ' " 
l e' ~' 

".~.. " • .!;,......a ...... ---. 

, 

ii" to . .. 
~ . 

.II' 

BEFORE THE· CENI'RAL ADMINI STRATIVE TRIl~Ul'AL 

CIRCUIT BEN::H, LOCKNOW 

T .'A. No.'l7l4 of 87 (T) 

••• l'eti tioners 

Union of India and others •• Opp. parties 

Counter Affidavit on behalf of Opr, Parties No.'l to 3 

aged 

ye ars, son of ShriJ-:-~ft B. \'1\ .. \<J\,G\M... f­

t­
about ~~ 

at ~resent posted as r'J\ssisb\ t'Y\<f'Mt~'L &t&-~.J f-
. r 1)~ s~~ t--

r:.~h::~(L::k=e:n::::; ::::::::::a:~:n · ~ 
deponent solemnly affirm and state as under:-

~-
1. That the depone~t is posted as A ss-tl. tM,~ WJ-

....... \)~t-n.<::t l-
in the office of the "tt .~Manager, Telecommunication 

r r~Ltf-
r-~. ~~, Lucknowand is authorisedk~S competent 

to swear and file the counter affidavit I:>n behalf 

of all the Opp. parties to the writ petition. 

2. That the deponent has read the writ petition 

alongwi th the Annexure thereto as well a~) the 

application for the interim relief and hclS understood 

the contents thereof. 

3. Before giving parawise reply to the averements ,-

made in the writ petition, certain facts and circumstances 

I 

J 
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which are reI evant and have be en stated :in the 

writ petition are being stated bereunder;-

.o.~ ) That Sl~ri Amar Pal OJ ha, TA is working in 

Telegraph Traffic Di visi on, Kan pur, Uma Kant Misra, 

TIL, working under C.S.C. T. O. Lucknow, tl,am Kunwar 

Singh TIL is working under C. S.C. T.O. , Agra. 

(b) That all these three candidates appeared in A. S. T. T. ~ 
Group 'c' Examination held on 15th & 16th P·'!arch 1984 

from Kanpur p Lucknow and Agra Centres respectively 

against the vacancies for the year 1983. 

(c) That before the commencement of the said examin-

ation , 4 vacancies (OC-3, SC-NIL, ST-01) 'Were notified 

vide General Manager Telecom UP Circle Lucknow letter 

No.Rectt/M-28/D/84/7 dated 15.2.84. These vacancies 

were calculated applying l5;~ cut apolied t() all the 

supervisory..w.adre's vide P&T Directorate letter No-.1-71/ " 

83-NCC dated 17.12.83, as Internal Finance was of the 
, 

view that 15,l6 cut was applicable in .ISTT cadre also. 

But at the same time the matter was r"eferred to 1=&T 

Directorate for clarification. The F&T Directorate 

rCMt t- . . 
clarified on 16.5.84 that ~l was not a9plicable in 

-tSTT cadre and consequently vacancies were :revised 

" from (4) "to (17) "and a revised notification. for 17 

vacancies was issued{ie. OC-l4, :&;-2, 8. 5T 1) vide 

Off ice Memo No. Rectt/M-28/D/84/6 dated 3.7.EI4.' 



. 
, ", 

t 
l 

(d) From Directorate result of only 4 successful 

candi dat~'s was received a note wa s in sEirted by this , ' 

office below the result that 'Po more :ru~lified 

candidate is available~. 

(e) That in the meantime a letter No.2l3/l1-!84-STN 

dated 24.9.84 from r&T Directorate was received to 

clarify the circumstances lead5.ng to revi si on of 

vacancies and their nntification without prior 

approval of F&r Board, which was clarified vide 

letter NO.Rectt/M-28/D/84/6 dated 9.10.84 , 

but finally a letter' from P&T Directorate vide hi s , 

~\t\)CAD i.s~~",~cll- ~ 
letter No.2l3/l1/84-STN dated 2.3. 85k in which it ... \J~"(.\;) 

stated that the question of filling up of the revised 

vacancies in ASTT Cadre for the year 1984 1~!liaminc3tion 

does not arise because the cO""1petent authority had 

revised the vacancies after the examination was over. 

4. That the contents of para 1 to 6 of thl~ writ 

~~ 
petition no reply is requred. 

" 
5; That the contents of para 7 of the wri t 

peti tion are admitted. However vacancy pas i'tion was 

notified vide letter No.Rectt/ -28/D/84/7 dated 15.2.84 . 
bef ore the examinati cn was held, where as thE' exami,~ ati on 

waa held on 15th & 16th March 1984. 

6. That in reply to the contents of para 8 (,f 

the writ peti tion it is submitted that the vaGancies were 

n'otified vide letter NO.Rectt/M-28/0/84/7 date1d 15.2.84. 
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A copy of the above notification is being filed 

as Anne xure C:-l to this affidavit. 

7. That the contents of para 9 of the writ 

petition are admitted. 

8. That the contents of para 10 6f the writ 

petition are admitted to the extent that post of ASTT 

Group tc, is hi~~hest non-Gazetted Cadre but a1: the time 

of calculation of vacancies it was interpretted that 
V . ' "-1-

15% b.ut was applicable to the ASTT Cadre, beCc3use xRK of tee 

time bound promotion scheme, l57h cut applicable to all the 

sure rvi sory posts accordingly 4 vacancies wer~~ calculated 

applying 15]6 cut and were announced. 

9. That the contents of para 11 of the writ ratition 

are admitted. 

10. That the contents of para 12 8. 13 of the: wri t 

petition are adlpi tted. 

. ~,,\onel' t; ~ 
. I'..~~ .~ ~". (0 ~11. That in reply to the contents of para 14 of the 

. t!( ~"'.~ ~ .. ,:: ~t ;" ... !fit ~etition it is submitted that on receipt of re-

'-. ~~." _ (1'" .lb'D,.: Pfesentation from the Uni~ns, the matter was referred to 

. (.,..{~.,.....-.; .. ~~" ,,-F8.T Directorate for clarification in respect 10f 
. ';:"1'. A 'Eat. t . ? 
~:-;,~ 

-- ........ application of. l~;b cut in ASTT cadre. In the light of 

clarification received from p8.r Directorate vacancies 

were notified on 3.7.1984 in good faith anticipated 

Directorate's approval. But later on it came! to the notice 

of the GMT that he was not Competent to revise the vacancies 

after the examindtion was over without prior aDproval of 

F&T Board. Rule regarding computation of vacancies is 

) 
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being filed as Annexure C-2 to this counter 

affidavit. Accordingly, the matter has been 

referred to Director General ~T New ~!lhi with 

full justification for final decision in the ~atter. 

12. That the contents of para 15 of the 

writ petition are adr:Jitted. However, it is stated 
./ 

that as against 17 Provisionally revised vacancies 

result of only 4 candidates was received, the line 

that 'No more qualified candidate is cwailable' was 

inserted below the results published. 

13. That the contents of para 16 of the writ 

petition are admitted. However, it i!3 stated that the 

examination is Co"petitive and not quali.fying as 

alleged in the wri t ~ ti tion. 

