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I have thii day of 198 , examined

^e record and compared the entries on this sheet with the papers on the record. I have made all necessary 
iB̂ rrections and certify that the paper correspond with the gCDcralindex, that they bear Court-fee stamps 

of the aggregate value of Rs. that all orders have beencarricd out, and that the record is complete and 
in order up to the date of the certificate

X

Date.
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Clerk
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CEMTi^\L ADivilNlSTRATlVE TRIBUNAL, ALLAHABAD 

CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKFIOW

T.A,. 825/87

(V/rit Petition No. 3091/81)

Jitendra Singh & others Petitioners,

versus

Union of India. & others Respondents

Hon. Mr. Justice U.C,. Srivastava, V .C , 

Hon. Mr. A,B»Gorthi, Adm. Monber.

(Hon. Mr. Justice U.c„ ■ Srivasteva^?,

"y

In the year 1980 v?hen 110 posts of Clerks (SBCO) 

were created in the Post and Telegraph Department'in 

U,P,. Circle, the applicants' nameivjere called from 

Employment Exchange, and their nanes were forvjarrd.ed 

by the Errployment Exchange but no call letters were 

issued, to them. According to the respondents, who hi^^e 

filed  counter affidavit only 13 nam.es were sent vide 

1 ett e r dat ed 2 9 ,9 .8 0  by the Emp1oyment Exchang e . 

Thereafter another list  of 488 candidates was sent 

intim.ating that, these applica tions have been received 

from the office of the respondents and the sane are

being forwarded and they denied that the applicants 

were in the l is t  which^sent by the Employment Exchange 

referred to above. As the applicants were not allowed 

to appear in the examination, they filed v.’rit petition

before the High Court, which, after transfer is  the 

subject matter of disposal before us.

\u
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The High Court, vide interim order allCT'jed. to

appear all the candidates in the examination and the

res\alts were also declared and they v?ere found

successfu], and vjere giiszen provisional appointment ,

'Thus, the position is clear. I f  there'was no proper 

sponsoring by the Employment Exchange, the applicants

were=vfe»fe'to suffer, for i t ,
>u

Accordingly, this application is allowed to th e  

extent that the applicants may noi%’ be treated to b^ 

duly sponsored candidates from Employment Exchange 

and having appeared in the examination in which they 

were successful, their appointment may be treated 

regular appointment like  others ,.

This application stands disposed cf finally  with 

the above terms.

V X .

.^pskmsb?- Dated:

>



In the Hon’ ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad^

( Lucknow Bench), Lucknof^  ̂ ^  /

' ' 0W.P. Ko. of 19a 1.

■'t

yitendra Singh md others, ..........Petitioners.

Versus

post Master General snd others. . . .  .Opposite-parties.

1.

2 .

3 .

Index

S.Bo. Description of 
paper, isr

Pages

Writ Petition 

Affidavit 

VakaLatn stna- ■ '

1-

7

-y

Dated ; 2.7.^1

counsel for the Petitioners

M



J .d >

■ - v

P c sl '
pciJiuiL

d L ^  S j^  'j-

-fL - '̂"' < ' ■' -'-I.



J.-- u -X.

I
/

(mU. -'Vi j-

u i ; P .

-S«xaj*

C & ^

T ^ ' ■ 'ih y



I
f

IS

{ *
' ' i '

IN THE HON 'BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAIBAD^

SITTING AT LUCKNOW 

WRIT PETITION NO/ OF 1983.

if'

1,»^iten(3ra Singh aged about 2 1 .  years ) sons
/  ^  ) SarFa^it Stogh

2,"^hailendra Singh aged about as ^ears ) .

Residents of ^ 8 |l2 , Mohalla Aryaliagar P.S. Naka Hmdola, 

^^ucknov/,

3* Rakesh Kumar Tandon aged about years son oi Sri

GjN’ Tandon resident q% Ibhalla RaW-KatEa, P*S. Saadatganj, 

Lucknow

4»/Kidiore Kumar Teipatiii aged about It  years son of 

^ i  Ravindra Nath Tripathi resident of L501, NtR*01d

fickline ODlony^Charbagh, P,S, Luckno-w,

T  Lai Bahadur Singh aged about 9l̂  years, of Sri 

Bindra Bux Singh, resident of 288/12, Aryanagar, Ward 

Yahiagan j , P.Se Naka Hindola, Lucknow*

*, e Pet it loner s'

Versus

l o ^ s t  Master General, U.P, Circle, Lucknow-226001

N Union of India through the Secretary Idinistry of Commm-

f i .. - .....

\ M i
nications Sanchar Bhawan Safldar Patel Bhavan, Ne?j Delhi- 

110 001, . . . •  OppoParties.

milT PETITION UMDSR . ARTICLE 226/227 OF CONSTITUTION 

OF fflDIA.

To

The Hon'ble Chief Justice and the other companion Judges 

of the Allahabad High Court (Lucknow Brench) Luclmow.
■ ~ ' r

The petitioners above named nost respectfully showeth:-
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1* That in the year i960 one htuadred and ten pcetj 

clerks (SBCO)were created in the Post and Telegisph 

Department in m tar  Pradesh Circle lucknow and recruitn»nt 

of the said posts has teen decided to the Opposite'

I
Pdrty No.1 • V,

2* iHaat the re lev ant rules for recr-uitment stipulate

that the candidates will be obtained ttarough the

t

^lo y m e n t  iJxchanges a t h e y  will be selected on the 

basis of wEltten examinatiDn. The educalion^ qualification 

fixed for the said posts ass High School#

3 : That in order to fu lfil  the above vacancies the

Opp* iart_y lfo» 1 on 16«7#1980 sent communication to

Director Training and Snployment U*P« lucknow for  sending

names of candidates eligible for the. aforesaid posts*

That the names of the letitioners were duly fo rv^ed  

by the employment exhhange to the Opposite Party No* 1 bat 

Jhe said opposite iarty did not issue call letters to the

m it io n e r s  for which no descretion was reserved.

51 Iha1i SatltlonarB wrs regiatersd vatli th9 Ew»

fulfil allment Exoh^e, taotoow and

■ hsdulad to be h®]o on 5.7 .1981.
ppsanag into Bxaininstloti sol

tho names of the letitioners were forwafded on or

11.11*80 by Directorto 
„ t  t h e  O . P » n o . 1  

T.ritteo Q ^w ’
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11 .

s* 3 ss

That the oall letters to so many oanaidatey''for 

appesrtog in the written examination have been 

Issued but the oall letters to the petitioners

have not yet been issued#

That when the oall letters to the petitioners were 

not issued, they then enqiared Inthe office of the 

opp. party Ho.l wherein it was revealed that the 

opp, party No, 1 has not allowed them to appear 

in the witten examination and no call letters’ shall 

be issted to them®

That thereafter the petitione r s also wntacted the 

opp. party Ho, l^to enquire about the matter who 

has clearly refused to allow the petitioners to 

appear in. the said examination,

Thatthe petitioners are .qualified for the above 

p osts and fulfil all the requirements for appearing 

in the written examination but the opp* party no, 1 

without any .reason has allowed certain other persons 

of the similar qualification and category to appear 

in the said examination and has refiised to allow 

the petitioners to appear in the said examination 

causing grave injustice to them.

That the names of the petitioners were sent to 

app. garty No, 1 l?y Director Training and Employ­

ment, U .P ., Lucknow in a proper and legal manner

but the ODp, party No, l^making discrimination In
^  ^^competitive ^

allowing candidates to appear in the said/examina­

tions. The proposed venue of examination is Nari 

Shiksha Nike tan, Qaiserbagh, Lucknow.

That disallowing the petitioners to appear On the 

above ejcaminations is the deprivation of their 

valuable rights proviflefl by the co n stitu tio n  ot
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allowed to appear in the w r it ten examindiion they 

will cross age limits and shall suffer an irre­

parable loss and injury,

i \ '

12# That a coiupetitig^of the similar status was held 

in the Postal department where Sri lanik Chand and 

others were not called for appearing in the witteu 

examination who filed a w it  petition Mo, 1056 of 

1981 Manik Chandra and others versus fbst Master 

General and others in the Hon’ble High Q^urt ©4 ^  

Lucknow which has been admitted for hearing and 

Itie petitioners of the above m’it petition were 

allowed to appear in the written examiiKbion by the 

order dated ,^ 3 .8 1  and they appeared in-the exami-

nation accordingly,

13. That being aggrieved by the orders of opp. party 

No. 1 issie of a writ in the nature of

mandamusj the petitioners having no other effica­

cious, adequate and alternate remedy beg to prefer
\

this Writ Petition on the following anx>ngst other;

G R 0 U I  P S

^ (i )  Because the recruitment is against the relevant 

rules since no advertisement has been made in 

leading newspapers, inviting applications for the

above posts,

r,

(ii) Because the recrultEent also suffers fromlegal 

infirmity since 62 more candidates were available 

from Stiployment Exchanges but they have not been 

called for written examination,

(iii) Because the refusal by opp, party No, 1 to issue
f



/
call letters to the petitiotters wben they fuLfil the pare scribed 

conaitions i s  arbitrary and io ■violation of articles 14,16 and 19

of the Constitution of-India»j

i

(iv ) Because the Oj)posite has eomiiliit ted m is -

tafce apparent on th© face of the record in refusing to 4Low

the petitioners and allowing certaindber persons <£ the 

saae category to apppear-in the examination-j

iv) Because the Opposite ^rty  no*1 l@s committed an

1

error of law and jurisdiction not affording to the lstition®?s 

an equal opportunity in the natter of employment a n4 %e  order

is  discriminitary •]

(vi) Because the order of the Opp»i Jarty no«'1 suffer 

from errors of law and jurisdictioi and is not in any w^y 

maintainable*-

!, the Jetitioners p r ^  *-

(g) OJiat a wcit or direction in the na-feire of mantels 

be issued directing the Opp*j I&rties toallow the jfetitidoers 

4o appear in the aforesaid written examination»j

(b) % a t  the c o ^  of the writ ifetition be flowed 

to the Ifetifei oners*!

(c ) $hat the natter is urgent time for foEPteen day a 

notice may be waived*]

( a :)  a a t  a n y  o t i i w  v l A  o r  d i r ^ c t i o B  l i i i o h  t h i s  S a / b U
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, j
(6 )

Couirt; might deem just ana proper in the oircmstances 

of the ease be also allowed to the Betitioners*i

Iftioknow *1

'̂ atecl 2nd July 1981

Siufcla )

^vocate 

Counsel for the B^titioners

y

% ........-
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IN THl HON»BLE HIGH OOURT OF JODICATlEB AT ALLAHABAD

SITTING AT LUCKNOW

.pjfe^^TITION NO. OF 1981

I

t o

Jitendra Singh and others ••.Peti.tioners.

Versus

Post Master. G^eral U.P.Circle Luckno?? & others

**.Opp*Parties,

AFglDAlIT IN SUPPORT OF ?@IT PETITION
A ' :

KooUtfve ^  ^

I , -Bafee-efe Kumar Tripathi, aged about H  years, son

of Sri €^.Ratodra Nath Tripathi resident of L501 N.R. Old

Sick Line Colony Gharbagh, Lucknow the deponen'

do hereby soletnnly affirm and state on oath as under :*

1« That the deponent is IJie petitioner in the above iisrit 

Petition and is well oonverg^t with the facts deposed 

to hereinafter,

2* That para 1 to 12 of the Writ Petition are true to my 

om  kno?/led|e»

Lucknow, dated:
,,v ■/ VJL nc5! ^

Deponent,

YM IFIcation

I, the above named deponent do hereby verify that tĥ ?
(

contents of paras 1 to 12 of the above Ifrit Petition are 

true to my om  knoTJledge. That no part of it is false and 

nothing material has been concealed, so help me God,

Deponent,

I identify the deponent who has signed«be^re me,

rvoira^T^
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la the Hba'ble High Court ®f Judicature at jfell̂ afcad

Lucknovr Benck,Lucknow.

\
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ASHtSCURE HO. 1 
ia

Writ petition He. 3091 ef 1981

• • .. .. Petitioners
-versus-

Post Master Geaaer«a U,P. huckm î aad aju>tker.,0pp-parties,

Jiteadra Singh and others

INSTRUCTIONS TO THE CMDIOATES

Tke prescribed agiplication fom may be obtained ftiom the 
Director of la^loyaent & Training free of cost and skould be 
submitted to tke Saployment Exchange concerned duly filled in 
at the earliest alongwith the required documents noted below:

(a) Matriculation or eqoivaaent ^aaination certificate a 
and certificate of other higher qualifications and evidence 
showing date of birth in ChristtaB era if the sme is not 
included in the Matriculation or equivalent exmination 
exjcaimation certificate. List of decuments to be submitted 
vdth the 8|^plication«

(b) Certificate relating to character and conduct from tm 
respectable persons (not relations) who are weQLl e^uainted 
^th  the agsplicant in his private life.

(c) Certificate from previous fflQ)loyer giving details of
hisAe :̂* past serW.ce if the candidate is a retrenched Central 
Govt, employee and discharge certificate for E3s»Servicfflieai.

(d) Tm copies of pass port size photographs of the 
candidate duly signed in full on the front side of them(one 
to be pasted on the application fom).

NOTE;- photographs should be signed by the iteplicant him­
self aad it should not be got attested by any one.

