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Ĉ dcVC-V ,‘^Vtd'

?tlx\idK  ̂

)icK:.Q\^

^ U U _ ! L .c  

k  fl

/"V

i\\ -

iV-̂  »  (\^

m  - i U  i .

6 2-“<̂  -f

■ /r 2 ^ - A s c  

"  c ± :

L ^ T

e/^ ■

\y‘



V

4'̂ -

l/y

CENTRAL ;OjMINlSTRKriVE TRIBUNAL,CIRCUIT BE^lCH,LUCKNOW.

Registration 0 .A. No. 346 of 1989

Harish Chandra . . .  . . .  . . .  Applicant.

v"'
Versus -

Union of India and others . . .  . . .  Respondents.

Hon. Mr. Justice U^C, Srivastava^V^C.
Hon*ble Mr. A«B« Gorthi, Member (A)

( By Hon. Mr. Justice U-,.C. Srivastava,VC)

The applicant and Shri Tewari, respondent 

no. 4 came to Gonda Division under Rule 38 of the P & T 

Manual Volume iV from different Units. The applicant came 

in January 1977 and the respondent no. 4 in June, 1977.

In the gradation list of 1918, the name of the applicant 

was at Serial No. 35 against the 49 posts of temporary

I, clerks v?hi(¥lsL the name of respondent no. 4 was shown at

Serial No. 10 of 17 temporary clerks on d^utation vacancies. 

The applicant appeared in the examination of 1978 held for 

the vacancies of 1977-78 for promotion to the higher grade 

and he was declared successful by the D.G^ P & T vide his 

letter dated 12th I-̂ y, 1979. The applicant was required to

submit his willingness if he was willing to work in L^S^G.

cadre on promotion on circle basis and re^dy to accept 

transfer in U*P, Circle and in response thereto, the 

applicant furnished his willingness in the prescribed 

proforma on 22, 3,1980. The respondent nqs. 4 ,5  & 6 also 

appeared against l/3rd. quota of vacancies for 1979-80 

and they were declared successful vide P-M.G. U*P^ Circle 

Lucknow Memo D t . 15.10.1981 as comrrunicated by the S<.P.Os. 

Gonda in his Memo d t . 21 .10.1981 . These three persons v?ere 

also not appointed because of the non~ai;;ailability of the

Cont€ ...2p /-
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«s?acancies. According to the applicant, in view of the 

Rule^ 32 E (a) '(ii) of P & T jManual Vol.IV lays down.

If  the promotion is qualifying seniority should be 

fixed according to position of the official on the 

waiting list ."  In view of this, the applicant v?ho passed 

the examination for promotion to L-S,,G* in May, 1979 is

entitled to be senior to-the respondent Kos. 4 to 6 who
f

passed the examination'in October,1981. The applicant 

having'passed the examination of 1978 and. having been 

brought on the-approved list much earlier than Sri D,N, 

Teviari, K,D.' Tev̂ jaxi. and P-N- Tiwari is senior to them 

as they passed the Examination subsequently in 1981 and i

their names were brought bn the approved list much

after the applicant. The applicant submitted r^resentation

dated 19.8.1986 'followed by reminders dated 10.3.1987 and

20.4.1987 to- the S .P ,Os., Gonda for showing his name in

the gradation list-.of post office staff in L-S.G, cadre 

at a proper place to the senior to Shri Tewari but

the S.P^Os.-Gonda did not consider the said representatic 

of the applicant objectively and replied by his letter

dt. 28.4.1987 that'the representation had been sent to 

the circle office by his'letter dt. 20.11.1986, that the 

seniority at the divisional level v̂ as fixed on the basis 

of circle gradation list and no change was possible 

unless the circle office issued any such instruction.

The applicant, thereafter preferred a representation datei

18.8.1987 to the Postmaster General, U,P* Circle,Lucknow 

through proper channel for correction in the circle as 

well as in the Divisional Gradation list and showing the 

applicant senior to respondent Nos, 4,5 & 6 who passed

the L .s .G . examination much after the applicant and, were

Contd . . .  3p/-
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brought on the approved list siibsequent after about 

2 years.
i

2 . The respondents have stated in their counter

affidavit that the applicant passed the qualifying 

examination held on io .12.1979 for promotion to L*S,G . 

cadre 1/3 quota but he could not be absorbed in the said 

cadre for want of vacancy. Thereafter, 1 /3 rd L .S .G . 