14. That the contents of para 17 of the writ 

petition are admitted. However it is submitted that 

the qualifying marks of the candidates'k~r""does not 

.' enti tIe them for selection unless thery stand in merit 

upto the nunber of vacancies as the E!xamination is 

competititve. 

15. That the contents of para 19 of the 

writ petition are incorrect, hence denied. However 

it is stated that the authority who revised the 
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vacancies from 4 to 17 was not competent authority 

to do so after the examinAtion was over. In this 

connection final declsi-on of 00 F&T, New Delhi has since 

been received vide his letter No.213/ll/84··STN dated 

2.3.1985 stating that the question of fillilng up 

the revised vacancies in the AST! cadre for the year 

1984 examination does not arise at this stage because 
, 

the authority who has revised the vacancies: after 

examination is over, had no power to do so. A copy of 

the said letter is being filed as Annexure ~-3 to this 

counter affidavit. 

16. That in reply to the contents of para'-20 

of the Writ petition it is submitted that the 

contention of th~ petitioners are not po~sible in 

view of the reply given to para-19 of the writ 

petition in the preceeding paragraph. 

17.' That the contents of para 21 of the \ 

writ petition are ad~itted. 

18. That in reply to the contents of plara 22 of 

the writ petition, it is submitted that as per th~ 
, 

decision of competent Authority ie. DG, P&T, New Delhi, 

the remaining vacancies as per notification not anaroved 

. .--
by the COMpetent Authority cannot be filled up from the 

candidates of the examination held in March 1984, however, t 
<'! I­

the remaining vacancies of 1984 will be accounted for ~ 

the next examination. 



19. Th.3t :the contents of para 23 of the 

. wri t Det:i. ti on are admitted. 

20. That the contents of para 24 of the 

writ r:'etltion are not admitted and it i.s 

rei terqted in reply given to para -22 of the 

wri t petition as above. 

21. That the contents of para 25 8. 26 of th~ 
wri t !)eti ticn are not admitted. However.i t is 

#- Was 
submi tted that i t X~~ OiEm to the peti tionE'rs to 

,--was 
cor.;pete the eXamination \·vhich XS~Scheduled to be 

held in March 1985. 

22. That the grounds taken by the pe ti ti oners 

are not maintainable and tenable in the eyps of Law. 

23. In view of the facts and circumstances 

~-'~~~d"\~;_~~!~statPd above, ·the writ oetition filed by the U ~\"''' ~.it 0 . 
r o~ tP,... . 

is liable to be dismissed with costs.. 

. ~, ~.~~~ ,') :!:~? 
J .~: • 

. , 
.' .. 

\ 

Lucknow, 

- Dated- :.." ~ sept. 88 

I, the above named deponent do hereby 

,.,--
v~rify that the contents of para' \ 4-

to 2- # are 

true to my knowledlje and those of 'Paris '3 .~ .2..., }-. 
L.-

are believed to be \rue 

on the basis of official records and ir:formation 

gathered and those of para r- ).. 2 t> L > ~ 
are believ~d to be true on the basis of legal 

advice. No part of it is false and nothing material 
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f act has been concealed, so help me God) 

Lucknow, 

Dated Sept. 88. 

I identify the deponent who hclS signed 

~~ 
(~ChaUdhari) 

before me 

AdvocAte, H.C. 

,Solemnly affirmed before me on ~o -!).- ~ g 
at IC- 3~ am/pm' .by Shr:t V. K. Chaudhari jl Advocate, High 

Court Lucknow Bench , Lucknow. 

I have satisfied myself by examining the deponent 

that that he has understood tre contents of this affidAv~t 

wh ch wert> r~ad over and explained to him by me. 

Lucknow, 

Dated:: ~ c - j' Sept 88 

~dJ "II,~-- ni)~ 
Oath Commissioner. 

"t;!.1 ~l"I·!t:u ~~"" 
.. ~., t~! CClt~~ 

';'IIl! .. ~ to~rt. ~~ 

I ttoj".o'" .~. 

~ &k~l~o ....... -""-'\..'~: ..... ~' .. ---. 
'--'1G~fF:rr 
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From: 

To 

ANNEXURE - C-l 

INDIAN ruSTS AND TELEGRAlHS DEPARnJlENT 

General Manager, Telecom 
U.P. Circle, Lucknow 

I 
E)£a!Dinatio~f/Urgeet 

1. The C. S. eTO Agra/Lucknow 

~. All SSTT/STT in UP Circle 
3. 5updt. Incharge, eTOs in UP Circle 
4. Incharge, D.T.o. in~UP Circle 

No. Rectt/M-28/D/84/7 

~ubject: Competitive examination for Dromotiqn to the Asstt. 
Superintendent Telegranhs Traffic Gr1ot."P-C Scheduled 
to be hpld on 15th & 16th March 1984 

Announcement of Vacancies. 

. . ~ . 
/ 

Kindly refer to this office letter number even dated 

5.1.1984 notifying the conduction of the ~bove mentioned 

examination and inviting ap-:lications from the candidates 
eligible for the exam. 

2. ThA vacancies for this exa ination for the period 

ending upto 31.12.83 against the departmental quota are 

notified as under for the information of the candidates. Thee 

may be widely notified a[(.ong the staff working under your 

jurisdiction to avoid any co",plaint on the subject: 

O.C 

03 

sc 

Nil 

Vacancies. 
5T' Totall. 

01 04 

_ r'_ (sIT vacancies to be exchanged with sic if no candid?te of 
recrui tme rit ) ~nc;~~~S/T available in this third year of 

#~ .. ,\fJ ,. (J'." 

, ,
tlJ cJ~,. ~.. Kindly acknowledge rp.ceiot. 

-.. ~ sdl - G.D.' Singh 
j Asstt. Director'i Teleco. (T''P) 

C 'j' for General i'vlanager Tel ecom 
q 6 ' '", \..:~ ,/ u. p. Ci Tcl e, Lucknow. 

, I- '~,., _ .. 11'\'\~ C..ory forwarded to::-
I A~v ? 

"'- t, <:./1. AGM( Staff) Circle Office" Lucknow with ref rrence to 
.. ,j: his letter nO. Staff /M-l711/82/3 dated l3.2~ 84. Please 

also intimate the break up of vacancies ag,ainst 25;':; quota 
for outside recruitment. 

2. Director General, F&T DE~New Delhi-llOOOl ' 
3. Chief ~ccounts Office"r(TA) whopal Hou.se t Lucknow 
4. Officer Incharge, AFS Records office, Kamp:~ee . 
5. All recogn:_sed service Unions Group fe' Tel~egtaphs traffl.c 

Employeees UP Circle. ,II , • 
6. The Director Telecom( C) Lucknow( E) varanaS'llb(\J) Dehradun (N) 

Jareilly. \ i 

7. No±±be Board, Circle Office, Lucknow, 8. Sl are. 
ITrue copy.v 

-:==:::;>, ~~., 



ANNEXURE C -2 

Extract of DG P&T Letter N0,,1-53/78-N::;C datlt9_10. 7 ;80 

~mputation of vacanc i es -

(i) The number of vacancies for the cadre shall 

be calculated very carefully in accordance' wi th the 

instructions Gonta ~n ed in th~.s office lette:r No. 41-6/ 

68 -~tc dated 29.5.:1972 and 15.4.1975. The calculation 

of vacancies should have a r~asonable cOr.1pa:rison with 

average actual -recru5.tment made over the prl9ceed::ng three 

yeArs. The Director Telecom, shall personally check 

tbe ~alcul~tion of vacancies well in time before the 

ann ouncement. 