(e) Certificate of being seheduled caste or scheduled 
tribe in the prescribed fom f»om the copetent authorities*

The candidate must fulfil the folloTsing conditions:* 
.̂ ^̂ .exTrnniaiciftntgsaMMtxfx
Must be a citizen of India, Sildm, N^al & Bhutan. . ^
Must have passed matriculation or an equivalent ex^^natio. 
of a recognise Ilaiversity or Board.

(©) Age between 18 and 25 years on 1.7.80 i.e . the candidate 
must not have been bom earlier than 2-7-55 and not later 
than l-7-^2. The I^per age limits r^axaible by 5 years 
in respect of scheduled castes, scheduled tribes, bon wide 
displaced Geld ad.th and 10 years orthopaedic^yr hai^- 
eg^ped persons and by 3 years plus the period of service
rendered for retrenched Cnetral Govt. Bipioyees sgid &&• 
servicemen provided they had been « iscontiaiiSus service 
for not less than six months before retreehmeat 8id 
produce a certificate thereof*

(d) Recruitment will be majie through a competitive exaaination 
the date and venue of which will be iatiaated later gn. 
There will be only one pgper of Arthmetic §f MatriculaUtl 
standard. A minimum of 33$ m il be >^quali^ylHg staadard.
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a e  p®  er « iU  fee . f  190 marine . f  3^

(e) Selected eanaiaates ^1 1  ^g g  ^  ^ d ^ U s W .^ 'a S t o e .

T l  S S . * “ i r T e r « c e . . 11̂  g »  ^e U .^ l e  t «

t r m ^ e r  t »  f # » t  • m e e  *

(f) Tke exaaimatiom f®r tkU  tL ^ e ^ ^ d a t e s
LmckH^w oaly aad ms T«*^ in.ll 0« w
f©r tke exaspiaati®®.,

„ »., ss*“a K -ts
aitu tee » » r t i S i l ^ f ^ ™ i * .e a  tae ®pli-

s s f f s - ; ;  a v r S S 'S ’S A i - .  » •  •> “ “ “ “
is liable t© lae re^ectet.

~ y i ? '«
Mm f ® r  reeroitaeHt.

IlA

Oal? tl0S e caaiitates, wTa© liave feeea

til f e r t l o f  r

Ise takea as fimal.

St. fi.P.Simgla 
F@r p®stJiasteiwGeaerai,u.ri

QOAi,'V5>S.i 
HighCourti Allahabad! 

ZiQcknow Bcncfe.

^ ^ v C ^ f n k ) ^



* I \  J

In the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad

lucftnow Bench,Lucknow.

b

Annexure No. 2*

Supply. Affidavit 
in

W.KKo. 3091q#f 1981 

Jitendra Singh -vs- p .m .g . and a^others 

^  . ««^27/2/j!»?4-iKrfif7:-2

I

a—»r*fr.T j

'f 15 ff«jf } f, f.f « t ^ T r r ,  i

«rf HTT.

^  «fm.7xm mmm r=Rf̂  ,, ^ 4-r.
.3 «T?w ^  w f̂ t»r if f3THf̂ . -.: ' I s !mr t f) wfr

fr!ft»T grrf vm TC f̂ r̂Prct *na 1 */ JTRr inĉ f̂r tij tmnĵ

wf *jrr;rh i ,- w  ^ * X r > l M m r fe r w  *prmr ̂  .

sf fUi imW^Tr^Sw^ f  -
N fff^  »fm?f,? ?Tir> ^ msfR^ IT smf  ̂m  ̂  m

 ̂»nfHr% Pprm ^n  ^  !m«rOr̂ fw nkmibff ^

nm .
«fw *

llahaba$2

' - *•■ ■
5rr?T Hrtci#.

#pr I

/  . 15 «n« (hf«l)_24-,<l-8«-(a47,)-,»,o..

ko \ ^ / 1/
iS" ; V A/'̂

\ i / \ '
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High Court of Dudicature at Allahabad,  

**’̂ ^^>'2:’ (Lucknou Bench) Lucknou,im 2 .

■,; -AFFjaiviT̂ ’ i
’■ : » ■

Counter A f f id a v it  on behalf  of 

Opposite parties  n o .

Writ Petition  no. 3091 of 1981

Sri  Oitendra  Singh and others

Versus

Post Master General and others

. . Petit ioners

. . , .Respondents

R . P . S i n g h ,  aged about

years ,  son of Sri'S.p. S ingh,

Assistant  Post Master

■ (3taff)^^ 
G e n e r a l ,£ O f f ic e  of the Post

Master G e n e r a l ,U ,P .C i r c l e ,

Lucknou.

. . . . D e p o n e n t

I ,  the deponent abovenamed do hereby solemnly 

affirm  and state,  as under

1 .That the deponent is the Assistant Post 

Master G e n e r a l { S t a f f ) , O f f ice  of the Post Master General,

U . P . C i r c l e ,  Lucknou and 1ias:SM ii|r^ead the contents of the 

urit  p et it io n  and the annexures thereto  and has understood 

the contents thereof  and is fully  conversant uith  the facts 

stated  in this  counter a f f i d a v i t .

2 . That before giving  a parauise reply to the
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contents of the urit  p et it io n  some Facts which are relevant 

to the case are stated  h e r e i n a ft e r .

3 , That on 17th 3 u ly ,  1980 the D is t r ic t  Employment 

& Tra in ing  O f f i c e ,  U . P ,  uas sent a r e q u is it io n  for r e c r u i t ­

ment of 110 Louer D iv is io n  Clerks for Post O f f ic e  Savings 

Bank Contract Organisation  alonguith  statement showing 

l ik e ly  vacancies in d i f fe r e n t  Head Post O ff ices  which is 

annexed as Annexure n b .A “ 1 to this  counter a f f i d a v i t .

It is pertinent to mention that in the letter  it uas 

clearly  mentioned that the totql  number of applications  

co llected  from ©aeh s tat io n  should not exceed five  times 

the number of vacancies n o t i f ie d  category wise  i . e .  

Scheduled Caste,  Scheduled T r ib e s ,  Ex-Servicemen, 

physically  handicapped,  deaf and other communities,  and 

for the use of which f ive  hundred and f i f t y  blank applica- 

tion  forms were sent to him,

4 , That thereafter  on 2 9 , 8 . 1 9 8 0  fo u r (4 )  l ists  

contain ing  sponsored applications  alonguith  forwarding 

letters  were sent by Lucknou Employment Exchange to the 

Post I'laster General ,  Uttar PrgdeshC h ere ina fter  referred  

to as P,(''1«G, , U . P .)  , Thereafter  again on 6 * 9 , 1 9 8 0  one 

separate  l i s t  containing  applications  of 488 candidates 

u ith  covering  letters  uas forwarded to Post l^aster General, 

U . P .

5 , That thereafter  the D is t r ic t  Employment , 

Exchange,Lucknow was asked to intimate the reasons why so 

many application  forms have been forwarded to P M S ,U .P .

The D istr ict  Employment Exchange O f f i c e r , Lucknow informed 

by a letter  dated 1 7 , 1 1 , 1 9 8 0  that many candidates brought 

forms with PPlG‘ s O f f ic e  s t a f f  and deposited  in the o ffice  

of the Empl4yment Exchange, therefore, all ttlB fOT^S



7

3 .

'%

foruarded to PMG, U * P . .

6 . That in-reply to thecontents of paragraph 1 

of the writ  pet it ion  it is not disputed that there uere 

110 vacanc ies .

7 . That the contents of paragraph 2 of the urit  

p et it io n  are not d isputed ,

/

8 . That in reply to the contents of paragraph

3 of the u r it  pet it ion  it is submitted that the contention  

of the pet it io ner  is not correct due to the fact that the 

D irector ,  Train ing  and Employment, U ,P . ,L u c k n o u  c o n t r o l l ­

ing a ll  Employment Exchanges in U .P*  was requested vide le 

letter  n o .R e c t t /n - 1 3 / 8 0 / 4 ,  dated 1 7 . 7 . 1 9 8 0  for obtaining 

and submitting  application  forms of the e l i g i b l e  prospect­

ive candidates  in the prescribed  app licat io n  forms 

through d if ferent  employment exchanges in U#P.

S { i )  That he uas also asked that the total  

number of applications  thus c o llected  should not exceed 

five  times of the vacancies n o t i f ie d  categoryuise  i . e .  

scheduled c astes ,  scheduled, t r i b e s ,  Ex-servicemen, 

Physically  handicapped,  deaf and other community,

8 { i i ) T h a t  the letter  dated 1 7 . 7 . 1 9 8 0  alonguith 

550 blank applicat ion  forms and 80 r e q u is i t io n  memos 

uere supplied  to the Director Train ing  and Employment 

Exchanges, U .P . ,L u c k n o u  on 2 2 . 7 . 1 9 8 0  by hand .  .
T-

js
9 . That in reply to the contents of para 4 of t h ^  

u rit  p et it io n  are 'not  admitted.  It is stated  that the 

Employment Exchange, Lucknou submitted the l is t  of only

30 nominees vide its  letter  n o .C / 4 0 5 / 8 0  dated 2 9 . 8 . 1 9 8 0

1

■f
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the tru e copy of uhich  is being annexed as Anhexure A-2 

to this  counter a f f i d a u i t .

A

9(i) That thereafter  another l i s t  of 488 

candidates uas submitted by the Employment Exchange uide 

the letter  nOoC/070l/80/l387, dated 6.9,1980, intimating 

that these applications  had been obtained from the 

o f f ic e  of the PnG,UP. The letter  dated 6,9.1980, along 

with the l i s t  of candidates  for post of Louer Oiv/ision 

Clerk ,  PMG, is being annexed as Annexure A-3 to this  

counter a f f i d a v i t .  In the sa id  list the names of the 

petitioners  1 to 5 were mentioned at s e r i a l  nos,  448,449,5- 

24,447 and 441 respectiv/ely , '

to ,That the contents of paragraph 5 of the 

writ  p et it io n  are denied and it is stated  that the 

candidates  uere nmt in the l i s t  of sponsored candidates 

of Employment Exchange,

>-

1 1 , That the contents of paragraph 6 of the writ 

p et it io n  are not d isp ute d .  It is further stated  that

no c a l l  letters  were issued ,  but hall  permits were 

issued only to those candidates  uho uere sponsored by

I

the Employment Exchange,

1 2 , That the contents of paragraph 7 of the 

urit  p et it io n  are denied ,

1 3 , That the c’ontents of paragraph B of the 

u r it  pet it ion  are denied ,

1 4 , That the contents of paragraph 9 of the writ 

pet it ion  are admitted to the extent that only sponsored 

candidates  uere permitted.  Rest of the conten^^ ĵT

paragraph under reply are denied.

i
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1 5 . That the contents of paragraph 10 of the 

writ p et it io n  are absolutely  f a l s e ,  urong and baseless  anc 

are den ied .  It is stated  that the p et it io ne rs  were not 

amongst the sponsored candidates  as their  names did hot 

appear in the l is t  of sponsored candidates furnished  by 

the employement Exchange, Lucknou,

1 6 . That the contents of paragraph 11 of the

u rit  p et it io n  are not admitted due to the fact as HaJ.l

permits uere issued  to a ll  the candidates who uere in 

the sponsored l i s t .  Rest of the contents of the paragraph 

under reply are i r r e le v a n t .

1 7 . That the contents of paragraph 12 of the

u r i t  pet it io n  are not disputed in uieu of the fact  that

the candidates  u e r e , permitted in pursuance of the 

directions  of this Hon’ ble  Court and the declaration  of 

their  result  is subject  to the d ec is io n  of the u r it  

p e t i t i o n .

1 8 . That the contents of paragraph 13 of the 

u r it  p et it io n  are den ied .  The writ  p et it io n  lacks merits 

and is l i a b l e  to be dismissed with co sts ,

1 9 . That it is pertinent  to mention that there 

is no provision  for making advertisement in the leading 

neuspapers foT the recruitment for the post of Louer 

D iv is io n  C lerks ,  30CO,which  is to be made from amongst 

the nominees of the Employment Exchange vide  instructions 

contained in DG,P&T n o . 5 7 / 4 / 6 5 “ 3PB~I dated 1 1 . 6 . 1 9 6 5 ,  ^ 

true copy of which is being annexed as Annexure no.A--4

to this  counter a f f i d a v i t .

2 0 . That the grounds taken by the petitioner  in

urit petition

5 .

BTB

aw

i o n
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6 .

lacks m e r it s , hence,  the writ  petition  is l i a b l e  to be 

dismissed u ith  c o s ts .  ■

^  '

Deponent

Lucknou z 

Inarch [ 5^s 1 982

the deponent abouenamed do hereby verify  

that the contents of paragraphs 1 and 2 of the a f f i d a v i t  

are true to my oun p^'ersonal knouledge,  the contents of 

paragraphs 3 to 17 and 19 are based on records which I 

believe  to be truei and be l ieve  the contents of paras 18 

and 2 0 , to be true^ No part of it is fa lse  and nothing 

material  has been concealed by me. So help me God,

LucknouS 

Inarch jj'- ,1 982 Deponent

I id e n t i fy  the deponent who has s igned  

before me.