quota examination vjas declared competitive examination 

instead of qualifying examination. It vjas also decided 

that qualified but unabsorbed candidates of earlier 

examinations held in 1978,1976 and F^ruary, 1981 v'ill

be no more in the list. For their promotion to L .S .G , cadre 

either they have to! wait for their turn on the basis 

of seniority-cum-fitness against 2 /3 rd quota vacancies 

or they have to appear in the competitive examination 

again; qualified candidates v ill , however# not be restrained* 

from appearing in the competitive examination. Accordingly# 

all the qualified but unabsorbed candidates were arranged 

according to their Circle seniority' irrespective of the 

year in which they had passed the qualifying test. The
I

respondents again stated that the representation of the 

applicant in. respect of Seniority list dt .31.12 .1985 

issued by the Post Master General, Lucknow was forwarded 

to the P.M*G« Lucknow and the same was rejected by him.

3.

U

Accordingly, we order that the applicant will

not suffer"the mistaike which was committed by the ^  
t/

administration regarding his promotion and fixation of 

seniority and this application is allowed and the order 

dated 27.10.1989 as communicated by S .P .O s . Gonde^ide 

his letter dated 30.10.1989 isicquashed and the respondent

Gontd . . .4p/
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Kos. 1 to y directed to give the applicant his due 

seniority on the basis of his passing the examination for 

promotion to L.S^G. cadre in 1979 over the respondent 

Nos, 4 to 6 v/ho passed the examination in 1981 with 

all consequential benefits. Let it be done within 2 months 

from the date of receipt: of the copy of this judgment.

The application is disposed of with the above terms. 

Parties to bear their own costs,

Mariber(Aj(J Vice-Chairman

Dated; 9.12.1991 

(n,uX
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Particulars bo be ex.aniinpd Endor^gfiieat as to result of gxamjaatio^ '

Is the afpeal-competent X 

a)

:

Is the appJiratioB. in the , 

prescribed foim f

b) Is the appliKatioB ii  ̂ pap»» '' 

book form ? ^

. e) Have six complete sets of the 

application been fiieH ?

.a) Is the appeal, in  time'7

b) If  not,: by Jjou many days i t • 

is-.heyowi .tim«?

> ) " ‘Haa auffieier,t t»aee fo»

'’asking the application, i*' time, 

,..-be«n filedt;,.

Has the dorument of awthnrisaiioj/

l/akaiatnama been filed ?

Is- the applipati^»n -»Pcompaaiei<
B.D ,/Postal Order for Rs.Biy-

, Ha^ the pertified-»opy/»opiefl 

oi" the order(s) against which .tliQ ■ 

■■QHpXicatioo is made been filedt

a.) Have the copies of the

dorwmsj5ia/'rslis^ upon by the 
applicant and "meitioBad i »  the • ■ 

applicatiot,- been .filed 7

0 .

9 .

10.

b) Have the d-ofunreBto lefetrei ■

■ to in (a ) above duly atta^ted 

by a Gazetted 'Officer a*d ' 

»»utsba>eJ ascardingly 7

. c ) Are the doi^uments referre<^

to in (,a) above neatly typsd

ia  double saprs 7

Has the index of .dooumenfes i»ee«

filed and pagtriBQ done properly ?

Have the chroBological d«t«ils 

of pepreaantatioft made and the 

out come of su6h ■̂ ■epreee|ttafcion••

' bee^ ipsdieateil in the appliratioB?

Is the matter wjiaed in  the appli-

•^®tioi^.peadi»g before any couCt of 

Law or any. other fte»cJki r»ibuial7

'1 ^
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• 12,. ,’Are. extra' copies of .-the applicatidlji '

■■ ^..';Ji^h■An^u.xur13s' 1u.lod 7  ,

; 'v " ' ' \ 3 . )  ■ ld.Gntjc3l^ w i t h . 't h e Original ? /■,
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' . ; ■ • ■ c'v/'iija-ntinij in;AnnG>aire? ■ , /  |-'

i . / ?; -i-

■ ■ 1 3,, ■_ )HavC':thS ;firc-.size envelopes ■■ ■

■ , ' ' ■' ■ . A bearing 11. 'addrasses- of ;th.e ‘ /'■ ;

T'espandcnts -boGn filed  ■

, jj r e ' the' given add.rcsfe. .the J
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,1 5 ,  ;■ Do’ 't:hS'-naniBs\cf t'hc parties', ' '-j ■

■ . stated ^in the copies ,'tally  with;

. , ' ' t C’ ' '■ r ■' n. appli™ '