(ii) The numbE~r of vacancies for each category of 
candidates (Dppartmental and outsiders) shall be 

announced at the time of issue of notice for the 

examination for departmental quota for the infor'TIation 

of all the candidates. 

(iii) The number of vacancies once announced shall not 

be changed, modified or altered subsequently except 

in exceptional circllcstat'lces and that also with the 

prior ap"'roval of F&T Necessitates the revi:sion. 

Sd/- M.A. ~~sari 
Asst. Director, Tel~ Communication{ pp) 

Office of the G~neral Manager, Telecom 
ur Circle, Lllcknow. 



Copy of D. G. ~T Letter No. 213/11 /84-STN d~t('d 
2.3.85 from Asstt. Dirpctor Genera1( STN) 0/0 D. G. 
F&T New Delhi addressed to General Manager 
Telecom, UP Circle, Lucknow" 

••••• 

AttnL Shri K. H. Khan 
Dy. Gil Me 

Sub:: Revision of vacancies for the ASIr Examinatfon 
held in March 1984. 

• • • • 

I am di rected to refer to your office d. o. 

letter No. Rectt/M-28/D/84/6 dated 12.2,.85 on "he 

above subject and to say that the question of 

filIi g up of the revised vacancies in ASTT cadre for 

the year 1984 examination does not ari!~e at thj s 

stage because the authority who had revised the ¥ 

vacancies ho after the examin~tion was over, had no 

powers to do so. Hence in view of the circumstances 

stated in your d. o. letter under re£eri~nce, the 

re~aini~g vacancies of 1984 may please be addpd for 

1985 exarmnation. 

Sd/- V. R,9maswamy 
As st t. Di rector Gen era 1 ( 5TN) 



BEE'0RB 'IHh ~N'I'AAL AUHIN1STR.l.\.rrIVErRIBUNAL, 

CIRCUIT 3ENQ-l., LUC.KNOV'J 

T .A., NO. 1714 0 E' 1987 ('r) 

Amar pal Ojha and others •••• Petit~ioners 

Versus 

Union of India and others •••• Opposite Parties. 

REJOINDER AFE'IDAVIr TO THE COUNl'i!!R AFE'IJJAVl'£ 

lTILED BY rli,t; oproSI'r~ PARTIES NO. 1 '1'0 3. 

• • • • • 

I, AIDar Pal Ojha, aged about 34 years son of 

Sri O1andra fuushan 0 jha, 'relegraph Assistan t, Cen tral 

'relegraph Office, Ludmow, do hereby sole:rmly affirm and 
i 

sta te as under-
, j 

1. That the deponent is one 0 f the p eti tioners 
~ 

in the afo resaid Claim Petition m and haS gone through 

the contents of the counter Affidavit filted on behalf 
v 

.... ' 

I 

om the Opp. Parties No. 1 to 3 • After be:~ng fully Q)nver-' 

sant \-lith the facts, the depon en t gives rEt~ply to those 

as under. 
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2. lbat in reply 'to the contents of paragraphs 

1 & 2 of the Count~r ALfidavit, it is stuted that ~ri 

Shahid Ali Khan is Assistant Engineer and belongs to 

an :i::ngi..'18E:.:ring iJing. He is post.ed with tn,:; Divis:iona.l 

lvlanager {'l'elephones} and has got no concem w iththe 

l'raffic ','Jinc. 4~S such, he is not supposed to knOYJ full 

facts. It is stated that toth the wings a.re different and 

establishment of both the wings are als:> d.ifferent. 

No reliance ca."). be placl;';d on the facts st,ated by the 

nen t of the Counter .. Affidavit. 

3. 'lbat in reply to the contents of paragraph 3A, 

of the Qnl!1t.0r Affidavit, it .is stated that the deponent 

"./ ---working in the 'l'elegraph Traffic Division in wGilaow 

and not ir.l Kanpur. Rest of -che contents are not denied. 

V' 
4. 'rhat in reply to the conte4ints of paragraph 3B 

~ 

of the Cou.'1t,~~r Affidavit, it is stated that ~xdb!~ in 

the examina'tion non;;: of thE: petitioner appe~red from 

., " 

Kanpur. 'rhe petitioners appeared from Luctno,,; ano. Agra 

Cen tre only. 

5. lhat in reply to thE contents 0 f paragraph 3C 

of t.be Count.er Affid::vit, it is stated that thE; policy 

of 15% cut in the post is not applicablE in this case and 

,therefore the revised notification of 17 vacancy was 
" i 

r • .rightly made. The Opposite Parties OUgtit t.o havE; declared 

'the result of 17 posts and not of four po sts. 

6. ·.rhat the oontents of pa.ragraph 3.u of 1:.1'1(; Cbunter 

Affidavit Qre deni,:::d. It is stated that it \"Jas hrongly 
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and incorrectly mentioned that no quali,fied candidate 

is available. Rule 319 0 f P & 'r Hanual Vol. IV has 

been clearly via lated in this case. As stated in the 

~'l ri t Petition, the petit:ioners are qualified and 

are liable to be selected on the post of A.S.T.T. 

G roup-I II •. 

7. That t.he contents of paragrapr.l 3E of the 

Cbuh.ter Affidavit, as stated, are denietd. 'rhe vacan-

cies of 17 posts was ri91tly notified a.nd it was 

notified 20 days befo re the date of dec:laration of 

resul t by Directo r (Generdl) and it was conveyed 

by General Hanager {releronV immediately thereafter. 

As such, the result fo r 17 po sts 0 f A.S.'r .'1'. Group-III 

Ehould have been declared in place 0 f the resul t 0 f 

only 4 posts. It was wmngly mentioned that no rrore -

qualified. candidates \'-lere available. ~tile the fact is 

that the petitioners had already qualij:ied the exami­

nation as per Rule 319 of P & 'r i'lanual" 

8. rhat the contents of paragraph 4 of the 

(bunter Affidavit need no reply. 

9. 'rbat in reply to the contents of paragraph 5 

of the CountEr affidavit, it is stated that the vacan-

cies 0 f 17 posts was ri91t1y notified ]oefore the result 

of the examination could be declared a,S the said vacan-

cies of 17 posts was ascertained to th~~ Opp. Parties. 

'rhe Opposite Parties ou<j1.t to have declared the result 

of 17 posts and not of 4 posts only. 
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10. 'l"hat in reply to the contents of paragraph 6 

of the Q)unter Affidavit, it is stated that the General 

l>1an~ ('l'elecom), the Opposite Party No. 3 had wrongly 

mcadm calculated the vacancies of only 4 posts which 

vJere pointed out by the pE;titioners and union concemed. 