Raja Ram, Clerk to ^ri  

Ashish N ,T r ive d i ,A d vo c a te

Solemnly affirmed before me on

a t l t - 3 ^  a . m , / p ^ ,  by P-Si

the deponent who is identified- by Sri  Raja_

Ram Clerk to Sri  Ashish N .T r iv e d i ,A d v o c a t e ,  

High Court , A llahabad , Lucknou Bench,Lucknow 

I have s a t i s f i e d  myself by examining the 

deponent that he understands the contents

of a f f id a v i t  which has been read out and

explained  by me.

A
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(Lucknou Bench) tucknou,

CounterAff id ayit  

Writ Petition  no. 3091 of 1961

Ditaddra  Singh and others . . . . P e t i t i o n e r s

UGrsus

Post f^aster General and others . . .  .Respoinidents

Afcmexture no.A-1 

INDIAN POSTS; AND TELEGRAPHS DEPARTMENT

From

The Postmaster-General 

Uttar Pradesh C i r c l e ,  . 

LUCKf^OU- 226001

\ A, m>m mm

To , • , ;

The Diroctor ,
Employment &__^Training,U.P»,

Guru Goraind Singh f'larg,

Lucknou

N O .R e c tt / I^r13 /80 /4  dated at Lucknou, the 1 6 / l 7 t h  3u ly ,8D

3ub« Recruitment of  Louer D iv is ion  Clerks for the post of 

Savings Bank Reorganisation  Scheme

S i r ,  ' , •

Accompanying r e q u is it io n  in\the prescribed  form 

for recruitment of 110{0ne  Hundred Ten) Lower D iv ision  

Clerks for Post O ffice  Savings Bank Reorganisation  iicheme 

is forwarded for favour of c o l le c t in g  applications  from 

e l i g i b l e  prospective  Candidates in the prescribed  a p p l ic a t ­

ion form through d if fe re n t  Employment Exchange in U . P .  and 

forwarding tbem to this  o f f ic e  so as to reach this  o ffice  

latest  by 10th of Aug. 1 9 8 0 .  The total  number of applicatio  

s thus collected  should not exceed f ive  times the number 

of v/acancies n o t i f ie d  category wise i . e .  Scheduled Caste,  

Scheduled T r ib e s ,  Ex-Servicemen, Physically  handicapped. 

Deaf and other c o m m u n i t y T h e  applications  received in exc­

ess of the required number w i l l  not be enterta ined .

A statement showing l ikely  vacancies  Head Post 

O f f i c e 'w i s e  is enclosed for your information to enable you 

ensure that required number of applications  are received 

from d i f fe r e n t  regional  employment exchange.
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Five hundred f it ty  blank app licat io n  forms and 

eiqhty r e q u is it io n  memo in prescribed  form are enclosed 

herewith for submission by the e l i g i b l e  c a n d id a t e s .  Timely 

submission  of applications  may kindly  be ensursd .

Yours f a i t h f u l l y ,

t :

5 d / “ R . P •Singh

A sstt .D ire c to r  Po sta l^8rv ice (R sctt )  

U . P . C i r c l e

Enclosures- 630 

(550  applications  form & .  

80 r e q u is it io n  ifiemo)

(T rue CO py)

• ■

//



?F •

?rz ^0 3091 aiw* 81

' A

■ f

> >

I '

(\J

"H
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In the Hon*ble High Court of Jud icature  at Allahabad,

(Lucknou Bench) Lucknou,

iiirit Pet it ion  no. 3091 of 1981

\

\

3 itendra  Singh and others

Versus

Post f'laster Go neral and others'

. . . .  petitioners  

. . , Qpp, P a r t i e s .

j ^nnexure no.A-4

INDIAN POSTS AND TELEGRAPHS DEPARTf^ENT 

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR- GENERAL,POSTS AND-TELEGRAPHS 

NO 5 7 / 4 / 6 5 - S p B . I  Dated Neu Delhi  the 11th 3une ,  1965

To

All Heads of C i r c l e s .

S u b :  Recruitment of Lower Diuisi.on Clerks for

S .B ,C o n t r o l  and Internal  Check Organisation ,

S i r ,

I am directed to inv ite  a reference  to the 

orders issued  in para 4 of this  o f f ic e  letter  n o . 5 6 / 2 0 / 6 1  - 

S P B . I  dated 3 1 , 7 . SI as amended by para 2 ( i i i )  of this  offic.e 

letter  no. 5 7 / 1 D / 6 2 - 3 P B . I  dated the 24th J a n u a r y ,1963  regarS 
ing the syllabus  for recruitment to the cadre of LDCs in the 

SB Confcol and Internal  Check Organisation and to say that 

several  Heads of Circles  have reported d i f f i c u l t i e s  in the 

matter of recruitment of LDCs for the o r g an isa t io n .  Some of 

the C ircle  suggested that recruitment of LDCs for tbe 

organisation should be made on the same procedure as pre~ 

s c r ib e d  for recruitment of time sc-ale clerks in subordinate  

o ff ices  uxx .  on the basis of marks in the i^iatriculation and 

it  has been decided that it  is  not possible  to accept the 

suggestion  to make recruitment to the cadre of LDC in the 

SB Control and Internal  Check examination as in the case of 

time scale  c l e r k s .  In v iew ,  however, of the d i f f i c u l t i r e s  in 
recruitment as reported by the Circles  and considering  the 

nature of duties of LDCs the question of re v is io n  of the 

ex is t in g  syllabus  for recruitment of LDCs in the organisa- i 

tion  has been considered .  It has b een 'd ecided  that the 

recruitment to LDCs cadre in the organsiation  w i l l  in 

future be made on the fo l lo u ing  basis

( i )  The test u i l l  consist  of only a paper in Arithmetic 

uhich may be answered by the can d id ate ,  i f  he so 

d es ired ,  even in the r e g io n alla n g u ag e . The paper u i l l  

be of 100 marks and of 1-̂  hours d urat ion ,  and the 

paper u i l l , n o t  be above that of 

standard .  A Minimum of 33^a u i l l  

standard .

Bonus marks upto a maximum of 4 

for sports qua i f i c a t i o n  to the 

fy in the test on the follouing

a) International Sports aCtiiyitieS- 4

l^latriculation 

be the q ua l ify in g  .

u i l l  be admissible  
candidates uho quali  

basis .

HarKs
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BEFORE THE CENTMt ADMIMSTRATIVH THIBUHAL 

'' CIRCUIT BHKCH, UrKNOW

u

TrA No,825 of 1987 

No. 3091  of 1 9 0 1 )

Jitendra Singh Applicant

-vs-

Postmaster General UP and 

others

COUWTER AFFIDAVIT O N  BEHALF OF OFF. PAEIIES.

y

_ . U -

I , J.-If,’ Srivastavava, aged about s -7 years,

! ■ ^
at present posted as AssttJ- Postmaster General (Recriiit-

e raent) in the office of the Fosttnaster General, UP

Lucknow do hereby solernnly affirm and state as

;o
That the deponent is posted as Asstt .

Postmaster General in the opposite party nô l̂ in the 

above noted case and as such he is fully conversant, 

with the facts of the case.-

2 . That the deponent has read and understood

the contents of the writ petition and he is ia a

position to give parawise reply to the writ petition 

as deposed hereinafter.

2^
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That before giving parawise comments

it is necessary to give brief history of the case 

as detailed below:

(a) That on 17th July 198G District

X.

’T

employment Training, U.*P,̂  was sent requisition 

for recruitment of 100 Lowe Division Clerks for

3?t>st Offices Savings Balk Organisation alongwith

0

statement showing likely vacancies in different 

Head Post offices. In the letter it was clearly 

mentioned that the total number of applications 

collected for each station should not exceed five 

times the number of vacancies notified category-wise 

1 schedule caste. Schedule Tribes, Hx-servicemen, 

physically handicapped, Deaf and other community  ̂

Five hundred fifty blank application forms were

^ sent to him in this connection,

C'

 ̂ (b) 29.8,'80 four lists containing

ponsored applications alongwith forwarding 

lettersCs/c to t /g ) was sent by Lucknow Bnployment 

Exchange to PM3, UP. Again on 6V9*80 one separate 

list containing applications of 488 with ,co\/ering

Csû \ cjO>

'lo
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letter (s /c ) candidaiies was forv^arded to the

office of the answering opp," party.

(c)

J-
\

That the then District Employm^t
— '21----

Exchange Lucknow was asked to intimate the reason 

why so many applications forms have been forward­

ed to the office of the opp.- party no.l. On
i.

17.11.60 he informed that many candidates brought 

forms with PMG*s office staff and deposited 

in the office of the Employraent exchange. Mo 

such forms were issued by R 1G*s office;

4." That in reply to the contents of para 1

of the writ petition it is submitted that there wpre 

110 vacancies.

5.i That the contents of para 2 of the

petition are not disputed.

That in reply to the contents of para 3

; llpf the petition it is submitted that the Director 

Training and Employment , UP Lucknow controlling 

all employment exchanges in Uttar Pradesh was 

reQuested vide Letter No.'Rectt/H-13/80/4 dated 

17.7.^80 for obtaining and submitting applications 

from the eleigible prospective candidates in the

i
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prescribed application through different employment 

exchanges in Uttar Pradesh. He was also asked that the 

total nuraber of applications thus collected should not 

exceed five times of the vacancies notified ©ategory- 

wlie ie. Schedule Caste, Schedule Tribe, Fx-servicenien, 

physically handicapped. Deaf and other community. The 

said letter alongwith 550 blank applications forms and 

80 requisition ©ej^were supplied to the Director 6

Training and Employment Exchange, UP, Lucknow on 

22.7.80 by hand.

7v That the contents of para 4 of the petition 

: are incorrect as stated, hence denied and in reply

T  i . . ' , .   ̂ ~ ■
it is submitted that the Employment Exchange, Lucknovi? 

submitted the list of only 30 nominees vide its letter 

: No.c/406/80 dated 29,9,80. ^hereafter Employment 

Exchange submitted another list of 488 candidates vide 

^  ̂ letter Mo.c/old/80/7387 dated 6.9.80 intimating

applications have obtained from your office and 

submitted in Employment Exchange, hence foiv^arded for

8 . That the contents of para 5 of the petition are 

incorrect as stated hence denied and in reply it is 

submitted that the candidates were not in the list 

of sponsored candidates of Einployment Exchange;  ̂ The list 

is not relevant.

■\aJ=\U
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9v That the contents of para 6 of the petition 

are not disputed. No call letter was issued, 

but Hall permit were issued only to sponsored 

candidates,

lO.- That the contents of para 7 and 8 of th© 

writ petition are incorrect as stated, hence denied.

J

\ , 11. That the contents of para 9 of the writ

Petition are incorrect as stated hence denied and 

in reply it is submitted that only sponsored 

candidates were permitted.

12. That the contents of para 10 of the writ petition

are incorrect as stated, hence denied and in reply it is 

submitted that the petitioners were not sponsored. 

Candidates and their names were not included in the list 

of sponsored candidates furnished by the Employment 

Exchanges. It is admitted to th© extent that the said 

:^;^xamination was held at Mari Siksha Niketan, Lucknow.

T "

That the contents of para 11 of the petition 

are incorrect as stated hence denied and in reply it is 

submitted that the Hall permits were issued to all the 

sponsored candidates. Thore ®re so many competititive 

examinations open to the petitioners in the State/Central 

Government Departments.

14. That the contents of para 12 of the spjs petition

■6c'
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are not disputed . Further it is submitted that the

<

candidates were permitted on the directive of Hrn’ble 

High Court but the declaration of their result is subject 

to decision of writ petition.

15. That the contents of para 13 of the writ

petition needs no comnents;

16.* That in reply to the contents of para (i) of

the ground it is subiiitted that there is no provision

for making advertisement in the leading Newspapers

the recruitment for the post of LEX3, Savings Bank 

Organisatien i^ to be made amongst the nominees of the 

employment exchanges vide instructions contained in
A  .  ■

D.G. P8<T M o .5 7 /4 /^ :S K  I dated 11.6.1965 and 

N0 . 51/26 /68-SPB-I dated 27.ll.69i;

That in reply to the contents of para (ii) of 

'the grounds it is submitted that according to the rules 

on the subject the recruitment is to be made from 

amongst the nominees of the Employment Exchange have the 

contention of the petitioner is not tenable.

18.' That in reply to the contents of para (iii)

of the grounds it is submitted that the petitioners were 

not sponsored canflidates hence there is no vir^laticn of

■2>c
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of article 14, 16 and 19 of the constitution

India.

19. That the contents of para (ill) ofi

‘T-

tl"e writ petition it is stabmitted that the petitioners 

were not sponsored candidates and only the 

sponsored candidates ie« nominees of the employ­

ment exchanges were allowed to appear in the said 

exat^ination. The name of the petitioners were not 

included in the list of sponsored candidates furnished 

by the employment exchanges, therefore their all 

letters were not issued to them. In compliance 

with the orders of Hcn’ble High Court dated 5.7,81 

the petitioners were allowed to appear in the said 

examination, provisionally subject to the judgement 

of the writ petition of the H.-n’ble High Court,

20, That all the sponsored candidates were

. allowed to appear in the examination scheduled for 

selection of post of LDC and subseouently as

pel direction of the Hon*ble High Court their
/

'results were also declared in which they were 

-found successful and they were given provisional 

appointment on the post of LDC (SBCO). »nce  

their appointments were made in pursuance of the
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Hon*ble High Coiirt order , which is conditional 

one ie. subject to the decision of the final 

decision of the Writ petition. Therefore they 

have not been confirmed or given any further 

promotion etc,- They are working in the Depart­

ment since 1981.

y - 21. That the sponsoring of their candidature

by the employment exchange v̂ as illegal and was 

obtained due to some favouritisiii. They are not 

liable to be dRswsxscdxi observed in the Department

. .  ...................

permanently as per recruitment rules and as such 

their services are liable to be terminated because 

their appointment abinitio irregular and unlawful*.'