' - '̂ArvG tne .'translations c e r t i f i e d ; ' ';

tO ’-’be-ture ■'er,-supuorted-by., .an ‘ ■ : ' •

’ Endoreement as .to result of exafnina.ti.j3h;

Affida\/it Iff-irnjing :that ,they  ,. 

are t i u i  ? ■ • '?. .:. .., , .•

'  •«

'17 , ;  ' .Arc the facta- of the-cas'e . „

: : rnEntioncd-'in itern no',, S 'of-the

'. ■ application.-f '■

a |  vCbnpisG y

-d } U,ndcr-distinct heads ■'J.  ̂ 'i ■

■' '■'WurribeT-ed ■.consectively .:

• . "dC; Typed i n  doubl'e'space on-.ojlei 

. sidu ,'.6f'tho' paper. ?'- -' -' - . •' ■-! ■.

,--16;,,̂  'Have- th'e p'aTticulars- .for in'terim,,' 

‘'CrdGi-■ prayed for iridicat'ed-with.! ■'

■ ■ r '  ' -reas.ons'? . ■ ■ ’

■“ 1 > - .v,

■ , 'iiihether all, thr remedies 'have \

-a,inGsh/ ‘  ̂ -,

N  (V

f :

j'-

■■ .'.i- ■ ■



V

number

of

order 

and date

,v | l

37/

K
V >  '

Brief Order, Mentioning Reference 
i f  necessary

|4t:k

■ P ^ \y \A  A ' " .

W  , y

•̂ tc (A.'̂  ’■

y f l m ^i<7

vrVv-v̂t*̂ *̂̂ - ' '•  ̂sfKs-

cny ^ h  j  ^10 ‘

^<K ■ nisTr
]/

t\
i*
U-'

Houj complied 

with anit] 
date .of 

compliance

6 f k

K

<>v. r
C J it <4 >-* - 

•f4a "H l'-  ̂

i U w 'i l M

Vfih

a*>1‘  ^ " “’ t ,

f  o ’

L
, I n-



rr-

V - V v a U -  V . 

•̂‘-'-vM, xn*. V . a W y y A  A m

<CsV\ ^Ui" < ^  (23’imV I

3^£v\u.' Goj^ yi'

0~S3J^ V c ^  'SrfSLSL̂ LK-eŜ '
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Date of i j 1 :
Bate Oi R- by 1'. 't ... .

''^'^cputy Registrar (J )̂

IN TH5 CEIMTRAL ADAaNISimTIVE THIBUNAL,

CIRCUIT BENCH. LUCKNOW,

’iLfyOM’U
Harish Chandra . . .  .V.

Versus 

Union of India 8. Others

I N D E X

Applicant

Respondents

r

-4 :

Sl« Description of 
No* docviinents relied 

upon

COMPILATION - 1
1.

2.

3.

4.

5v-

6.
7 ,

Application

True copy of order dated 27.10*89 
passed by P*M*G., U.P* Circle, 
Lucknow and communicated by SPOs, 
Gonda letter dated 30.10.89. 
(Annexure A-7) - -

VAKALATNAMA

Postal Order for Hs.50/-

CO/^PILATION - 2

True copy of SPOs, Gonda endt. 
dated 21.6i89. (Annexure A-l)

True copy of SPOs, Gonda letter 
dated 17.3.80 with true copy of 
declaration dated 22*3.80 
submitted by the applicants. 
(Annexure A-2) - -

True copy of SPOs, Gonda letter 
dated 21*10*81. (Annexure A-3)

True copy of representation 
dated 19*8*86 (Annexure A-4)

True copy of SPOs,Gonda letter 
dated 28*4*87 (Annexure A-5)

True copy of representation 
dated 18*8*87 (Annexure A-6)

True copy of representation 
dated 13.2*88 (Annexure A-8)

Page No,

1 to 10

w

V i

\%

2 . 0

contd.#.2
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S K  Description of , - Page No‘*'
No. documents relied' 

upon

10. True copy of representation
dated 16.9^^88. (Annexure A-9) - _ ~ - X \

II* True copy of representation
dated 1.3.89* (Annexure A-10) ^ 3̂ :13^

’ 12 '̂ True copy of representation
\i! dated 18i7-^89. (Annexure A-ll)

Signature of the applicant

For use in the Tribunal*s 
office

Date of filing 

Registration No‘e

, Signature 
Fdr Registrar*

r'



IN THE CENTRAL' ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, 

CIRCUIT: BENCH, LUCKiW.