As such ,the vacancies of 17 posts were correctly notified. 

11. That the contents of paragraph 7 of the 

Q)unter Af:Eidavit need no reply. 

12. That the contents of paragraph 8 of the 

Cbunter Affidavit, as stated,are denied. It is stated 

that the Opposite .iParties wrongly interp:reted that the 

15% cut on the total pOsts was applicabl(~ to the A.S.T.T. 

cadre because of the time round Prorrot;ic.n Sd1eme. In 

this case 15% cut was not applicable. 

13. That the contents of paragraphs 9 & 10 of 

the Counter Affidavit need no reply. 

14. That in reply to the oontents of paragraph 1~ 

of the Counter Affidavit, it is stated that the Opposite 

Farty No. 3 being the suoordinate of Dire!ctor (General) 

has no authority or pOHer to review or rrodify his 

decision. The Dire:ctor General was fully corrpetent to 
\.,/. 

revive the vacan cies and hav in g full autho ri t y , he 

ri~tly revised the vacancies and notified 17 vacancies 

in place of only 4. '1'he .t>..tmexure 0-2 filed. alongwith 

the Counter Affidavit is not applicable in. this case as 
V 
a: the letter dated 10.7.1980 relates to oln.ly calculatjon 

of vacancies and laying down the form of lrlorms • 'rhe 

said letter is applicable in case of non-:Eormula basis 
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V 
vacancies \oJhile the present po stx in question is 

a formula. based post. It is respectfully submitted that 

initially the number of seats was not announced rut 

later on the department concerned. inm I:rectly announced 

only 4 vacancies rut on pointint out the mistakes corrmi­

""'--tted by tL"-le department, the number of 13: vacancies modi-

fied to 17. The Armexure C-2 appears to be an extract 

anu is not a complete document. It is also stated that I I 
in the letter, it has noit;here been mentioned that the 

Directo r GEneral 0 r P & r Ebard canno't rrodify the 

vacancies after th e examinations are over. 

15. 'rhat in reply to the contents of paragraph 12 

of the Counter Affidavit, it is stated that the depart-

ment c:onceDled had already notified thei four vacancies 

in place of 17 which was later on racti.fied and the 

Oppo site Parties h ~mself have declared result 0 f 17 

vacancies and not of four. 

16. That in reply to the con ten ts of paragraphs 

13 & 14 of the (bunter Affida.vit, it is stated that 

thou91 the examination is corrpetitive, the cur.i.dil~t.c 

lllUE,t cbta:in the qualifying marks first and thereafter 

only he 03n be considered in the corrpeti tion. In this 
t...-

ca.se, the petitioners have been rej ected on the ground 

that they had not qualified. Although, they have 

already qualified vJhid1 :"8 ro\"}here bee:n disputed in 

the Q)un'ter Affidavit. 

17. 'I'hat the contents of pa ragraph 15 of the 

(bunter Affidavit are denied as incorrect, wrong and 

false. It is statted that the inrorrect notification 
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of vacancies and later on it \vas modif:Lt~d unc1 correct 

number of vacancies werE:; notified by the CDrrpetent 

authority. In Annexure C-3, the Assistant Director 

(General) appears to have turned out tJ:1.e decision of 

Director (General) while Asstt. Director General has 

no poi,'\Jer to <D so • The Directo r Genel:al had already 

corrected the mistake and it was in hi.~, conpetence 

to correct himself. 

18. That th e contents 0 f paragraph 16 0 f the 

a>unter Affidavit are denied and in r~~ply the contents 

of paraqraph 20 of the writ Petition are reiterated. 

19. That the contents of paragra;ph 17 of the 

O::>unter Affidavit need no reply. 

20. 'That in reply to the content.s of paragraph 18 

of the COunter Affidavit, it is stated that the Opp. 

Parties have not shown any document in which the po~ers 

of the Director (General) have been C!urtailed to the 

effect that he is not corrpetent to rE~vise his O\il1 

inCDrrE~ct decision taken earlier. It. i:;; stated that 

the vacancies, remained unfilled in the examinations 

held in the year 1984, have not been accounted fo r 

next examinations and they are still lying vacant. 'rhis 
~ 

canten·tion is also supp:>rted due to rea~()TI that after 

thE:: year 1984, the vacancies 0 f less than 13 posts 

have been notified in the preceeding years. 

21. That the contents of paragl:aph 19 0 I: the 

CountE:r Affidavit need no reply. 
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}:::laJ:;. t,1:1G; c:or.::tGjts of paragJr©ohs 20 & 21 
. t,./ 

the Cbur::l.tex j~f:fj.63,vid:'. ~lr:: j'ln:i;-:'.d cT';:: E jl.r:. :t:(;:ply ~:l':e 

is 

Deponont 

i::ho.t t.he cont.e~ts of paragrQphs 1. to 22 of t.h.is ~[fi 

I;:}o help mE: God 0 

Oct. 0 5~ 1.983 

i..-/t~ 

am/lXli' by ~ri 24tflQ.J:' l?t,.l ujba r 

clmo\;~ 0 

q ~ -

ez;;) 1,;ur:; (;.:). 

';"i.C[t C 
I:. I.l '''-

Cc t<~)\. (C,.\~i ~ 
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IN THE HONtBLEHIGH COURT OF JUDlCA AT ALIA~ 

\\J/~'3~ CL 
~UCKNOW BENCH, WCKN~~ [~ 

Civil Mise. Appl ica tien NO., : (w) 0 1985 

~n re 

WRIT PErI TI ON NO. 934 OF l~ 985 
.:..". .. ~~ . -'- , 

Amar Pa 

Versus 

~ 

.. ' .. Petitioners­
Applicants 

Union of India and others •• ~. OpP. Parties 

APPLI~TION FOR STJ~Y - -
The above named applicants mos1.~ respectfully 

beg to state as under-
1 

·1 

'l:'hat for the facts and reasons: stated in the 
, 

aecompanlring affidavit and other affidalvits filed 
1 

alongwith the application for the Stayiand the Writ 
1 

Petitionj. it is most respectfully prayei:d that this 

Hon'ble Court may kindly be pleased to _ pass an 
• .1 

ad-interim Stay order restraining the Opposite Parties 
I 

I 
to give effect to the result of A.S.T .TI:_ Exam 1985 

!! 

(00 P&T N:I. 20.a/84-DE dt. 9.8.85) with! regard to the 
:1 

'i u.P. Tele.wcom Circle and may further be'.! pleased to 

pass any :suitable order looking into th~ circumstance .. 
11 

of the case in favour of the petitioner;~. 

Lucknow-Dated,. 

Sept. 2, 1985 

I 

i,~.&~ J,r~, b 
( Il~B. SI-) . 

J~dvocate 
Counsel for thc~ Applicants. 