2 2 . Thg^/in view of the facts and

circumstances stated in the foregoing paragraphs 

the writ petition filed by the petitioner is 

liable to be dismissed with costs against the 

p ^ i t i o n e r ,

Jc Ol̂>\ ( j j ,

Deponent.

Lucknow,

Dated: ^
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Verificaticn.

I, the above named deponent do hereby verify 

that the contents of para 1 S. 2 are true to 

raj personal knowledge, those of paragraphs 3 to 

20  are believed by me to be true on the basis of 

records while tfhose of paragraphs Sg 21 22 are

also believed by me to be trwe on the basis of legal 

advice. Wo part of this affidavit is false and 

nothing material has been concealed.

DeDonent.

Lucknow,

DatedL

I identify the deponent who has

signed before me and is also perg^^ally known to

y .

_ (VK 9 h a ^ d h a r i|

Addl Standing Counsel for Central Govt 
(Counsel for the Opp. parties)

Uf<: ' =
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IN THE CE.Wf-AL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, CIRCUIT BENCH

LUCKNOU

T*A.No, 025 oî  1987(T)
(Original U.P.No* 3091/81^)

Jitendra Singh & others# AppXic^t*

Varsus

Union of India and others Respondents*

29^8>90

REJ^IfCER AFFIDAVIT 

I , f}.K,Tondcm« aged about 33 years, s/o Shri G .N ,

^ Tandon, r/o  Rohalia Rani Katra, P .S , Samdatganj, Lucknow,

do hereby stat4 on oath as toider »»

1 , That the deponent is the petitioner/«^plicant 

no* 3 in the above noted yp/application aand he is “PulXy 

conversant with the f®;ts of the case deposed to in this 

rejoinder affidavit,

2 , That the deponent has read and understood the 

contents of cointar affidavit filed by one Shri R,P *Singh'

^ said to be the Assistant Post Bastsr General (Staff) o/o

the Post Haster General, u.P*Circle, Lucknow and he is

replying to the saae on his behalf as well as on behalf 

o f other applic^ts  nos, 1, 2, 4 and It is pointed 

out in reply to para t of the counter that the said 

Shri R,P.Singh is  not a party to the case either in his 

personal capacity or by designation and he has not 

furnished any authority autlwrising hira to subnit reply 

for and on behalf of respondents no* 1 & 2 and in view of 

this matter, the counter affidavit/c^rritten statement is 

inconqaatent and without authority in terras of Rule 12(2)

o f the C,A'*T* (Procedure) Rules 1989 and liable to be

reJcKstedi.

3 , That para 2 of the counter is  not in reply eany 

part of the writ/petition and it  is not pertinent and 

relevant to the petition*

4* That in reply to the contents of paxa 3 of the

cotmter it  is stated that the exchange of reference made
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in ^atwean respondent no. 1 and the District Employ ient 

and Training O-ffice, U.P. is denied for want of knowledge 

by the deponant. It is , however, stated that no restric­

tion could ba placed on the number of candidates intending 

to apply for the posts and the restriction that the 

total number of applications collected should not exceed 

five times the nwnber >f vacancias cata-jorywise, created 

a bar and prejudice to the njGritorious intending candi­

dates to seek their luck, in violation of Articles 14 

and 16 of the Constitution, which cannot bo sustained.

The ex«B»ination was competitive and not qualifying,

5 . That the contents of para 4 of the counter are 

a taatter of record,

6 , That th3 contents of para 5 are denied for want 

of knowlad-e. It is , however, stated that the deponant

as well as the a^aplicants nos,\ 2, 4 & 5 who were in search 

of some employment obtained bhe forras from tha office of 

the rsspondent no. 1 and submitted them in the office 

of District Employment Exchange, Lucknow, for being 

forwarded to enabla them to test their luck in the competi­

tive examination to be held for recruitment of Clerks,

7* That paras 6 & 7 of the counter need no comment,

8, That in reply to the conta its of para 8, 8(1) and

8 (ii )  of the counter, it is stated that the restriction 

on tha number of candidates to be sponsored by tha employ­

ment Exchange was arbitrary and against the principle of 

aqui*ty and natural justice and i-n violation of Articles 

14 &. 16 and 39 of the Constitution, The examination was 

an open compatition and all eligible candidates intending 

to appear in the examination had a ri^ht to be sponsored 

by the En^loyment Exchange and their right could not be 

abridged. The conten-fcs of para 8, 8 {i) and 8{ii) eae 

denied as stated and the contents of para 3 of the writ 

petition are re-asserted, Tha restriction as alleged in 

the counter was/is illegal and arbitrary as it defecated 

the very basis of cor!f)3titive examination in which the
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bast‘■Qi#‘'tiae -Jtat aoRfe' 1̂ ' 'b®'selafete-i'.* ■ ■ ■ - 

f#, ''fij^i^.,|,a 'Wepi0 ts'itie: eawterits sdrf .pasa ;f' ^ 4 '.

9 C l « l  % iie  © © ^ m % e x # : ;t fe e  d^poiaeii'fe..' r s - a s ia s a r f e  © .o fit m fe B '

/' €»# paam 4 -©f ths: i®i4'petition# '■ ■

.' fOf .. ■■ tii® ecm^entS: o:f ̂ powt̂a I# e# ,air@ ’

• ieiii©d as stated liije ctm’feenta qf S' #f'̂ %ii|’e''

'aae® „,3fe*ite®^e4* 'ftee dap̂oraer̂ t- anii- -.̂ pplisgaat®

. .sateitted tIieiW'

roeist Cxelbaaif © the -stame ̂ smridt' 'U& ■ q(wie##or}ed*

'Tfeat. the soflti^^ts'' @f p-axm tf '-jjbe cdwiiit6:e to ' 

tIiQ #*ts3nt tl»s  ̂ -mem w®p*iQn'm% to'the c#n tents ■ dl̂  ^  '

## 'tte fiiSfit :̂8tit$®ri ■ ̂ e . 'dejiiW 'tfee s0ntsots''‘toCpasa-

®# thS' p'^titicfe m@: sce-»stjat04»' 'ft. wms: iwoBĝ  ■©» ,tfe#

p9rt..'0f thâ  «©^Q«'diswt :iiO'»' f-ioot t«.%aye tssM@<l «s^l latte'rs 

t-Q' til© depooe^t a»d feSs othsr eolieagijes »he» t'liets wawise

■ «efee-forwai^ed ' • t© 'tl!®' en̂ l«i?:jsie«t Kst̂ feangms- ■' ' ^

1'2« Tfeat ie iE®p% to t̂ ©'' .s©nt©nts pC |>a»as’f 2' S t#

, .©'f̂ 'the- eosiataar.ŵ lstĴ ate-liT̂ riis ''tfee .©f

■ ■pmm: f  'mf -tkie P^titioii 'mwo' a;ê it©jcat€Siif'' ■ '■

. fi« ■ fftat \ttie'Gowt^'tfe';Of paa?a. M  ©f' 1̂ ®. ar©'

-«aenSei''Stateii' tfe# contants -of pm<3t. f" mf tl>#' w»it-.

■,:|̂ etiti0n .axe ;ij©;i.fass©:rtiNf» ' , \ ;

f4« 'fl̂ .at tis© CQJitanta ■©€ 15 fjf:; ttia' .are

ia©i*.|ed'as atatpd aiad tts& ©sptents of tHa

wirtt p^stit|ia» <s®© ;iea^tate4#' tfe® :^pMe-^fo«s ■©# the 

. .4sp©»eiit 'mii' tiM. #tiie^ eattegy^' m m  jiialj/

■ tha isBpioirnitgrit fxetie^ge mm4 ^po©|.te; patM̂ SiiB cisijW 

«iat;ii4tftl»9t!tf\th®#.ia aaeM̂ tieâ tly. ao.4 >ailei®asl^^

■ .fi^ that-tlua'©a«t®»ts. fii '̂psera/l# ##'■ ttea ca«i^te» ae»:

#e*4iad' as. stated arâd tfea.ecmtewlj©, &f p̂ asa., ft <if:'tt?»e.' 

.patitiati as?® It  is^/#tata^ t^at ■■piieiBl.ts. .

' ' m.. tiie' a^ami«a».^ti@» wm&-' imtmd .

|̂ «taysfa*vfe,ion-, mf 'the eo«Hcti., aiii' m e ̂ 'da^onawt' -

■ ana m & Qmrn ®x^ifiatio« a

■ iihmw sw2'cee0ei:<(,
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tf' '̂.ci  ̂ .%Q: ®5s^raati#ftKii^- #

mmaiMmrni. ..m^-mf «■■ .qpaii^i^Rg «

'̂ safiimt te©,- i?est«|et^. 'i*i#;;M@:|jibi- mrnmt
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enid have now becofsie ©verage î

»9« *h® eonteBts of para 20 o-f the counter

are dentsd. The gxouiids t4*,n to the writ petition a* 

cogent, eaund eustalnable, the urit is baseti on

on the facts oisownstaneas of the t^s  and

%o lie a3.’i©we<3 ^cljh . ■ ■, %

tOJKWOtf

Bisŝ «d. I; 28*%  90

l« tile abowe dep©«R% v«3ri% that

th© contsnts 1 t© 16 m 4  10 asfe txm  tm tay

knowledge awd thase ©f psmm ^  19 a g @  f e e : i i , e , y e ^ ,  ^  

to© trwe# Jtettii'ilQ iiijat6i:ial ■ 'has beein. -s.̂ p’sressed ati4 -«o 

pm t df it. is fa^mrn. ■ So m©'et®«

, Signed v©iei'f|.©4 tStli 4 ^ ^  «j# Aagtist̂  .

t9 9Q at l.UE:k»0i»» > ,

n 'anct^v

ty C K w  

Hated f.

I# id«fitif^  ̂ the depofsent 
hm s?4gBei bafsre rib*;

Vv-

CW*9'tib«y) 
Advoeat«

\'
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fj

I

3« m i « #  ' U - k -  - D k c L ^ i r )  J U a / 0 C » J S .

m 8T7̂  ?»t5I X1J5XX I ft? ^^9 iSHcf ?|5 «f5lf̂Jr
f«a> |9̂  ^̂ 'mcT % fsffrrr ftr?5rjf̂g 3fq̂  !̂jf)g n̂ q̂; JT̂?»!T |?5TT|5? «t% arsfl

?TfT 91II5T sr 5Tai5«,m f^aV jtt '̂i 1^ *it sr̂ î
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XU rm  c m  m ,  rwi: tribunal, cikcuit '̂ z t

tucKrnu \

T.A.No* 825 or HaTfT)
Original k.P.i43. W % / b\)

Jit*ncl̂ »̂ SiiHjh S. o th m . . . .  Applicwntm

Varsus

tktlon 9f India and oth-r. . . .  f-„pa„d«„t,.

>.f. Z?.8.9a

affidavit

If ^.K.Tandan» «a«?l about 33 yaarft, 9 /0  Shri G. i. 

Tandofi, r/o Hoi «11« i?«nl X*tra, P,;,. CaiwJatganJ, Lucknow, 

dT h*r«by stat* on oath as tmdar »-

1* That tha dsponant iR tha p»titlon»r/applicant

no. 3 1 t .̂a ajov® notad WP/appUc«tlon and h» U  rully

csnvoreant «lth tha facts of tha casa d^pocsd ta i,, this 

rajolndar

2. Th^t tjha Ujpontnt h ^  raad «nd undarttood tha 

contanta of a-)untar affi avlt fU sd  by nna Shri ^.r 

sail to oa tha <;a«iat*nt Paat ;iatst?r J^neral (e.taff) 0/0 

V .j ^^j«t las-«r iiuna.al. u.P.Uircla^ Lunknow and ha ia 

xaplylnj ta tha a a ^  on hia hahaXf as wall aa on bahalf 

^  of oLhor ^pllcanta nos, 1, 2, 4 and 5. It is polntad

out In raply ts para 1 of tha counter that tha aaid 

Shri Singh ia not a party to tha eaaa aith^r in hia 

personal capacity or by daalgnatior! and ha hoa not 

furnishati ar,y .*uthorily authorieing him to aubait rapXy 

for and on bahalf or raapondanta no. 1 & 2 and in viaw of 

-y. thlB rtiatt̂ r, t'.a cjunii^r « m  awit/w’Txictan atataraant io

insoTpeaant an. without authority in tarsia «f  l?uio 12(. ) 

of tha C.A.T* (f>xa::adura} HuXas 178^ and Xiabla to ba 

rajastad.

3. That paxa 2 of tha coantar ia not in raply any 

part of tha writ/patition «nd it ie not purtinant and 

ralovant t a petition.