BETIIEHN
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Harish Chandra, aged about 42 years 

S /0  Shri Ram Deo, resident of 

village Mirzapur, P.O# Maltari 

via Sagari, District Azamgarh 

working as Assttv Postmaster,

Balrampur P»0<, Disttv Gonda • • •  . . .

s versus

1.' Union of India, through the Secretary, 

to the Ministry of Commu fi cat ions, 

Department of Posts, New Delhiv

2v Cheif Postmaster General,

U.P* Circle, LucknDWv

3v Superintendent; of Post offices,

Gonda Division;, Gonda.

4*' Shri D*N* Tewari, aged about 41 years,

Asstv Postmastbr, Gonda Head Office,

Gonda.

5. Shri K#DV Tewari, Sub-postmaster,

Nawabganj, DisttS Gonda.*

6*' Shri P.N# Tewaifi, Asstt. Postmaster,

Head Post Office, Faizabad. . . .  . . .

DETAILS OF APPLICATION

Applicant

Respondents

(1) Particulars of 

against which 

is made

the order 

the application

: STA/41 RH-186/7 dated

27.10.89 passed by the

Chi^f Postmaster

General, U.P* Circle

and communicated by th

SSPOs, Gonda under his

letter No:.B.79/Harish

Chandra/Ch.II dated

30.10.89.

(Annexure A-7)
contd.i..2 f
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(2) Jurisdiction of the Tribunal i

The applicant declares that the subject rpatter
■ ■ I ; ,

of the order against which he wants refiressal was
I •

passed at'Lucknow and communicated at Balrampur, 

District, (aonda, ds vdthin the jurisdiction of the 

Tribunal.

(3 ) Limitation i

The applicant further declares that the 

application is vdthin the limitation period prescribed
I

in Section 21 of' the Administrative Trinunal Act 1985.

(4 ) Facts of the case :

(i) That the: applicant and Shri D«N« Tewari,

respondent No. 4 came to Goj:i;^ar^!ivision under 

Rule 38 of the P8.T'Manual t̂ &ijume-IV from
: I

■v,

different units* The applicant cSn̂ e in 

January 1977 and Shri D.N. Tewari in June 1977. 

In the gradation list of 1978, the name of the
I

applicant was shown at serial No. 35 against 

the 49 posts of temporary clerks while the 

name of Shri D*N* Tev\/ari was shown at serial

10 of 17 'temporary clerks on, deputation vacan~
\

cies> Thus the applicant was 24 steps senior 

to Shri D.N* Tev;ari vide gridation list of 

1978.

( i i ) That in the gradation list of 1983, the name of 

the applicant found place at serial 4 of the 

17 posts of L.R. Postal Assistants while the 

name of Shri D.N. Tewari did not find place in 

said gradation list at all and a note was given 

in the aforesaid list that **Gradation list of 

iemporary postal assistants will be issued 

Vi/hen position of those who came under rule 38

cd>htd. . . .2
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of P&T Manual Volume IV is refixed vide order 

of D.P*S* Thus Shri D.;N. Tewari was far 

junior to the applicant as his name was neither 

amongst 17 posts of Postal Assistants nor

amongst 8 {Dosts of T*L*R>' Postal Assistants 

shown thereunder*

A

(iii) That the name of the applicant appeared at

serial 142 of the 165 of the posts of permanent 

Postal Assistants while the name of Shri D#N« 

Tewari appeared thereafter at serial 4 of the 

17 posts of. Postal Assistants, in the gradation 

list of 1986a-

(iv) That the applicant always has been senior to 

the respondent No.' 4, Shri D*lSf, Tewari in the 

clerical cadrejî ' Ffe was, however, junior to 

S /S . K*:D*. Tewari and P *N* Tewari, respo ndents 

Nbsj*̂  5 and 6 respectively in the clerical 

cadre..'

(v) That the applicant appeared in the examination 

of 1978 held for the vacancies for 1977-78 

for ptomotion to the higher grade and he was 

declared successful by the D*Gi' P8.T vide his 

letter dated 12th May 1979 endorsed under 

P.M.G.', U.P* endst.’ Nov Rectt/G-85./78 Ch. II 

dated 24.5:.79 and communicated by the SPOs, 

Gonda under his No. B-4/LSG/Exam/78-79 dated

21.6.79. H photo copy of this communication 

is Annexur'e A-li'

contd.'..4
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(vi) That the applicant was asked by the
: *

SPOs, Gonda vide his letter B-4/LSG dated

17.3.80, to submit his willingness if he wigs 

willing to work in L .S .G . cadre on promotion 

on circle basis and ready to accept transfer 

in U*P. circle and in response thereto the 

applicant furnished his willingness in the 

prescribed proforma on 22.3.80. A photo copy 

of the letter dated 17.3.80 alongwith willing­

ness is Annexure ^ 2 .