II 
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IN THE HON' BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDlCA'nJ:RE AT ALIAHABAD 

LUCKNOW BENCH, LUCJ(~ 

WRIT PETITION NO. 934 OF 1985 

Amar Pal Ojha and others 

Versus 

Unior of India and others 

AFFIDAVIT 

! . , 
I 

.,' •• Petitioners 

• u •• Oppesi te Parties 

If Arnar Pal Ojha aged about 3~~ years, Sloe sri 

Cbandra Bhushan Ojh.a, Telegraph Assistant, Central 

Telegraph Office, Lucknow, do hereby solemnly affirm 

and state as under-

1. That the deponent is one of the petitioners in 

the above noted Writ Petition and is dlDing pairvi on 

behalf of the other petitioners, as sulch after being 
, ~,.,' n", 
~/ .: "'~..;..~. fully conversant with the facts deposes hereunder. 

, &\\. ~ ,{~\ 
,',~ , . 
i· \ x:.. 2 '" 1/' t ,- ,Of:',' f • That the aforesaid writ Petiti(1)n is filEd by the 
\;. \ o'':;'}"f:I ,.... .. ~ 

'~~. · ~~ I petitioners against the declaration of the result for 
,~ "5" ,__ ' "~:Ol;" • 

'. "iil -- ." . . luu.\, • filling up the posts of A.S.T.T. in thEa Department in 

which the Opposite Party No.3 illega1jLy and arbitrarily 

dis-qualified the t'8lQI8zXjc.~etitioners from being selected 

and also against the order of the Opposite Party No.2 who 
./ 

failed to consider the suitable qualifi,oatioI5of the 

aWl ican ts. 
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3. That the aforesaid writ petition was filed 

before the examination to fill up the posts of A.S.T.T. 

in U.P. Circle in the year 1985 was conducted and this 
i 

Hon'ble Court was pleased. to direct the Opposite Parties I 

to seek the instxuctions and subsequently was pleased 

to diredt the Opposite Parties to file their Counter 

Affidavits. 

4. That nearly 4 Stay Applications have been moved 
,/ 

but no application has been disposed off • and even 

has failed to come up for their hearing. 

5. That as stated above, the Writ Petition was 

filed before the examination for selec~ing the candi­

dates on the post of A.S.T.T. was held • SUbsecpently 

the exam:i.nation was held and ultimately the result of 

A.S.T.T. Exam. 1985 was declared on 9.B.85 in which 12 

persons have been shown to be selectEd. An extract true 

copy of the result is being filEd here'with as Annexu,[,! 

v.: ' • 
No. S-l to, this a~fidavit"7J..e ~~,.e::J-.i~ ":'<;~ /wu, ~ e~.~ 
'{qI<JWrl etfer:.r ~-nof -fI.A ~0-->'5 .~.fla.~ ,;"u..eCJ::>:.;~ Y 

v?t..oJ.-.F>J~ ""t.dL I::~. ,f 
6. That the petitioners. whose results were illega-

lly withheld and despite obtaining the qualifying marks. 

were not shown to be selected, have lost their oppor­

tunity to appea.r in the A.S.T.T. Emmi:nation. 

7. That the petitioners have full right to hold 

the post of A.S.T.T. in view of their perfoxmance in the 

examination held in year 1984 and if the result of 
It' 

A.S.T.T. (Assistant Superintendent Te l 'egraph4. Traffic) 

Exam. 1985 is given effect, the petitLoner would loose 

their valuable right. 
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9. That it will be in the interest o:f justice that the 

result of A.S.ToT. Exam. 1995 , declared 4,n 9.8.85, may 

kindly be m)t given effect intx>. 

LuCknow-Dated, 
v 

Sept. 3 f 1985 

~RIFICATION 

I, the above named deponent, do hlereby verify 

that the contents of paragraphs 1 to 8 of this affidavit 

are true to my personal knowledge. No part of it is false 

and nothing material has been concealed. b~{ me. So help 

me God. 

LUc]mow-Dated. 

sept.!f 1985 

I identify the deponent who has /Z~;~ me • 

Lucknow-Dat8i. / Advc~cV 

Sept. 2 .1985 
,,~ yo 

So~tnmly affirmed becfore me on ~.~~ •• 1985 at 

\ \)'em a.4~. by Sri Amar Pal Ojha, the depont~nt, who is identi-

fied by sri I.B. Singh, Advocate, High Court, Lucknow Bench, 

IAlcknow. 

I helve satisfied myself by examin:Lng the deponent 

that he understands the oontents of this nffidavit which 

has been read over and explained by me to him. 

H)~,.f~4v~ 
l-:jc~ ('fluet, . LucknoYi Bc:I!IC 

ur,~( JI/tl 
1!Jo... .••. -6 . .I.et r-.. . 
O."to .• ' .•• 3 ';-. ' .. , . '":". ~ ....... .. 
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IN THE HON' BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDlCATURlC AT ALLAHABAD 

LUC!KNOVl BENCH, LUCKNO!'! 

'_'iR;.;.:I_T~P,;;,:ET:.:I::.;T:.::I~O.:.;.N...::N;..;:O:..;:._9.:::;.:3:::..:4=-:O.;;;.F-=1~ 

Amar Pal Ojha and others • • • •• Peti tione rs 

versus 

Union 0 fIndia and oth ers •••• Opp. Parties. 

ANNEXURE NO. 8-1 -
ALL INDIA TELEGRAPH TRAFFIC EMPLOYEES UNION .CLASS III 

GENtCRAL HEADOOARTEBS, N&\f DELHI-S 

--
Result of ASTT Exam.198S( DG ;P&T No. 20-8/84-DE 
dated 9.8.85) • ---_ ... 

Sl.No. Roll No. NamE~ of the Candidates 

U.P. Telecom Circle 

1. UPT/AS-SS/81 

2. 93 

3. 96 
4. 39 

5. 102 

6. 32 

7. 77 
8. S9 

9. 35 

10. 86 

11. 103 

12. 105 

---

Ranelhir Singh Chauhan 

Malny Rumar Pal 

Ram Ashish Kushwaha 

Man90 Lal Shukla 

Kripa Shankar Singh 

Jagdlish Singh 

Dhan Prakash 

Ramj i Prasad 

K.N. ShaZl'na 

Sunder Lal (Se) 

Ram Kumar (SC) 

S.R. Diwakar (ST) 

Dew Delhi dated the Aggust 85 

Sd/-
( V.A. rL'RSULKAR ) 
GENERAL SECREI'ARY 
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IN rH:~ If 08" aLi': }1I~1H Cf.IUiU' ot" J'fJDlCA'tm!: ,;: T Al-tAHA:at..o 

(v) of 1995 

i., 

verlN. 

.... , 

• ••• 

t ion eo­
liCAnta 

'l'be llbove ftbltta 1t1'f"11c.nt. fttOat r~IIrJe~~Nlly 

beq tc .tate et under. 

l'het ,for t.'he factt .,nd l'eaecms 

.~1Ip.nylnq .,ff1t1aylt and other aff1ctav1 

alDnowlth thft epp1.1C1tt 10ft for th- stay aad 

Jietl tiCD) 1 t l,: NOflt reapeotf utl y pnyed 

.. nthle C.ourt may 'kindly be p 1 .. _84 to ax 

ed-1nterlll ~tay cider re.~ra1n1nq ttle Oppo 

to 01V8 effect to the retNlt. of 1..5.'1'.1'. 