4. That in raply t » tha contants of para 3 of tha 

coun*-̂ r it ir. atatad that tha axchitn^a of rararanca «ada
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In batm n  x*«pon(<«nt m», 1 th« Dl»t»4ct E»npioy ani 

*nd Tcaifilng Offia#, jj.p. i*  d«nled for want of knowlsdff* 

*>y th* t^vponvnt* It i« , fiow«vQ2  ̂ that no rootrie**

tlon eeuld pl^od on th« numrjor of c«fi )i«1«t*» intondins 

to for th9 po®fc« 4nd r<»»1:ricti«n that tho

total fiiiobor of applinationa coXlactad •' ould not oxcQod 

fiv* tlooa tho niMhor ^f v^earjclee cata/orywloo, er««tod 

•  hmx and projudlco to tho ^tsritorlcuis intanding candUL* 

datao to mmnk thoir lock, in violaticn of Articloo 14 

and 16 of tho ConotStotion. which cannot auotainod.

Tho ox««ination yao eo^«titiv« and nat qualifying,

5 . That tho oontonto of para 4 of tho sountor aro

a Mttor of roeord«

.<• That tho contonts of para 5 oro d«ni»d for tiant

of knowlod^o. It lo, howovor, ototad that thi* daponont

oo woll ao th« ^p liaw to  nr,»*\ 2, 4 5 who woro in aoax^

of oooo Of«pi.9yoont obtai nod tho fcneo fron tho offieo of 

tho roopondont no. 1 am! «ub?«li;t«d thoo in tho offico 

of Oiotrif?t ^opl'sym^nt =iXchwig9», Lac'^nov, for »o n§ 

forwardod to onablo thofi to toot L ieir l««:le in tho Ooa^oti- 

tiwo oxanination to bo hold for rocsuitoont of Clorka*

?* That parao 5 & 7 of th« caun^or noori no C3.w)«nt. 

a« **’ha^ in reply to tho cont?- ito ©f para 0, 9(1) Mid 

8 (ii) of tho eountor, it io otatnd that tho rostrietion 

on tho nuoho? -andldatoB in m  opon»ororl by tho oi^loy 

joont Exchango waa arttitrazy and agai..«t tho prineiplo of 

oiiulty ond natural juoUoo and i^n violotfon of Articloo

14 i  IS anci 39 of tho Conotitotion* Tho oxooination waa 

an opon cgti^atitlen and all oliglblo o<utdidat«o irttonding 

to ap̂ >«ar ir. ihs txarslnitt^n had a rlijht to bo oponoorod 

l>y tho Sii l̂}y>»ont EMChango and thoir right eoiAd not bo 

a'lridgod* Th« cwtonto of para 8. 8 (1 ’! and H 'ii) aro 

doniod aa i»tatod and tho oantonto of para 3 of tho writ 

petition aro ro-aoaortod« Tho rootriotion ao allogod in 

tho eountor waa/ia illogal and arbitrary ao it dofa^atod 

tho voxy !»a*lo of os»«»^3titlvo oxamiiiation in which tho
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bMt of the l3t «3M to ••loctad.

9* tIhNftt in raply to tiia C’sntonts of pajra 9 and

9ti) af tU2 couriT.«r» th» joponrfnt rs-osesrts tho cantant* 

of para 4 ol tha writ p«stitdon.

1Q* T h it  *3311 S a n o T  p u ia  ID  af cho countsr a:?o 

dar)i«td a» stai,fid «*nd tJ. j cantonta of para 5 of tha writ 

pstition ara jca«lt«ra5ad* Tha daponan. and othar applieanta 

subsiitt^d thair d|ppXX::atiunii duly torwardad by ths 

£)^l3y%arit Ilxchinja jMnd tha CA^a -annot ja qugatijnad*

11* That ijha itsnta of p«»ia 11 of Jihj sauntsr to

tha axtâ ti: thry aara r«»pUjn«it the contantc of tjara 6 

of l»ha ysit p Hi-ion auts Jsit ii-jnS and th ? ean-ccnta of para 6 

of tha writ petition ara ra-»*fea ;ad* It ms wrong on tha 

part of tha roapondant no# 1 not t:i hava iaauvtd call lattara 

to tha daportant and hit. othar coilaa^^uaa whan thair naaiaa 

ymx4 duly fozuardad to tha Cî pl iyiant ^xehanga*

1<*’» Tihai in raply b3 i,h<a cuni;««t» of paraa 12 13

of tha joun^sr ahich axe vague denial^ tha eautenta of 

parse 7 49 of t;ho writ pr^tiiion av» rij^itara..ad*

13* ThAt ih;« -anointa af p ^a  14 of wha countcr ara

daniod <aa tated and tha coniaai.fi of para ? of the writ 

petition ora r*i-arnert»d*

1<5. Th«**; the coTi'S^uUT nasa la of th'a countar ara

dani>^d ea atated and tba o tntenta of para 10 of the 

iirit petition ara r<;.atat3d* The applicatiuna of the 

deponent and hii* otbar sollaguea tirare duly forwarded by 

tha £! iil^^ymmt Exahanga and the opposi te partiee could 

not withhold tha-« arbltrarily ^nd maliciously*

IP* Thai ■She c 'fJtBiite o ’  para 1i* of the counter are

d<3ni«d £w itiiije'J And the son-aritB of para 11 of the writ 

patitiem ara >*e—««sarted* It i»^ thm pomita

for appearing in iho exarsi la— tion wsra iiiaued hj ths 

iotrtervantion af the High 'aurt> tucknoii> and tha deponent 

and the other applisanta appuared at tha exaflsination a nd 

they succeeded*



.  4 .

That in to th« ^Sntanta of p«r« 17 o

eountart th« cmt^ntm of* p«£* 12 nf th» vxit pwtltian «r«

It i» furth«r ctatAd that in the writ 

no*1UL5 of t?S1 n«Iik uh«ndra and ochoxs 

WflsrauB u*n«iuX And others, tho f'ontoXe Hi^h

"nurt, wucknoff was. ploaa^U to allow tho pstitinnor

ta oppaar in the sxamination* Th» daponant i« tald that 

th« patitioner coold not t»uec««d and tha potition bacam* 

infruct«ioua*

In tha inatant ca£,a* thora uaxa IfO vacanciaa 

ayi^inat which o .ly 76 car rfifJataâ  including tha daponant 

and his p*iSsicU «nd 34 po«i& still ramuinad

vacant* Tha daponant .and hi® eolla^uae luiva baan vorking 

eatiafaetorily without any «(5a?>Xaint or adv«r»>5 cawwnta, 

Aa a »at,tar of* fa jt th*» inclusion of tha daponent and 

othar applicanta faeilieatttd tha r^alaction by exaiiiinatio 

17* Tha writ ia *>aaad on wBri-T* It h*a»

aound And cogaftt gjroundft .ind i» to ba jll-jwad with

cost* Tha oontanta of para 113 of tha cnuntar are daniad, 

%tt and tho<̂ a of para 13 of tha «<«rit patltion ora »«** 

itatatad«

la* That thn »;3nt«n r of para 13 of tha cnuntar ara

daniad aa atatad* Tha .̂ ap3n«iftt states tN^t tha rilQht of 

individuala plaead in rIstiI I ’IV cA-rcwiHit̂ tnc*a sannot ba 

a^ridgad and raatrictaf! by t.»y a^’ninintjcaii^/a ordar in 

violation rtf prinoiplaa in Ar :dc:laa 14» 15 and

3? of tha Constitution* Th« axanin’̂ tiorv m«i0 a eoapatitiva 

axa’qination «nH not a ruf^llfyi,/. n;:.m:t,nati5‘* and the nuabar

o-f eandirfmtae e«nnot ^  that would wnount

to dafaating the ptjrno^a af holding tho er»T*patitiva 

axanil.nation. It i& atatad thiit alttvouŝ ’' thara wara 110 

vaeanei^t only 7S ranf<frl«t<??i 1 cittdii.g th? daponant mn4 

ethar applicanta onuld sM*9?ad in tha axa^i. ation» which 

fall ahort of tha astuat rac;ttir9<^nt a(iain«t tho public 

ifitee*e*» Tha anpllsanta hava bann airHing «sati»fac%orily
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• s
fbr ya«rs *nd havs now ^vara^a*

19* That th® eontarvta o-f para 20 of th« c^juntar 

mtm rianiac!, Tha grotmda takan in cha w it  petition or 

cggant» aound and aust^£na:)lat tha writ la bdssd on 

aarita on tha taeta and •ireunataneaa of tha oa&a and 

Itahlm to bo alloiflid idth coat#

n^ponant

V-

llatad t 28. 6* 90

X* tha abowa dapoant* do haraby verify that 

the c^ntants of paxaa t to 16 and 18 ara trua to wy 

knowladga and thoea of para 1? & 17 ara Haliavad to

h3 trua* fifeathln̂  i^atarial him Iiaan auppraeaad and no

par^ of it  i:o hslp -ci:, jjD,

Signad and vasrifiad thiti 2ath day of Auguat,

15 JO ttt Linknoy*

Hated i 2J*8*90

‘eponent

I, Identify tha rt^onant
has ei^nsd *jaf-»r:?

^1#nuSny)
Adv-jcata
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TH. n' 4u ’jc ci':::uiT IE CH ' '
LUCKwT.;

T.A.No . 025 of 1?i7(T)
(IrlglnaX 3091/a|)

4iti»nd « Singh \ othar®. Aopllcant®

Union of India and oth>r« . . .  i «»pond9nts.

m t  M iT

I# H.K.Tandon, ay«d about 33 y«arr, k/q shri G.*J. 

Tandoo, r/o 4ll« H«ni ?.l>. Sa^JatganJ, Lucknow,

dfi h«r«hy «tdti on oath ac undtr » •

t* Th«ii th? dipon<jnt Is th« natUian»r/<;,plic«ot 

no. 3 4 tho Aiovo notod WP/appX£c«tion and ha i» fully 

canvarsant with th. facts of th» cas. dopo^.d to in thia 

rcfainflar affjl ?avit.

That th® î’ iponant has zaad and undor? tood tha 

contant* of cnuntor affidavit filad by one 3hrl R.P .Singh 

sati t’j ba tha Aaaiafcant Paat *1aat^r Canoxal (Staff) o/o 

th- Ptist -aater Gane.al, u.P.Cixcla, Lucknow and ha ia 

raplyin., tj lh« aaiM on hia !»ahalf as tsall as on bahalf 

^  of other applicants nns. 1, 2, 4 «»d 5 . It is pointed 

out in reply U  nara t of the counter that the eaid 

ShrX <?.P.SinBh ia not a party to tha caâ i aithRr in hie 

peraonal capacity or by designation «ind ho haa not 

fumiahad any authority authoriaing hia to aubait reply 

far and on behalf o raapondants no. 1 31 2 and in view of 

thia jaatter, the c^unt^r affi avit/wrritten statement ie 

insowp^tant mt* without authority in torrtc of Rule 1?(r) 

f  tha C .A .T. (Pro::edure) Hulaa 1i;8? and lia’jle to be 

Jeetad*

That para 2 of tha counter ia not in reply any 

P' of tha writ/petition and it ia not pertinent and 

*®ant the patitiem*

That ift n ^ly  tj tha contonts of para 3 of tha 

it i» atated l^at the exchange of raferanca *ade



>-
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 ̂ ^  Ifi bstiiMn ir«*pond«nt no* 1 imd th» Uiatarict £sipl?iy «nt \  

and Ts«dfiifie U*P. is deniad or w«(jt of knowlodgo

■5y th« r{apgin«Rt» It twi^avar* slwitiid that fio r«*tr£c<»

tlon coaid bm plaoad on tho nya^er of oandidat#* intending 

' to apply far tits post& and tK© xim%Tici%i«m that tha 

total nuRibvr of jSippli'Sdtiontt colXaotad is'-’Oiild »at »KO««d 

five ti»»« th« n%»9bnt: uacancisa s«ta.^orywis«, eraatod

m bajf 0f)d pxoiudisa to the ratnxltoxlam intending candid 

d«t«« to emmk t^aix luck, in violation of Articl»8 14 

and IS of th» Con«tit«tion, which cannot 'a« sustainad,

Th© #««!iiination mm co-^-tltivo and not qualifying*

5« That th «  coi'itont* o f  p a ra  4 o f  tha  cauntac ara

-V '
 ̂ a matter of ritcord*

6« Thftt thf CfjntanSS of pjsura 5 aro denied far iMKit

of knovladge* It it*, howawarr, statad that th« dq»in«nt

as wall m  th « ' applicant* nm^\2f 4 % 5 war® in aaazeh
/

, ■ of̂  noawi •tapl'tyawnt obtedna^ tha forms from the office of ' 

the jmapondant no* 1 and subfsittad thaa in tha office 

of 0i«stxi*3t E'^l-3ym»nt E«changa, Luc know, fojc' 