-c.

(vii) That S/S D»N# Tewari, K*.D.' Tewari and P.N*

Tewari, respondents Nos.' 4, 5 and 6 appeared 

against l/3rd quota of vacancies for 1979~B0 

held in February 1981 and they were declared 

successful vide P.M.Gvi.U.P* Circle Lucknow 

memo Md. ,Rectt/G-85/79-80/2 Chi-II dated 

15.10.81 as communicated by the SPOs, Gonda 

in his memo No,. B-l/LSG/Exam dated 21.10.1981. 

A true copy of this memo dated 21*10*'1981 is , 

Annexure The said S/S D.N#Tewari, Kr.D^

Tewari and P .N . Tewari did rot either appear 

in the examination of 1978, or they did not 

pass the examination of 1978. The applicant 

having passed the examination of 1978 and 

having been brought on the approved list mush 

earlier than S/S D.N. Tewari, KvD.' Tewari and 

P.M. Tewari is senior to them as they passed 

the examination subsequently in 1981 and 

their names were brought/on the approved list 

much after the applicants

contd...5
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(viii) That the applicant submitted representation 

dated lp.6*66 followed by reminder dated 

10*3487 and 20.'4«67 to the SPGs, Gonda for 

showingi'his name in the gradation list of 

Post Office staff in L*S*G* cadre at a proper 

^ place tjD be senior to Shri D.M* Tewari, but the
> j

SPOs, Gpnda did not consider the said represen­

tation bbjectively and replied by his letter 
\  ^  i ■ ,  . .

Kbfr B.7^/Harish Chandra dated 28.4«87 that the

representation had been sent to the Circle

Office by his letter dated 20.11.86, that the

Hi \
seniority at the divisional level was fixed

on the basis of the Circle Gradation List and
I

no change was possible unless the Circle Office 

issued any such instruction;- A true copy of 

the representation dated 19.8.86 is i^nnexure
I . . f i •

A-4 and| a true copy of the reply dated 28v4*87 

is Annexure A-5.

(ix) That the applicant, theffeupon,! preferred a

representation dated 18.8v67 to the Postmaster

General^ U*P# Circle, Luckrraw through proper 
! . .1 , . 

channeljfor correction in the circle as v/ell

as in the divisional gradation list and 
1 ■ * 

showing! the applicant senior to respondents

Nosv 4 , 15 arxi 6, who passed the L.S.G# examina-
I

tion much after the applicant and were brought
i ' > ■ - ■ 

on the approved list subsequent after about

2 yearsi A true copy of the representation

dated 18.8*87 is Annexure A-6.' The applicant

submitted reminders dated 7 .12.87, 13.2*88,

16*9v88; 1*3>89, 18.7.69 and 16.9.89 and then

only he: could get a reply from the SPOs, Gonda

contd.. .6
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through his U t e r  dated 30.. 10.89 communicating 

the decisibri'of the P .M .G ., U .P . C ircle . Luck now 

vide his letter Nov SIA/41 RH/188/7 dated

27.10.89 that the representation of the applicant 

was examin^'d in his office with reference to the 

relative records and ruling on'the subject and 

no justification for revision of his seniority 

in L .S .G . I'cadre was foundv A true copy of the 

SPOs. Gonda letter dated 31.10.89 is'Annexure
I

A-7 to this application. True copies of the 

reminders'/representations dated 13.2.88,
I

1 6 .9 .8 8 ,11^3.89 and 18.9.89 are Annexures to 

A-11 respectively to this application.

.I ■ .
I

(x) That th4 U .P . Circle',* Lucknow did not
I

conside;! the fact that the applicant had all
I

along been senior to Shri D.’N* Tewari and he he
'

passed; the examination for promotion to theI

L .S .G . cadre much earlier than S/S D.N# Tewarij

K.D.' Tewari and P.N.'lewari and’ he having beei

approyed and his name having been brought on

approved list for appointment to L .S .G . grade!

much earlier, he was/is entitled to be senior] 

to al

-6- ;

1 the aforesaid three officials, respondej 

|4, 5 and 6v The P .M .G ., u .p , 

arbitrarily adjudged by a non-speaking order

dated 27.10.89 (Annexure A-7) ' that no'justifij

tton was found for ^

of applicant.*!