(i.1G ncr No. 20 ... 8/IM-DE dt,. 9.I.H) with rtl4UIU to the 

tI.r. Teleteana Cirole and may further be pl_lIlSJ. to 

pe •• any su1table order lookino tnto t.htr 01 

of the ca •• in favour of the petit.lonere. 

Lucl<nov-!)a teet. 
s..,t. 2. 1985 ( I.~. & 

A4..,~cat:. 
Cou.e1 for the ~pp.Lj"jCQ~ •• 
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VDu,r of Ind:la en! others •••• 

AFFTDA VI'!' 
.. UP I' 

I. ~,r,ar hl OJ''. 8Qed eb)ut 

"'-dr. Shu.hllf' Ojh., l'eluqnph Auistent •. 

1'elegrapl't at f ice, Ltle~o\f. do hereby so 

1. 

1'1 _tf1l'11 

ionerl' in 

the a'bove nntetl writ retltion and 1. dolnq i"1 on 

r beiDa 

2. Tbl!'t the afore •• id wrl~ Pet.lt.ton filed by ~. 

~euttonel'll a9'ltnR t.he declanUoft of the I 
. I 

fUlinq up th11l' post.. of A .S.".1'. 1ft the t. in 

wbleh the Oppc).lte .an.y Ne. , 111eoally '-tl\)1t:rarl1y 

dl .. quallf1ed the ~.tsw petitioner. f belnq .elee~ed 

_d .1., .galti.t. Ule order of the q,poe1te 2 who 

fa11ed to conlilder the suitable ~Jal1f10.t 
<. 

appllcaDte. 
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3. t'btt the afore!!ft!'; writ petit.ion 

before t.l\e examin4'ltlon to f111 Up the po 

1n tJ.P. Clrc:le in the year 1985 W3~ ~lIlO'~5:l;.ea p..net t.hl" 

non'bla cO\1r1~ ""~, J)le •• " to direct the £Jl'\111ft. 

to .eek th~ !~ns~ructl(')n. and subsem.tently 

to direCt thlil Oppeal te P.rtl" to 

AfFh'laY1 t •• 

c. 
but 1'0 8FfJ l1c;?Ition he. been dlsposoa off 

b"8 fAiled 'to C'JI)~ \'f' for thftir hear:tnq. 

s. !'bat. •• stated above. 

flIed before the ex.mln~t1on 

c!ates on thf' POltt of It.e.l'. '1'. vae l1eld • 
I 

the ex&mlnat1oirl NU h~ld And ultimately the ,1--_ ..... t of 
I 

A.s.r.~. &xaa. 1985 was declared on 9.8.95 

p~rsont; beve tH!ef\ ehcwn to be eelect«,. 1\n _ ............. 

copy of the rel!IUlt i8 beinq filed herewit.h a 

'JO. £.1 to thl!· aff':fAAvlt. -r:" <.L)-o~~scuJ 'I~""'\ 
$V be •••• 1 =~ _ I 

~ V L.... ~ ~ d- £l,,,,c\ +t....... p.~~ ch.c. (lVl..R... J )':, u. U: .. Q_'i. <; ~ 
~.o"'~ t·il \c "~'"1- . 

I. That t.he pet.itioners.whose reaults 

11y withheld end despite obtaining the ~ual1 

were not shown 'to be seltc:ted. have lost t.b 

tUl'lity to app ... :r in the A.~.~.r. »:xamil'li',tion. 

1. 'l'h~·t tht~ pEtltione>re hRve full riqht 

the po,t of .~ .!;., r .. r. in 91-., of tt'e1r perlo 

examinati~n held. in year, 1tS. a~1 1f the 

..... u."""~ 1n the 

I 
A.S .. r.r. (Aaslstat"t Superint.endent l'eleVAJ)h' 

Exam. 1985 1", given effect. the petitionee __ .... "4 

t.heir vcalublfl r;lc1lt. 

100 •• 
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r 8. 'l'hat it will be 1ft the iftterftt of j'Ll.tlee that the 
/ 

JUDdl, be not (Jiva effect 1n~. 

V EPI f 1 C\ 1'100 
• 

1. ~( 6hove nl!~ t1eponen~, do "",reb1r Yerify 

~that the content. of peragrtspha 1 to 8 of tt.iU af iidavit 

ar .. true to mv perlOnal kDowltd.,a. No part of ,it 1~ false 

an~ nothing r~teor1al has bhn a>ncee led by !lith :'0 help 

m~ (~. 

sept. 2, 1985 

i"uc".noloi'.Dated , 

sept. 2 ,19a5 

SoMally aff1!.1fted b_ntt me on 2.9.~ 21985 at 

a._./p • ..,. by Frl Jlater Pal Ojha, the 1.pcmer~t, ~~ 1" Identl-

t hAVe Bett!'fi"'" ~elf by ... mlninq ~h.~ dtlponent 

th'lt he Und.r.tan". t~ .. content" of this ~fflc!Il,r1t whld1 

has been read oYer and explalnf.lld by me to him. 
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!!~!I1' P&TJ1'IO~",ftO.~ 93. OF 198, II 
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I 
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I 

Mar fal Ojba .Inc! ether. pJ~1tione l"r; 
1\ 

. ..... 

.. u 

•••• 

---
RGf!\).lt: nf ~!t1'? ?_m.l~1J5( D('! 

rl)1JtM 9.8.8S). ---
~ ...... . • 

11 

OpP! P~rtie •• 
1 

1 

III 

61.)10. Roll Ho. Cltndldatea 
II • • • _. t 

1. urrr fA ;;'85/91 

2. 9' 
3. 96 
4. 39 

5. 102 
6. 32 

1. T'I 

8. ag 

9. '5 
10. 86 

11. 103 
12. 105 

.... 1 

--

•• II 

I 
I 
1, 

Randhtr s1. gh Chlluhall 
I 

~.lll'l -um.~ Pal 
I 

R~!fI 1\ I>h!shI ushwabll 

Mango Lal ~ kla 

Xripe sban)1 r s 1ngh 
I 

JaCJdish 5inl 
I 

Phan praka.l 
Ramj 1 fJ raaedj 
K .. fl.. Sha~a 1 

5un4er Lsi • C) 

n_ Ku""r (~ , 
s.q. D1W.k8~ (sT) 

I 

I 

l tlquat. l3S 
I 
I 

M/- 1 

( V.t .• u4nC:'.rVVJ' \ 
o£t-'C,.:RAL sf«>' r;'ri"~ 
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Civil Iv:iS,c. Application No:1 q 5" )(VJ) of 1985 

In re 

'.JRrc I-.£rrrIQt-'T 1\'0. 934 OF 1985 

Amar Fa1 Ojha and others •••• Applicants-f'eti t ioners 

Versus 

'rhc 0nion of Ino.i& and others • • •• Cpp. Part ies • 

AFPLICA.l'I (:1'1 FOP. ;:; :AY 

rhe above named appliccu:.ts most respectfully 

beg to state as under-

Tha-t for tt.e facts and reasons stated in th e 

accompanying affidavit, it is fEost respectfully prayed 

that an ad-interim injunction be grante:=l. Ct,)?inst the 

Opposite :Parties restraining frore declaring tr.e result 

frem t11 e por:t of Ass istant .superintendent-Pelegraph 

'rraffic 3.urin9 the pendency of tt.e 'Ylrit Petition. 