forii»ard«d to anaJ^la thaw to t«et t’ air luck in th» cow!?fi»ti- 

tiva exenination to be held for yacaeuit«*ant of Clarke*

7* ■ fTtat fsara® (5 7 of tha cc'imter ne«rt no'comaient*

S* That in r«»ly to th« conts’ntB of par« 8, 8(1) «wfid

a (ii) of tha counter, it i© etated that the raatrictiim 

on the nimbez of sandidatea ta bn sponaorad by the enfiloyu 

want Exchange was arbitrary and 'a-^ainet tha |isinciple of 

equity and natural juatlce and î rt wiolatlon of Article* 

tl i  tfi and 3? of tha Caristltution* Tha examination %»aui 

an open cg^^tltion and all oligible candidataa intending 

to ippear in ths axae^ination had a rijht to be aponaoxed 

by tha Etli|»li)yi»ent Exchange ^nd thair Tiuht could net be 

anridrjisrd* Tha can tent;© of para S, 8fi) and 8 'i i )  ara 

denied aa J^tatad and th?* C3ni,ant» of para 3 of th® writ 

pG'tlti^n <Mra' ra-ao*9Xtad* Tha r*fitriction m» alleged in 

tha cauniar was/i« iH «« « l  a«d aybitjrary aa it dafs^^at*

'the va»y basts of ^̂râ’Bpsstltiv# ax*«ainati<wi in which the



beat of th» lot mxm to ba salectad*

9« Tb-at in reply to tho cantsnta of para 9 and

9(i) of the counter# the deponent rG^aseorte the contents 

of para 4 ef the writ petition*

. 10* That the contents of para 10 of the counter are

denied stated «tnd the contenta of para 5 of th's writ 

.petition are re«it3rated« The deponent and other applicants 

Qubwittod their la^plicationo duly forwarded by the 

Etapioyaent Exchange and the saaa-cannot :se questioned#

11# that the contents of para 11 c f  the counter to

■ the extent they are repugnant to the contents of para 6
V ~  ' ■ • .  ■ ' ’ ,
-V of. the writ pstitlon are denied and tho conten-te of para 6

of the writ petition are re«*stated« Zt was wrong on the 

part of the respondent no* 1 not to have issued call letters 

to 'bhe deponent ond hio other coUea;,us» when their naaes 

wsre duly forwarded to the ec^layment exchange,

12* ' That in reply to the conteotE of paras 12 & 13

of tha counter which are vagus ,dsnial» the contcsnts of

paras 7 &0 of the writ petition are ro«iterated«

13* That tha.contents of para 14 of tha cocmter are

denied oa ttated and tha contents of para 9 of the writ 

petition re-asoerted •

14* That ths,contents, of para 15 of the counter ara

denied as stated and tho contents of para 10 of ths 

writ petition, ara re*siated« The applications of ths
• w .

deponent and his othsr collegues were duly forwarded by 

tha E^loyWent Exshans® the opposite parties could 

not withhold th«^ai arbitrarily and maliciously*

15. That the contents of para 16 of the counter ara

denied as ttated and the consents of para 11 o-̂ the writ 

petition are're-asssrted. It is* otatid that pemits 

for îppsarinfl in the axaaina— tlon were issiMid by ths 

i-ntervent ion of the High Court, Lucknow and tho deponent 

and the other applicants appeased at the ex«wiin«tion a nd

they succesded.
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16* That in raply to tha coaients of para 17 O'P tha 

counter* tha cont«nta of para 12 of the writ pstition ara 

re»i»taratad« It i© forthor otatad that in the writ 

pstlotion no«lOS5 of 1961 halik Chandra and othera 

vorsua Poatnaetar GonoraX and othera# the HonSble High 

Court# .usknow 3onch« was pleassd ta allow tha petitioner 

to ogjpoar In tho exa!nination» The deponent is told that 

the petitioner could not euscoed and the petition became 

infructuoiw*

In the. inetant case» there were If0 vasanciM 

asQ-.in3t which only 76 candidatoa^ including the deportent 

and hie collcguce pacsod and 34 poets still reoiained 

vacant* The deponent and his colleguas ^v e , been working 

oatisfactarily without any cooplaint or adveree cotmaents* 

AiB a matter of fast the 'irjciusion of the deponent and 

other ^ p lic ^ t e  facilitated tha colection by exaraination* 

17» The writ petition Is  baaed on nerit* It haa

. eaund and t;ogant grounda and le liable to be allowed tdth 

coat* Tha ’Contsnto of para 1Q of th3 counter are daniedy .

and thore of para 13 of the writ potition are ra» 

iteteted*

13* That tho contents of para 19 of the com ter ora

denied m  otatsd* The dc^onsnt atates that the right ®f 

individuala. placed in aioilar clrcuBBStaneaa oannot ba 

.abridged, and restricted by any adaini.8trative order in 

violation of principlea loidAdoim in- Articlea' 14# 16 and 

39 of tho Conotitutian* Tho cxaaination vsê  & coapetitiva 

. axataination and not a qualifyins ex^ination and the nuabar 

o^f candidates oannot ba xaatrictad as that would amount 

. to defeating the purpose of holding tha cov^etitiva 

axarjsination* ,It ic atatod th^t although -t̂ erê  were 110 

vaeaneieSf only 75 candldatee including tha deponent and 

other applioanta could succeed in tha exaaination# which 

fell ehort of the nctual requ^ooent against the public 

intaviat* Tho ^pliconts hava boon uarking aatiafactorily
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^or ywers *nd haw« now b#coa8 •vora^o*

19* Th«t th« contant* of pora 20 of the cowit«» 

«r« doniod. Tho grounrio ta<«n in tho writ petition or 

cogont, •oond and auitainablof the writ ite based on 

tMrita on tha facta and •ixcuaatancaa of tha caaa and 

liabla to be alltshwd with cost#

V

LU- K ;<'5y D«ponont

Dai;od t 28* 8*90

I, the idsove dapeentf do horaby varifV 

the c-jntanta of paraa 1 to 16 and 16 are trua to »y 

kiwwladga and thoca of para 17 & 15 are baliavad ta 

be trua. Nothinu iwitarial Has baen aqppraesed and no 

part of It is falsa* So halp IiOD»

Signed and varifiad this 20th day of August* 

1990 at Lucknow*

r

LUCKNOU

Dated t 2li«8*90

Deponent

identify tha d^onant who
ha» signed Ijefar^ f»e«

(■̂ •Hubey ) 
Advoeata



BEFORE THE CENTRAL AD? TRATIVE TRIBUNAL

CIRCUIT BE^CH, LU3Kt« 

n .p . Vo- 

t J ,A . no. 825 of 1987 (T|

Jitendra Singh Applicant

-vs~

Postmaster General UP and others...' OppV parties

APPLICATION FOR COIIDONATION OF DELAY IN 
FILING COUlr.ER AFFIDAVIT.

\

That the opposite parties beg to submit as underf-

1, That in the above noted case the counter­

affidavit could not be filed in time inadvertent. The 

same is now ready and is being filed along with this 

application.

2V Wherefore, it is most humbly prayed that the -delayj

in filing the counter affidavit may kindly be condoned and 

counter affidavit be taken on record.

"(VK Chaudhari) 
Addl. Standing Counsel for

(Counsel for Opp.‘ parti

I

r



■■■

f/'
H

, C \ ^  Cj

HON’BLE I
IN TH^HICHCOIBT OF JUDICAHJRS AT

LUCKNOW BENCH'HJOTOW 

C.M. A.N.. of 1882,

Jitender Singh & others A ........ Applicant,^

In res

Writ Petition No.3091/81

!»

Jitendra iSin^ & others...........

Ver sus

1, Post Master Ggnei*al-., U.P,
Clr cl e , Lu ckno w-226001.,

2. Union of India through thei 
Secretary Minis:try of Communi­
cations;, San char Bhawan, Sardar 
Patel Bhawan, New Daihi-llOOOl.

• •

Petitioner.

Opposite Parties,

i£PLl CATION _gQR FURTHER INTglRIM RinT.TTHTT̂

The applicant above named begŝ  to state ag

under

1. That the applicants, filed a writ petition, 

in this Hon''ble court challenging the illegal, 

refusal by the Posjt Master General., Opposite Party 

No. 1 to issue call letters, for appearing in thas 

competitive: examination held on 5 .7 .81 , which was 

admitgâ d. and the following interim order was; 

passed by the Hon'ble Mr. Justice, S.G. Mathur on 

3«7.1981.
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V

V

V

(2)

“L ist  along with the writ p etitio n , Meanwliile 

the opposite parties shall allow  the petitioner 

to appear in  the examination scheduled;, to bê  

held on 5 . 7 . 8 1 .  The result of the* petitioners 

shall not be declared t i l l  further ordera^of

the Cburt, i  copy o f  the order shall-b® ^

i-
produced by the pe^titioner to the relevant  

authority.' . Copy shail^be issued  to the 

petitioner-by tomorrow.'^

2, That the opposite parties  i^n terms, of the: 

aforesaid  interim  order permitted the applicant to 

appear in  the exam inations and accordingly the 

applicants,, appeared in  the examinations on 5® 7«81.

V-

3 , That on 2 9 .8 .8 1  the opposite party No; 1 vide 

iinnexure~l to this application  announced the results; 

shom ng the candidates, who q u a lifie d  in the examination 

for recruitment in the L .D .C s .  ( S .B ,  C .O .)  for 1980 .

A perusal of the same w ill show that the names: shovjn' 

therein were announced in order of m erit. The appended 

note therein^ w il l  also show t h a t . the re suits, of the 

applicants; M?uld be only declared  wl.ien permitted by 

this. Hon‘ ble Court. The Annexure-l i s  the cyclostyled 

true copy of the same«

4. That the aforementioned annexure reveals  that 

though the opposite party No, 1 called  for applications 

for f i l l i n g  up 110 vacancies of L..D.Cs® ( S .B .G .O . )  - 

and asked for sending of candidates 5 times more than, 

the vacancies, i t  has only selected 65 candidates, so 

fa r  for appointment as L .D .C s .  Thus, there are still  

45 vacancies ^■iiich are yet to be f i l l e d .
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(3 )  ■ ,

5 . That tha petitiorers appeared in 'tiie said

examination and did  their paper satisfactorily  and 

they have strong hope and b e lie f  that they have 

secured marks on’ the U sis  of viiich they are entitled  

to be selected-in order of-merit® j

6 . That the opposite parties as per their 

requirement v^ere' to recriait 110  L .D *C s . and i f  the 

petitioners results, are declated and they are found 

to have q u a lified  on the basis of their raeidt they 

v d ll  not have to do anything else ax cep ting to:' 

restore the p etition ers  to their position on th® 

ba.sis of their merit*

7. That the petitioners, are a l l  q u a lified  and

e n titled  to be appointed as-L.D .C .  as- a l l  of them

have higher qualifications; than matriculation- and

f u l f i l  3:11. other recruitment conditions*

8 .  That the 65 candidates \^o ^̂ lere selected

as. per 4nnexure- 1 to uhis application have been all. 

issued  appointment letters, and those liioHave jo ined  

th eir  posts,, have s^tarted vjorking als.o. But th& 

petitioners in  spite of their having a ll . the requisite 

qualifica.tions. are s t i l l  su fferin g  not being appointed 

as their results, have not been declared and consequent* 

ly not been selected*

9^. That there is  no other empediment in  their 

appointment as L .D .G s , (B .B .C .C ,) ' excepting  the 

declaration of their res.ults* |



"■i
¥

V

't '

'9-

(4) V

Wherefore It  l3  most respectfully  prayed 

that th is  Hon 'hle Court tmy be pleased to pass 

farther Interta  order oommanding the  ̂ opposite 

parties to declare the results  of the petitioners 

of the competitive examination held on 5 . 7 .8 1  

forthwith and be further pleased to d irect  them 

to appoint the petitioner if they are found 

to be q u a lified  on the basis, of m erit in  the 

interest  of Ju stice  *

LUOTOW
M T B D  2 6 .3 .1 9 8 2 « .

ADVCGATB. 
C3CmSSL FOR PBTITlClSa



>7 OUJ

T ’ '0̂1 ttyid̂ir-ti. S ■ i  Or~s

IT*in C
> î. rro 3<39/Jĝ J
Vj ?.P).C,. Ji.c-^

^  rfjy£/̂  iJi7t£ *• X  xJ
Indian Posts and Telegraphs Department - •̂

Off ice ox the PostmdS"ter-G~eneral,U;P«Qircle»Lucknow

NO. j(^ )- t y jC o t ^ j/\ ] )/^ Dated ^ 7 . 8 . 8 1

The Candidates detailed below have qualified 

in  the examination for recruitment of L .D .C .s  (SDCO) for 19o0 
held on 5 .7 .8 1  and have accordingly been selected for appoint­

ment in L .D .G .in  S .B .C .O . The names have been arranged in. order 

of merit. The c.mdidate's \vho teve secured equal marks and 
merit have been bracketted together. Formal appointment orders 
w ill  be issued by the competent authority in due course after 

observing usual formalties. lxsft̂ {y>

/  xIOTE;-' The result of tSe candidates permitted 

to appear in the aforesaid examination in accordance with^the 
order of the Hon'ble High Court'Lucknow Bench in writ petition 
S 0 . 309I of 1981 ijill be declared when ordered by the said Court.

-^5*osition 
jjin MeEit *

sit
No.

Roll

No.

Name of Candidate Vvhether 

S .C /ST  
PH
E x ,S r . 
or deaf.