1C II
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(xi) That the applicant being aggrieved by the 

P.M*G*s order dated 27*10*89, communicated

by SPOs, Gonda vide his letter dated 30.10.89,
: . i .

prefers this application before this Hon*ble 

Tribunal to seek justice in regard to his 

seniority over respondents ros.' 4 to 6*

5* Grounds for relief with legal provisions:

(a) Because the applicant has all along been

senior to Shri D.N* Tewari, respondent No. 4.

(b) Because the applicant passed the examination

for the vacancies of 197^-^8 held on 10*12.78

in May *79 (Annexure ft-l) while the respondents 

Nos* 4, 5 and 6 passed the examination for the 

vacancies of 1979-80 held on 15.2*1980 in 

October 1981 (Annexure A-3)*

(c)

(d)

Because the applicant*s name was brought on the 

approved list for appointment to the LSG cadre 

much earlier than the respondents I'fes* 4 , 5 ancV..

6v

Because: Buie 32E(a)(ii) of P8.T Manual Vol* IV 

lays down, ”If the promotion is qualifying 

seniority should be fixed according to positior 

of the official on the waiting list”* In view 

of this the applicant who passed the examina­

tion for promotion to LSG in May '79 is 

entitled to be senior to the respondents Nos.

4 to 6 who passed the examination in October, 

1981.

contd . . .8
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(e) Because the applicant was asked to give his 

declai'ation for promotion to LSGcadre vide 

SPOs letter dated 17'.3*80 when none of the 

respondents from 4 to 6 were giventhis option 

of declaration.^

(f) Because the order, passed by the U.P*

Circle is arbitrary, indiscrete, unreasonable, 

cryptic and unsustainable. (Annexure A-7).

6. Details of the i?emedies exhausted :

The applicant submitted representations to the 

SPOs, Gonda and U»P* Circel, Lucknow as detaile

in paras 4(viii) and 4(ix) above but his grievance 

was not remedied. So he has no remedy but to prefer 

his application before this Hon’ble Tribunal.

7v Matters not previously filed or pending with any other 

court:

The applicant further declares that he had not 

previously filed any application, writ petition or 

suit regarding the matter in respect of which this 

application has been made, before anj,' court or any 

other authority or any other Bench of the Tribun^ 

nor any such application, writ petition or suit is 

pending before any of them.;

B'.̂  Reliefs sought t

In view of the facts mentioned in para 4 above- 

theapplicant prayes for the following reliefs

contd...9
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(1) That this Hon‘ble Tribunal be pleased to quash

the order dated 27.10^89 as communicated by SPOs, 

Gonda vide his letter dated 30*10*89 (Annexure 

A-7) and command the respondents Nos. 1 to 3 to 

give the applicant his due seniority on the basis 

of his passing the examination for promotion 

to LSG cadre in 19<̂ 9 over the respondents I^s*

4 to 6 who passed the examination in 1981 and fix 

his seniority over the respondents nos. 4 to 6 i<n 

the circle as well as in the divisional gradation 

lists accordingly vdth consequential benefits^-

(11) That the cost of the case be awarded in favour 

of theapplicant as against the respondents»

(ill) other relief deemed just and proper in the

circumstances of the case be allowed in favour 

of the applicant*

Interim order, if :any, prayed for :

Pending final decision on the application, the 

applicants^ seeks the following interim relief

That none of the respondents be promoted to 

higher cadre in violation of the

applicant’s claim.

10. The application shall be presented personally through 

the applicant’ s counsel.

11. Particulars of Postal order filed in respect of the 
application fee :

(i) Name of the P .O . of issue : ^ 0 ,

(ii) Date of issue;

(iii) Number of the Postal order ;

contd... 10
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12» List of enclosmres ;

Annexures A-1 to A-ll»

VERIFICATION

/

I ,  Harish Chandra, aged K about 42 years, son of

Shri Ram Deo, working as Assttv: Postmaster, Balrarapur P .O .,
h , '

Distt‘« Gonda, reside;nt of Village Mirzapur, P.O# Maltari 

(via Sagari) Disttli^'Azamgarh, do hereby verify that the 

contents of paras 1 to 4, 6, 7, 10 to 12 are true to my 

knowledge and those of paras 5, 8 and 9 are believed by me 

to be true on legal advioei- I have not suppressed any 

material fact.