It is further prayed tbat any other sui table ord~ 

be passed against the Opp. PFlrties in favour of th e peti-

tioners looking into the circumstcmces of tr..e case. 

Lucknow-DatErl, 

July 12, 1985 
Advocate .1 

Q)unsel for the Applicants. \ 
) 

/ 
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was listed on 11.4.1985 and on that day, the OpP. Parties 

were directed to file Counter Affidavit within 2 weeks and 

Rejoinder l~ffidavit was to be filed w:Lthin 3 days there-

after, and the case i.>Jas directe:.'i to be listed. imIT'ediately 

thereafter. 

4. That till today, no Counter A::fidavit has been fil<l 

ed and tIle Opp. Parties vide adopting delaying tactices 

are lttow trying to declare the result and fill the post of 

A.S.T.T. illegally which the Opposite Parties cannot do. 

5. 'rhat the petitioners who have already qualifiecl 

the test:s and become eligible to be appointed on the post 

of A.S .'r.T. but their appointment was rejected showing 

tHem illegally as unqualified. 

6. That the Second stay Application WRS filed by the 

petition€~ nn 6.5.1985 on which this Hon'ble Court \'las 

pleased to order to list the Stay Application for orders 

before vacations. 

7. That in pursuance of the aforesaid order, the 

Stay Application was listed for its disposal on 20.5.85 

and again on 24.5.1985 but on both th':::: dates the case, 

could not be taken up and the Stay Application remained 

undecided. 

8. That the third stay Application was also moved 

on t-lay 30, 1985 but the same has also not been decided 

without any fault of the petitioners. 

9. l'hat the OpP. Parties have already conducted tha 

examination for fiDing up the post of A.S.T.l'. for which 

the oetitioners have already qualified Clnd in no manner 

can be rejected but the result has not been declared 80 

far. 

~--------------.------~ 



/ 
- 3 -

10. 'I'hat the deponent has come to know that as usual 

the result is going to be declared very soon i.e. can be 

declared any day. 

11. 'l'hat it is sta ted that in the circumstances rr.en-

tioned above, it n will be in the int€!rest of justice 

that the appointment on the post of A.S.T.T. be stayed. 

Lucknow-Daterl 

JUly 12, 1985 

verificatiQQ 

I, the above named deponent, do hereby verify 

that the contents of paragraphs 1 to 6 o:E this affidavit 

are true to my personal knowledge. No part of it is false 

and nothing material has been concealed by me. So help 

me God. 

Lucknow-Dated, 

J1..lJlly 12,1985 

I identify the deponent vJho 
before me. 

Lucknow-Dated, 
July 12, 1985 

has signed 

/li;JPw.l-pdL>. 
AdVOc(~IJ1~ 

Solemnly affirmed before me on 12.7.1985 at 1\-s...7 

a.m ./.p-..rn-.- by Sri Amar Pal Ojha, the deponent, who is 

identified by Sri I.B. Singh, Advocate, High Court,Lucknow 

Bench, Luc]mm,}. 

I have satisfied myself by examininq the deponent 

that he understands the contents of this affidavit which 

has been read OVer and explained by me to him. 
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IN THE HON'BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD 

LUCKNOW BENCH, LU CKNCW 

Civil Misc. Application No. blC1<i, (w) of 1985 

In re 

WRIT PETITION NO. 934 OF 1985 

r • , 

AmarPal Ojha and others •••• Applicants­
Petitioner 

VERSUS 

The Union of India and others • • •• Opp. ~rties. 

APPLICATION FOR STAY 

The above named applicants most respectfully 

beg to state as under-

That for the facts and reasons stated in the 

accompanying affidavit, it is most respectfully prayed that 

an ad-interim injunction be granted again:st the Opposite 

Parties restraining from declaring the re,sul t from the 

post of Assistant superintendent Telegraph Traffic du'ring 

the pendency of the Writ Fetition. 

It is also prayed. that any other suitable order 

be passed against the Opp. Parties in fa'V')ur of the peti­

tioners looking- into the circumstances of the case. 

LucKnow-Dated, 

May 30, 1985 
/t:<t5;,<-!2( · 

( {~;,,~!~£f 
Counsel for the ApplicantS' 

/ 
/ 



IN THE HON' BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDICITURE i!.T ALIAHABAD 

LUCKNOtl BENCH, LUCKNCW 

Civil Misc. APplication No. 

In re 

WRIT PETITION NO. 

Amar Pal Ojha and others 

VERSUS 

Union of India and others 

AFFIDAVIT 

(w) of 1985 

elF 1985 

•••• 

.. , .. 

Peti tioners­
Applicants 

bpp. Parties 

I, Amar Pal Ojha, aged about 30 YE!arS, 5/0. Sri 

Chandra Bhushan Ojha, Telegraph Ass istant , Central Telegraph 

Office, Lucknow# do hereby solemnly affirm and state as under-

1. That the deponent is one of the petitioners in the 

above mentioned Writ Petition, as such aft,er being fUlly 

conversant with the facts deposes hereinunder. 

2. That the aforesaid Writ Petition Wi!1.S filed by the 

petitioners a,gainst the declaration of the result for filling 

the post of A.S.T.T. in the department in ",hieh the OpP. 

Party No. 3 dis-qualifiErl the pe titioners <:lrbitrarily and 

also against the order of the OpP. Party No·. 2 to not to 
./ 

consider the suitable qualifieation of the applicants. 

3. That in the last occasi<ln, the sta~{ Application was 

listed on 11.4.1985 and on that day, the Opp. Parties were 

directed to f:Lle Counter Affidavit within 2 weeks and Rejoinda-

Affidavit was to be filed within 3 days thereafter and the 
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case wa~~ directed to be listed immediiltely the reafter. 

4. That till today, no Counter A:ffidavi"l:. has been 

filed and the OPp. Parties vide adopt:Lng delaying tactices 

are now trying to declare the result <md fill the post 

of A.S.T.T. illegally which the Oppos:lte Parties cannot do. 

5. 
/ 

That the petitionelS who have .already qualified 

the tests and become eligible to be appointed on the post 

of A.S.T.T. but their appointment was rejected showing 

them illegally as unqualified. 

6. That the second Stay Applicat.lon was filed by the 

petitioners on 6.5.1985 on which this Hon'ble Court was 

pleased to order to list the Stay Application for orders 

before vacations. 

7. That in pursuance of the afor,esaid order, the 

Stay Application was listed for its d:lsposal on 20.5.85 

and aga:lin on 24.5.1985 but on both the dates the case 

could not be taken up and the Stay Applications remained 

undecided. 

8. That the OpP. Parties have al.ready conducted the 

examinations for filling up the post c)f A.S.T.T. for whiCh 

the petitioners have already qualified and in no manner 
v 

can be rejectei but the result has ~ Ilot been declared 

so far. 