Name of 
employ 

ment 
exchan;;:

1 2 3 tf 5 6

V to

(8 
( to 

(9

UP-12 Shri Radhey Shyam
U?«lf7 shri Hari Prakash Saxena

UP-65  Radhey Shyam Sharma 
UP-10 5  Surendra Nath Misra

UP-59 Hari Nath Singh

Aligarh 
Bareilly
Bulandshahr
Faizabad

Basti

UP-68 Mohd yaseen Khan

UP-69 Ashok Kumar

UP-6^ Bachchoo Singh 
UP-259 Ram Kripal Maurya

SC

If 10

5 11

6 12

( 13
(

 ̂ to

C ,8
7

UP-310

UP-257

UP-92

UP-72 .
UP-100
UP-16 6

UP-19^

UP-251
UP-289

G .S  .Misra

Kamal Kumar Shukla

Anil Kumar Srivastava

Anand Swroop Srivastava 

Brio lal 
Rajendra Kumar

Guru Saran Lai 
Ashok Kumar Srivastava 
Sunil Kumar Srivastava

Budaun
Budaun

Bulandshahr

Sultanpur

Lucknow

Sultan p;ur.

FatehpuT

Dehradun 
Faizabaci 
Muzaffax- 
nagar
Rae Bareli
Fatehgarh
pratapgarh

. .2
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•enjq. eq of), em /q p9A8T:ioq ejB g ■bjbcI 

.jjo pcre 0§pai[Aou3| owo uc psSBq bjb .jDtxej 

iiTf jeq.UT jeqi^jnj joj u0iq.B0itddi2 SuTiCu’edmcoo  ̂ 9q:j. jo 6 

r • oii 9 0̂1 I  ;s-BjBd jo s:tDei}UOO eqq. %m]i ®8

-•8S”eo aqri jo sr|,'OBj eqi; 
ĵuesJaAUoo si qons puB 9Ŝo pDq.cu BAoqB eq:̂
ui p *ou j 0UOT::|.iq,ed eq:̂  st riaeuodep eqq. q.-Bqd; '*1

. -5 jspun s*B mjijjB i?xtmi0-[os 
Xqejeq dp /̂cuĵon'i ‘qŜqjeqo <i?aoxoo 3̂eeg p-[Q *h*m 

091 JO ^UdVl - SBj ‘iqîBdTjj; ‘Ml IjS JO ugs ‘sJeeî 
6T q.noqB peSe ‘iq:|BdiJj; j’eran;̂ ejoqsîj ‘x

md  MowDiid-it?- EiE 50  saoddns mi z w m u m

•S9T:}jBc|*ddo •sj0ij:|o PUB 
*TSJ0U0r) J0!?.sar4:so5

•SA

BJeqr̂ o qSui^ Bjpuof^tf

•T8©r JO T 60S * om uoi:|T:^'0a 

*3861 ,jo *ofr

•MOlCDIll HDMSig fAOlQDflT
1

m m im im  j,? smsYoianr :̂o jimoD hoih Eia.MOH ehs mi



mill oq. peui-eidxe puB :^no p^ej ua©q si3q liotiia 

:j.TABpTjjB siq:} jo si ĝbiiuoo aqq. spu®:}sjopGn bi;| q.-Bqq. 

^.Ueuodep SuiUTinexe jieSiCia: pBijsiq.'es SA’eij j

‘ î jnootjSTH ‘ ê B̂OOAp? 

*0 U S  paiJWUspT si ov{P\ ‘ r̂ ueuod'ep 

Tjg md/m

®01II

S8*e’9S uo m DJcjeq pmjTjjE AjmuQjog

OTDQAO?

*9OU0SBJd M

Uf pauSis oqM [̂ treticdep eq:} i:jT.TUepT: i

!|sEiq̂q9nV ■
S f ^  J

; \

\

S8*8*9S aSlVG 
ibMdtMOdSa M lDIll

*poQ era d-[eq os  ‘psTBeouoo ueeq s^q Saxqi^ou

pUB 8S-[Bj sf jo ;}jBd *eBpexA0 U5t VAO ita cq. 

enj:} .0JB [^abptjjb sfq:̂  jo g o:̂  j sqLj0:|Uoo aqq 

i^qejaq op petuBu eAcq^ queuodap eqq. ‘ j

H O U f D M I®

AOM®na:

•Ib u tS tjo eqq jo i:doo p9-[iiq..so-i:o/o 

■enjq. B Sf Tex-[9j mijaquT jeqi^jnj joj uoiiiBoTfddB 

SufiJuedraoooB eqq oq. X”B<^X0UU? ŝ q. q-Bqj, • (g;

(S)
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IN  THE HOI*BLE HIGH COUHT OP JTJDICAiPnRE A3? ALLAHABAD 

..........LUGMOW BEIO-I LUCKIOW. " ' - ■ '

S
^ v : ~ n  

% .V
4-

8
CIVIL. MISC. Am ,II m , - 

in

l«|rit Petition  No 3091 of 1981.

< W) 1981,’

Jitendra Singh and o t h e r s , . P e t i t  loners,

, *-vs “ ■

■The Me^ter Generel U.P.Lucknow and others^

♦ . ...Opp*-parti©s.

The above named dp|)lioant, respectfully  submit

as under.

.y

- (

1- That', on the last date of hearing th is  H o n 'ble  Court 

was pleased to allow the applieantrpet it loners tv;o weeks

time to file  supplementary offida.vit*

M .

2“  .That as directed by the H on 'ble  Court the

applicsfebiwas prepared within the time allowed but the 

sajne could not f i le d  as the case did not 3CHEk reach on 

last date of hearing.

5‘"' That due to inadventance the same escaped the

attention of the ^±t±  c l e r k t h e  counsel for the 

applican.t and the same could not be filed  in  the office 

of t h is  Hon’ ble Court ,
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4- That the delsiy caused in  f i l in g  the a ffid a v it

is  bonafide and as such it is necessary in  the interest

of of justice that th is  Hon 'ble Court be pleased to

condone the d e M y  and accept the a ffidav ir  file d  herewith 

on record*

Wherefore it is  most respectfully  t>rayed that t t e  

in  the circumstances stated above it is  in  the interest 

of justice  that the H o n 'b le  Court be pleased to condone 

the delay,-v^

I t  is  further grayed that the stay application 

may k indly  be listed  fo r  hearing,XHXXXx4:E

S , K ’ ClvBUdOlAO^

(  S .M ,K .^ h a u d h a i y  )  ^

Advocate

Dated , Lucknow: Counsel for  the petitioner,

Nov, I -1981,



Im -tke High G®urt ®f Jiiiieatmre at Alls^abad

Luekii®w Be®ek,Ltackaaw,

m

•5? '

A|F™;Af̂ ,

wJĥ / S
^ a h a 'b a d

SUPPLiMMf jffll AFflDAVIT 
IN

Civil Misc. ^pla.Ho* »f B81.
inx*6 

Writ petiti@E H®. 3091 ®f 1381,

Jiteadra Simgk aad ©tkers.

•versao-

Tke P®st Master Qeaeral n,p,Luckii©.w sad aa©tker*,Ofp-parties.

I, Kisl&re Kimar Tripatfei aged afei©ut 19 years, @®a
/

®f Sri H.H.Tripatki Resideat tf ISO N.H,01d Siek G©l®ay

Ckarbagk Luekasw tke d^sKLeat d® lier#y ssleaBly affim  

as mder j»

1* Ifkat tke dejjammt is tie petititter im tke sfeeve 

writ fetiti®m and is well ©©aYersaat witl, tke facts

i dQ(̂ f sed leretmgfter« *

2" Tkat f®r mgicimg reqular eeleeti®m @a tke p®st ®f 

clerka ia tke P®st sad TcfiLegrspli De^artiaeat a writtei 

examiaatiea keld ®h 5.7.81*

3« Tkat tfee pr®cedure f§r selectioa was prescrifeed, 

wMle tlae f etitisner caae t® kaew tkî iighi Sapltymeat 

Exckaage aad ©fetaiiied t&e forai, wliere M s m^e was 

registered, Tke f@m c©mtaiaed tfee imstrmeti®ns, a C©py 

©f wkick is feeing attacked kerevdtk as Amexure I to tkis 

affidavit.

4- That as the petiti®aers possessed all requisite 

qmaLifisatioms pressri'sed im tke f®im, ke suMitted tke 

f®ms like ©tker caadidates lidtk sO.1 mesessary requireaeats 

aad famalities*

A
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5- That after t^e filimg ®f tfee writ p etiti@a kgyiiî  

sfpeared in tke writtsa exsedaatioa tke fetitioaers esme to 

kH©w tliat eall letters t© petiti@ners were mt issued for 

tlie reas@as tliat aaies send by t]̂ e as l̂©3®eat excfeaage 

eomtalned ia 2ad list, ŝ aspe @f sueli pers®as viSm perkaps 

were ia excess tkaa the aumber ®f feims seat by Post Master

GeaerstL, U.P.Cirele, Lueka®w.TMe petitioaers ame pr®b^ly 

eomtsdaed im the 2ad list,

6- Tkat tlie petiti©aer fortlaer asserts tkat f©ims were 

©btaiaed fi^ii the eapl®5®eat exokaage aptt evea if it be 

assumed witMout an3aittiag tkat forms, wMeM were submitted 

by tke petitiomers were ia excess of the amber of foaas 

issued by tiie a^l®y®eat Exeksage, the refusal to sead eali
I

letters ©a tkat basis is illegal aad against the priaciples 

of aatural justice as well as agaiast tke iastruetioas
v.xb ik,(

issued by G.0.27/2/1974**SCajmilc-2 dated 14,30.1980. A

copy of wMck is beimg attacked lierewitfe as Asmexure I©,11 

to tMs affidavit,

7«» Tiiiat the refusal to c ^l  tke petd-tioaers was aifer̂ *

trory aad m^afide aad agaiast the priaciples laid dowa im 

Article 16 of the Goastitutioa of laiia,

8- !Ekat the petitioasrs complied with ell the qualifio

atioas aad submitted all req^mrisite doeuaeats as coatalaed

ia Anaexure I to this affidavit aad as such there was no 

legal justificatioa for opposite party ao, 1 aot to issue 

csai letters to the petitioaers aad to others who were 

similarly situated,

9- That it is also aecessary to meatioa here tkat O.P,

No,l had issued 550 foims, out of tMch 4S8 Foims duly 

filed were received but total ©aadldates who appeared ia

the exa»iaati®a were about 176,Out of 176 caadidates oaly

fx'-X 0

^2-

4
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76 lave ©mly smeeessfully t^sflliflei f®p tke sait p®«ts ®f 

elerl:®, still 79 eaniitates are t® fee sheeted fey tike

®f»p®site farty ®®* 1.

UDw Tkat ia ©ase t&e petiti®mers result are m% deela- 

et they 'eŝ iiliL suffer ima: irreferaSale l®ss wMck eaa ®©t 

fee e®aipeasated la terns @f a®aey.

BatedjLmekiiQW:

14.9*1981*

'.I’ ’”'*
DSPOHMf,

VerifleatiQBl 

I, t&e al>@ve a^e i €ep®meat i® ker^y viriflr 

tkat t&e eoateats ©f paras 1 t@,li3 ©f tie affiiaerlt are 

trme t® my owsl fcaewleige aa  ̂a®tM.ag material las l̂ eea 

e®m@ealed« S& lelp me Glot*

> '

Dated,Lmeka®w:

14*9.1981*

I ideatify tHe de#@aeat wh@ las sigaed feef@re me.

i©ate»l̂

Gierk t® Skri S.l.K.Ckaia<ilary,Mv®0ate 
Higk Gotirt AllaJiabad* ,

I Masre satisfied myself ^y exaaiaiag tke dq)@amt 
that ke aaderstaads tie c©ateat© @f tliis gtffidâ rit 
feas feeea read oat aad ejq^laiaeiby me*

Goartj Allahabad 
^-ucknow Bcncfe.

*ao.r..'

1
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IN THl COIIRT '̂̂-1 ^ ’S 'oV r . VL\

'  ----^ v ' '  ‘ '

PlalMfyCo

VERSUS

YVcs^X^v
Defen dent/0pp5sitr1^ty

Respondent/Accused

Opig4«al-Swt—  

F4xst-Cml-Apf@al 

VxV   ̂V ‘ OV'yŷ ,19< ^

Fixed for...................... .... 19

Case

S' the above mentioned.....,\«..;S.».... ....I appear for the

Appeal

having been instructed by....... ................................. .......... ;.......to appeal

- and plead on....... ............... ........................................................... behalf

their

LUCKNOW
Dated‘̂ :̂:.'...\\';. .19 ^  \

A

Countel

L .
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S. r/̂ * < ekbuxii/



'..4

s v
' 3 1 * ^

In the H on 'ble  High Court of Dudicature  at Allahabad ,  

(Lucknow Bench) L-ucknou,

C iv i l  n is c .A p p ln .n o  

Post Master General and other?

.) of 1982

. . . . Applicants

In re

Writ P e t it io n  no. 3091 of 1981 

Sr i  3 itendra  Singh and others , . . . . P e t i t i o n e r s

yersus

Post Master General and others . . . .  . 0 p p .  Parties .

A p*plication for condonation of^delay  

in f i l i n g  the counter a f f i d a v i t

The applicants abovenamed most re s p e c t fu l ly  begs to

s tate  as under J

1 .That the counter a f f i d a v i t  could not be 

f i l e d  within  the prescribed tirje alloued  by this H o n‘bleJ

Dun in uieu ol the fac lat ai ;he receipt of the

paradise  comments the draft counter a f f id av it  . a s  p r o p a „ ,  

by the counsel and uere sent through the deponent to the 

Ministry of Lau for being vetted .

2 . That the duly vetted draft  counter affidavj 

uas handed over to the counsel for the applicants  on 

5 . 3 . 1 9 8 2 .