Lucknow :

Dated :Y1 .12.1989 Signature of applicant.
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IN THe CENTR AL ADMINISTRaTI\r- TRIBUNAL. 
aRCUIT BENCH. LUCKiAi.

BETWEEN --
Harish Chandra ...................  Applicant

i.'
I  "i ' ̂
i

Versus
Union of India and others

ANNEXURS Isb.

Respondents

'Cony of ooji'-iunicai/i'..i l'->, Mny~1979 froni
D.Gt P<S!r New Delhi, received to this of^^ice unier P.M«G. ÎP 

/  an(\or»«n»ftat No.

'V'■■■'■■' ' '  '
■■■ 9ubJV:V^sult Jof the Higher Byamlnition ird Qu<5ta flf

■■■ ' for ‘'OtH Pec,,. 10^*

A' ■. • ., . ■■■* ■*  ., . • '

'.y- ■ 
\C'\
.■s *

t--

of orricl'iXs who have n«S!9ft(1 In tha nunXlfvlng
■ exjjiplnation.f  ̂ Qr*’r1e of <1) Postal (2 ) HMS etc,.-

1<)2̂  Is encXoserl/ 
th’a qualified c'̂ nrtidates are neither arranĝ id

v,/-\,-aoc'irrtingvt/̂ vt;hetr>Arjt‘errSQ»sftnlorU^ nor merit in the above 
examination hut th'ft list merlv 'lenotf̂ s the fict that these 
canillites ĥ ve qualified in the exanlnation.

,2-. In respect of con'lldates, If anv, yho were not elip îhle 
to take the examination for any reasons or whose .arirnisslon 

f" to the examination was Provisional, the results are sub;^ect“
to cancellation or the final decision r'̂ pjardioej their eiii^ibillr

■?# irirlus^on of th'e'lr names in
i/40  ̂ any a/ivantR{>e in c^se .

-ihe-y i’ina-Hy .̂ou,i;iĉ -to be'ineligible for the examination, •

■•" -- 5,-....  Th  ̂ names of the candidates â ^̂ inst the Holl Mqmber.. . .
concerned h^ve been shown as furnished by the Circlessr/ 
Supervising offlcers/APS authority. It, h'argever, any mistakes 
in the names of the candidates are noticed, the same may 
nlensa be corrected and the corrections intimated to this 
office also.

>

|Iq. B-lf/L,S,G./Exnm/7R-79 

.Cony to;,.

:Dated‘ at Gondn the

1-16 Thp ^ff ir i,-Is concerned.
17-32 P.F<.‘c the officials.
33-31+ The P.Ms Gonda/Bahraich,

'̂5 • Snnre.

POST OFFICE • ' U,P, F0.2TAL OTOOL’i:
SL. Roll No, Name ■ SL UoU No,
No,

1 .  3 ^?

2, 355 
, 3 ,  ^56  

II 3̂ 9̂
5 , 363 

k 6,

ii 7. 36=? 
■ 3 6 7

-No.'

v^Srl Hani Prasad M-̂ urya ■ 9. 369
\/~ '* ' Deo Yadava 37?

"Deo Kali Prasad (SC)11 375

Name

»«

y  A.N, Shu k la 
p̂ hmad Hussain 

^  “ P ,D ,  Drived I 

t*’ Ataur Rehnan 1 
V,N. Misra •

12 ■J.79 
3̂-1 
38lf 

15 3B9 
6, ^90

n/ Sri Rom Gopal Sinc^h 
Ai *’ S .L’. Trinathi 

^  ” Subedar Sinnh ' 
v/ " Di^ksha Raj Singh 

" Vpid Prakash Pnthak 
c/ '» Baj Kqni'ar Pnndey 

^  L #0 «H • Yarffava 
'* Harish Chandra

)dt. of Post Offices 
Gonda,Division

-------------------------------------------------------------------------. . A p ^ ^  .

f
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• I*y.6.

7.
8.
9.

10,
11.
12.

• <■ >

- 17. 
"■18.

19.
20. 

'^ 21 .
22 .
23.

^  2 5 . 
- 26 .

27 . 
■"'2 8 . 

r  29. 
 ̂ 30 .

IN TH): CENTR..L AD.MIIHSTR'.TIVG TRIBUiiAL,
CIRCUIT BENCH« LUCKiCjV/.