9. That the deponent has come to know thaq~sual 

the result is going to be declared very sOon i.e. can be 

declared any day. 
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10. That it is stated that in the circumstances 

mentioned above,. it will be in the in'terest of justice 

that the appointment on the post of A.5.T.T. be stayed. 

Lucknow-Dated, ~jJ0 
. Deponent May 30, 1985 

VERIFICATION -------..........,-----

~. 
( 

I, the above named deponent, do hereby verify 

that the contents of paragraphs 1 to'6~of this affidavit 

are true to my personal knowledge. NO lpart of it is false 

and nothing material has been concealed. by me. So help 

me God. 

Lucknow...I)\ated, 

May 30, 1985 

1: identify the deponent who ha~1 signed 
before me. 

Lucknow-D,ated,. 

May 30, 1985 
; ~'> 
4~' ~, . Sc)lernnly affirmed before me on 30.5.1985 at ct' l,S-

,~ ~';~}l /' .' '~~;{./ ....... by Sri Amar Pal Ojha, the dep<)nent, who is idmti­;(: ~.~~t ~f,~ d by sri I.B. Singh,. Advocate, High C::ourt,Lucknow Bench, I 

'. ~~~. . cknow 
'_ • I ~}'. ~~::, • :"'; :<,' ;~. :::'.7 I have satisfied myself by examIning th e deponent ,I 

.,,-\ '-~-:-~..::.. that ·he Wlderstands the contents of thi~; affidavit which 

has been read over and explained by me t,o him • 
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IN THE HON' BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURa! AT ALLAHABAD , , 

MUCKNOW BmiCH'~<2..K!9~ ~ 

C1 vil Mise. App1!eaUonNo. S st\Qf-~ )f 1985 

, , , 
\ . 
) , 
! 

Inn 
I 

1 
1 

WRIT PETITION NO. 934 0:' 1985 
I 
II 

I 
,I 

I 

Amar Pal O.1ha Sloe Chandra 
Bhushan Ojha and others 'I 

•••• Applicants-

VERSUS 

India and others 

....... -
•••• 

Pletitioners 
I 

I 

APPLICATION FOR INTERIM REL'frD .. . -~ --
I! 

The above named. pet1tioners-appli~bants most 
, I 

respectfully beg to state as under-
i 
:1 

I 

That for the facts and reasons st~~ted !nth. 
i 

accompanyin.g affidavit and the Writ pet11
1

rionf it is 
I 

most respectfully prayed that an ad-lnteu,rim injWletion 

may be granted restraining the OpP. partjles from f11ling 
, 'I, 

the post of Assistant SUperintendent Tele~raph6 Traffic 
I 

till the pendency of the Writ Petition an~ further any 
,I 

other suitable order be passed looking 1n:~o the circums-

tances of the case. in 

Luc'know-Dated. 
May 6' ,.1985 

i 
favour of the peti!fioners. 

,I 

/{~&7'Lr/-' 
- ?r1j:JcfJ, 

( I .B. ~'lngh) 
. AdvOIl:ate 

Counsel for tl:re Petit! oners. 
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IN THE HON' BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE Al,r ALlAHABAD 
,I 

LUCKNOI SiNai, ~uCKN~1 

Civil 'Misc. Application No. 

Inn 

WRIT PETITION NO. 

/war Pal Ojha and others 

VERSUS 

Union of India and others 

---
AFFIDAVIT . . .. 

of 1985 

934 OPl 1995 

• •• 0,' Petit ioners­
, Applicants 

••• !. Opp • Parties 

It Amar Pal Ojha , aged about' 30 years, s/o. 

sri Chandra Shushan Ojha. '1'eleqraph i~ssistant, Central 

Teleqr'aPh Offiee# Lucknow, do he reb!' solemnly affirm 

and st;lte as under-

, .. 

1. That the deponent is one i o,f the petitioners 

in the above mentioned Writ Petltlo,ln. and is doing 
," ... 

pairvi of the other petitioners, a~J such after being 
, 

fully conversant with the facts deJposes hereinunder. , .' 

2. .. That the aforesaid writ Petiition' was filed.by 
1 ',:' 

the petitioners against the declaJ~atYion of the result 

filling t1be post of A.S.'1'.'1'. in tbe department 
I 

1 

the OpP. Party NO.3 dis.:.quallfied,1 the petitioners arbi-
" 

, 

trarl1y and also against the orde;r of the OpP. Party 

No., 2 to not to consider the 

• the applicants. 

! 
1 

sui1:able 
I 
1 

1 

I 
'I 
'I 

qualification of 
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3. That in the last occasion. the stay application 

was listed on 11.4.1985 and on that day, the Opp. Parties 

were directed to file Counter Affidavit within 2 weeks and 

Rejoinder Affidsvit was to be filed within 3 days there.. 

after and the case was directed to be ljlsted imme4iately 
thereaftel' • 

4. That till today • no Counter Affi.davit bas been 

filed and the OpP. Parties vide adoptingr delaying 

tactices are now trying to declare the result cd and 

fill the post of A.S.T.T. illegally which the Opposite 

Parties cannot do. 

5. That the petitioner who have alrei~dy qualified 

the tests and become eligible to be appojLnted on the post 

of A.S.T.T. but their appointment was re~rected showing 

~1',~~~:fR -~ . them illegally as unqualified. 
" ",,", . ',~ \, 

i 1/:': ; ~ ~> 6. '!'hat it is stated that in the C!ir~1WII8taneee 
\ I 'l:~ ~/} -. mentioned above, it w111 be in the interest of justice 

~ ~t,..,,/ J I that the appointment on the post of A.8.T.T. be ata yed • )\ ,;!:" / 
'-i.!~~~ - II f' ~ ,I P'-f 

~ ~~~ /' LueknoJ'-Da t«l. ttrvI.RJ:, r I,f,.,,( C1''' '" 
~- ~- 6 May {; .1985 Deponen't 

~ Verification &W _ _. 

I. tbe above named deponent.do helC'eby verify 
that the con. tents of paragraphs 1 to 6 of this affidavit 

are true to my personal knowledge. No part: of it is fad. 
false and nothing materill hat been conceslled by me. 
So help me God. 

Luc~w-Dat~ 
May b .1985 

1r-" 
I identify the deponent who has 1!ligned before me. 

/' 

@l Ma y 6 .1985 ! (3 ~ /'(...1,4:.- (' v. 

. C) L -.v Ad vooa(te 
-~. iTu.1J~.: ... Solemnly a.ffi.rmed before me on 6'4"-_5.198581:' '], em/paCby 

".'.~" .... ,~~l -, :1 Sri Amar Pal Ojha. the deponent. who is idcmtified by Sri 
01\"1: rr· f

'· ,,::nOtlER , I.B. Singh. Advocate. High Court.Lucknow Blench. Luclmow. 
i I \,1 \B-\O 

"U '" 'F ,Cli I have satisfied myself by examining the d4!JPonent tha.t he 
/ .g ~ understands the contents of this affidavit which has been 

.lJ<;g'l:~~".+.,:":" •• ,( ••• Dt. ... ~ .. :.r.;, .. ~.~ I read oVer and explained by me to him. 

L --
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