3 . That the counter a f f id a v it  uas f in a l ly  

prepared and has been suorn and is being f i l e d  herouith 

without any further loss of time.
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Uherefore ,  it  is most respec t ful ly  prayed that ' 

th is  Hon’ ble Court may be graciously  pleased to condone the 

delay in f i l i n g  the counter a f f i d a v i t  and the srsame is 

l ia b l e  to be takenon record .

Lucknou *

March 1982

■

Counsel for the applicants
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In tb© Hon*h3je High Court of judicatui'9 at Allahabad
i  ♦

V. ^

j Sittit?g at iucknow •!

Wbit Bstition Wo.j_______ ot 1981

tolicatioQ fcg iatgriiii ral-fef

Jitendra siqgh & oth«rs
I&titioDerafJ

Versus

£ost tfefiffcer General liacfcnow
Opposite ]^r1S.es*j 

She fotitioners above oamsd mgi re^eotfutty stowte

I- IBiat for tlw facts and reasons srtated in the l*it 

iStition ana the affidavit it is  expedient that the (fej.j 

rairty no.'1 may be diieoted to allow the petitionsrs to

appear in tfritten exaaiaationf or derks  (SBCO) 14-itten 

examination schedule to be heM on 5.7,j1981.j

It is  therefore, prayed t hatt he Oppositeferty 

no.!l my be directed to a lo w  the petitioners to apjear in

the Written examination for clerks ( SBCO) ^heduidtofte

held on 5*17.jl981.^ ^
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... m 9 . |@sr. W ©  on© toi. p :#f ■ ̂  , .

clerks crfaltd 1b tfet i&leg,3?apfe tap'ni

ill tJt’feaj* ^Sr^teli ■oir«ji& #, liuofeiiow atti 

e^ii po.Ef̂ 'S h^B fecto lo- W  'Opp#- no«:t«:,

28 fh»l, the rtl#tan‘t mXe-s for rfcrmiteat :atip%ls’l:@ 

./"■̂ ■Ihat t h.f cartldetfg i<ill b@. ofelofi- the fit

Bs:chaog@0, ana. they will b© e^XS'C'lti or t.hr tttgia-of’ 

iMt'leR ©Jtaminetioti#., Tti0 e^uostional g-ia .̂iflcalioii t  Ixei:

^ l i .  poste W.SS Higli Scb^ools'

5* liat If) Qmev to fulfil Wie .sbô e- vecaiictts-tli®- Opp^lt# 

ilsrti' ao*1 on 16.*7«80. sent oosiifaai.oatS.ori t o 'jipaiiii.iig

aia4 ^^plo/mout» tT*£® i>aĉ :0ov? for S'&ne.ir  ̂ m wm  o£ csn4Sl^at©s 

ligibl© I’oj.'thf afow'SBia-postg*'

4* tm m.mS'B of th@ ii îit-ioner.s wtre -a«X|' ■
t

by' th© -tmploittttit 0xchm ,̂  ̂ to-the'Qpg»B3rty"..rt©# 1'--limt the? siid ■

0*1. aid ;0©t ieaue call: to th©' ■ietitiom'ii f oy iMoti

no Sieoiietiofi wag

5 J Slat. thf . I^t itionar s r.ogiet^r^a. ,mth tht- 

IxclwtJgef liaofeHow:ana fulfil all.-th@ r0gui3?£f'tP'nt:a>t%

apptariHg, i» th# e'3C3ffiiagllo« .g-eiiJdulf d'-t-o’ .̂. li©M.'-.Oil-5«7#81 

though tilt tiamts cf' the i^iitioogi»-s. t?W# ' m m J t

11 •11 #80 i d r e c t % * P i ning ^ . MplosfmtA. .o»:; I.teo' the 

CppQiltf' lerty ti©«1 Sii not Isaiac-- e®ai @? tti®

veittta 0xmloatl©a\dxsff̂  t O'fa,.#.3S .oii ■ \ M
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1 ^  tik« « MTlt fU tim m  Ho* liM  • !  

W i  iitailf OMiirft ottitt v«ff»«i 9̂9% iMii«r 

f iH f t l  «ld OitMffs in tlW liOA'ki* i&ill Q lV i
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ruSUm olAoo «o otfvottiooMat km U m  aato 

loiiiAi am m 0t^r§f JUkwltMg w U M M ees ior %Im 
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IftfirHtf olMo #» floro omiiiatoft w o  at^ftfeio 

f M  M M f i o  Uni tiMf iM *

•o lM  i»r Witten isoateiillML*
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Date

3  '2-15V!-

Note of progress of proceedings and routine orders

Dated of 
which 

case is 
adjourned

P V'ts
T

J^A^f  OLk ____

4fc?efcW^4— 6ettwieJ=—
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IM fflE HQM»BLE Hl&H 0 0 ^ 1  OF JUDICAEURE AC ALLAHAB^ 

LUCKli)W BEMGH. LUOKM)W

/c.M . A. I .  ifo. OF 1982.

In re:

THJRII fETlIION HD. 509l/81»

JITElfflRA SIMSH & OTHERS.
PETITIONERS.

Versus

1 , POST MASTSR GrElfflERAL, U#?. CIRCLE, 

LUCKIW - 226 001.

2 . UNIOI OF Ii®IA TffiOUGH THE

SECRET i&Y , MimS'IRY OF C0MMUNIGia?I01© , 

SAEJHiSR BEMAN, S M B M  PilEL BEfflffAK, ,

■ MEW DELHI - 110 001 . ...........
OPPOSITB PiRTIES.

.......

1.

APPLICAIIOK f o r  iMEMDMEMTS.

The applioant above named begs to state as under 

That the abore Writ petition was filed  by petitioner 

in  this H o n * b l e C o u r t  on 3-7-1981 when the following interim 

o r d e r s  were passed by Hon'ble Mr. Justice S .C . Mathur ; 

"L ist along with the writ petition. Meanwhile the 

opposite parii es shall allow the petitioner to appear 

in  the e x a m i n a t i o n  scheduled to b e  held on 5-7-81. The 

result of the petitioners shall not be declared t ill

f\jrther orders of the Oourt. A OOpy of the Ofdef Shall,

 ̂ produced liy

%  stall b,

Petitioâ f to i
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2. That in oompliance of the afore-said interim ord«* the 

opposite parties permitted the petitioners to appear in 

the competitive examination,

3. Thgt on 29-8-1981 the opposite party M6.1 vide the Aonexure 

ab«l to the j^pliostion for the further interim relief filed 

in this Hon*ble Gourt declared the results of selected 

candidates in order of merit. Ihe selected candidates have 

joined their posts. There are still about 45 vacancies in the 

posts of Lower Division Clerks of Savings Banks Cozitrol 

Organisation which have not been filed by the opposite parties.

4. That the petitioner’s results were not declared by the opposite 

parties as there was such direction from this Hon'ble Court in 

the above mentioned- order that the resui'&s shall not be declared 

till further orders of this Court.

8. That the petitioners in thdr Writ petition prayed for amongst

other reliefs a writ for mandamus for directing the opposite 

parties to allow the petitioners to appear in the examination. 

There was no preyer for further Mandamus for declaration of the 

results or for directing the opposite parties to appoint the 

petitioners on the posts on the basis of thdr results.

6. That the petitioners have appeared in the examination and they 

• hope on the basis of their performance that they would be

successful and come in the selection on the basis of their merit,

7. That after Para 11 of the Writ petition the following paragraph 

11(a) may be added t-

" That the petitioners in compliance of this Hon'ble Court’ s 

orders dated 3-7-1981 ware permitted to appear in the 

con?)etitive examination held on 5-7-1981 in which they 

heve every hope that on the basis of their performance 

they ought to be selected as candidates entitled to be

. . . .  */3
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appoiated on the basis of thdr merit to the posts  ̂

of Loww Division Glerks in the Saving Banks Control 

Organisation. There is no other legal impedement in 

their being appointed if on the basis of thdlr result 

it is fovind that they have come in the merit list."

That in the oiroumstanoes the petitioners prey tjiat the following 

amendments may be incorporated in the pray®* coliinin para (a) 

after adding the following at end of the para

" and be further pleased that the resulb s of the 

petitioners of the competitive examination held 

on 5-7-1981 be declared and if they are successful, 

opposite parties may be directed to appoint the 

petitioners on the basis of merit and adjust them 

in the list already declared as per Annexure 1 to 

the application for interim relief*”

IHEREFORE, it is respectfully prayed that this Hon'ble Court 

may be pleased to pass an order allos'ĵ ing the petitioners to incorporate 

the ameiKiments sought in this application in the interest of justice.

LUGKICW
DATED ;:,.-;cJ?,1982.

mVOGME 
COUNSEL FOR fHE PETIT 10 HERS





11 THE HOM'BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDI0A1‘URE AI ALLAHAB^ 

LUCKM BEMGH, LUOKMM.

C.M. in. GF ly82.

IRII PEIIIIOM 5091^1.

Jitendra Singh & Others.

Versus

Post Master General, TJ.P. & Others.

Petitionors.

Opposite Parties.

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF THE APPLIQAIIOM FOR AMEM)MEBTS.

I, Kishore Kvimer Tripathi, aged about 19 years, son of 

Sri Tripathi, resident of 150, N.R. Old Sick Colony, Gharbagh, 

Iwoknow do hereby soleninly affirm as under s-

1. That the deponent is the petitioner Wo.4 in the above noted

case and as such is fully conwOTsant with the faots of the 

oase.

That t h e  o o n t e n t s  o f  p a r a s l  to 8 of t h e  a o o o m p a E y i n g  

a p p l i c a t i o n  for f u r t h e r  amendments are true to my own

knowledge. . <
(sU'̂ vcw

DEPOHElffi.

D a t e d  I  « 2 , J ^ r i l , 1 9 8 2 .

oontd....2
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I, the deponent above nemed do hereby certify that the 

contents 1 atid £ ot‘ this affidavit are true to bqt own knonrledge. 

Bb part of it is false and nothing material has been concealed, 

so help me (xod.

t
iMcknow.
Dated f^< ^ril,1982 .

DEPOHEKT.

I identifythe deponent who has signed in my presence.

m a c  ATE.

Solemnly affirmed before me on ( M j  at

_________ ^  t A.M./Brte»—by Sri Kishore Kumar Tripathi, the

deponent who is identified by Shri R _  t 

Mvocate, High Court, Lucknow.

I have satisfied myself by examining the deponent that 

he understands the contents of this affidavit which has been read

'^ut and explained to him by me.

at,3u 

Liiclcnow \
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THE CENTRAL ADniNISTRATIl/E TRIBUNAL 
ALLAHABAD BENCH ..

23WI llTorohiJLl-Road, Alla}Tabad-»2l1 001

No.CAT/AUd/3ud/ ^  O . '  thfe

Rcj, Mo 825(T) 1987 ' ■ . ^

APP[.ICAMT»q

VERSUS

, ■..̂ jacvst. pr î rneT..1 ■ RrgpnMnrMTte

To

i- Km  hha^an Lai ;^uklc;, r-.Ivoc-rcV̂ ,Luoknov/ 
high court Lucknow,

2m iihri Ashish , TrivGdi., />dv.,c/ '..e, tolcnô ii ni-h Ocurt
.. Luclmow, -

Uhareas the marginally noted cases has.been

transferred by , ■
Wi4.».ir, rnimriTj > ■ UniiFir Sgistim the

provision of the Administrative Tribunal Act XIll of 1935 and

registered in this Tribunal a®'above., '

-Writ Petition No,_ 

of 198jj^,. 

of the Court of
fiir̂ h C3UH?-t

The Tribunal has f-^ed date ' i i 

hearing of the m atter^C-

- Lui>.k.iww ■ ■ ^ ^ ° d̂er I  I f  no appearance is made
dated r ^  '

* on your behalf by your some
passed by in I

j one duly authorised-to Act and' ; 

I plead on your behalf

">■ ^  "Acided In yout .ateenca.

. ■ Given under my hand>Ml of the Tribunal this
J^ay of 1989. 'J!

dinesh/

deputy registrar
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IW THE EEMTRAL AOTIWTSTRATIUE TRIBUNAUALLAHABA^- 

. CIRCi.'IT BENCH, LUCKNOIl'
Gandhi Bhawan jOv p,Residency 
Lucknow - X .

'■io.CAT/LK0/3ud/ce/ , Dated thu ,

T.AJ'io. of

tr .- f

At-FL::;V.T»a

■Wcrau

J^ESPON d e n t ' s

To

'^nH '

UtarGaa^tM marginally nctctl oases has tjoen transfortod by

i t — — „ Under the projibion of tne Arlmi.nistrativo
Tribunal Act 13 of 13^5 and rcoistared in this Tribunal as aboue.

---—— .j

m / s i  I flic Tribunal has fixed date nf

J  i  : l i L j ? : „ 2 2  193' „ The hearinc

If nv' SppearancG is made 

r on your hchal?' by yfirc snmo 

I one duly authorised to-Ant 

? and plead on your behalF
• K

tnc matter will bo heard and dcrjidod in. your absence.- '

' I

Given under my han'i seal nf the Tribunal this . 

I___ day nf / 2— 19^5,

-inesh/

»XPUTY REGISTRAR

' Q><!4kA cU>.\_ C .W  a,/ /  J
b lc  (6_ --S •
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