BETWEEN
Harish Chandra . . .  . . .  Applicant

Versus
Union of India and others . . .  Respondents

ANNEXURH No.^-'>^^

INDIAN POSTS AND TELEGRAPHS DEPARTMENT,

The Superintendent of Post Offices,
Gonda Division,Gonda-271001.

Shri''B,K.Srivr3st?iva,0ff.!?.LSG SPM ParasPur. 
0.S.Pandey,0ffi3;..,LSG SPM N^Wbbi?an3. ■

” B.L.Chauhan, APM LSG, Balrampur (Gonda;.
” Shard a Bux Sin(»h, Clerk (under suspension)

VPO Kishundaspur, (Gonda).I • .
” Bara Sughar Mishra, APM Gonda H ,0 , .

Pateshwari Pd* Ojha Offg.L.S.G.SPM Tarabgah;5*
Shri Matsyendra Nath Offg.LSG SPM B^lsar.

” Jagdish Pd .Gupta, Offfj.LSG SPM̂ ^Bus Station.
" Shri Ram Gupta^ Clerk Bahraich HO. \

Bhagwati Pd. Offg.LSG APM Bahraich.HO.
Samai Din Offg.ISG SPM Balpur.
Babu Lai Offg.LSG SPM Colonelganj.
Vishwanath Pd .Offg.LSG SPM Sadullanagar. 
Raghurai Offg.LSG SPM Khorasa. . , 
Dhaneshwar Pd. LSG SPM Risia (Bahraich).

— !iO/’indhyachal Pd. Offg.LSG SPM Pachperwa.
R.P.Maurya Offg. Accountant D.O.Gonda. .. v  
Raj Deo SPM Mankapur (Gonda).- 

'v "  Deokali Pd. Clerk Gonda H .oX
y ” A.N-.Shukla,., GlorK Gonda HO.h 

” Prayag Dutt Dwivedi, SPM jr-̂ P.Gram PO(Gonda). 
Ataur Rahman W .L .I , Gonda (E),*H 
Virendra Nath Mishra,Clerk D.O,Gonda.
Ram Gopal Singh-.Offg.Accountant Bahraich HO. 
Subedar SinRh,Clerk, Gonda H„0..
Daksha Raj Singh,Clerk D.O.Gonrla.' 
]/^'P.Pathak,Clerk Gonda H.O,
.Raj Kumar Pandey,Clerk D.O,Gonda, 

y  L.C.Ram Yadava,-Signaller Nawa^'i^afij.Gonda. 
V^Harish Chandra Signaller,Ba)^atlp:an,j,Gonda.

V

.'I

m

n
«
n
H

\A>
n

y II 

»

v-H

Dt.at Gonda the 17.3.^0,

Sub Selection of officials for L.S.G. Postal 
General Line Cadre against 2/3rd .and l/3rd. 
quota.

Please submit your̂  willingness if you are willinc 
to work in LSG Cadre on promoti'^n' on Circle Basis and ready 
to accept transfer any where in U.P.Circ’Je. "̂ iOur willingness 
or otherwise must reach this .office by 2^n3cP0 positively 
in the enclosed form duly attested by the Hoad of the Office. 
This is urgent,

_______

ir Pogt Hffices, 
C- OiYision.

(PROFORMA OF D^GLA'̂ A'l-.’jji’; '

(.Name and d '̂ijip.nacion) do hereby vrllling/
loxrfk in LSG Caf̂ r-?. wircleBasis

and aceGryja:t!ip■■■u transfer ivi,U pdrcle,

i.' lpnal:i.t tho^l^T^o-ial 
wit*. ' AOrt'ice

whoro w'a‘Klr» .̂

Date..

■'f



IN THB C5NTR,-^L ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUIMAT 
c i r c u i t  b e n c h , LUCKiCjVV. ’

Harish Chandra
Versus “ * Applicant

Union of India and others n
Respondents

ANNEXURP

ifŝ iAfj posTS AND tele:grap^;s Dr=Ani, 

crric: cr the supdt. cf-pcst :0.^fices gcn:.^ di'^'I5ig:j
GDaI:A-'271CGU

F.err.o U'o 5 - 4 /L 5G /E xa n .  dated at Gc.r'ca the 21-1C” ‘'’1

As Q result  of lowQr s e lc c t i c n  grade ex3:-..' 'cticn 

1 / 3 r d  quota of  vacancics  for  1979-GQ held cn '15~r; Tcbruur 

1 5 . 1 .  The fo llowing  candi-datcs this  D iv is in n  hr.vc 

'Juclar;,^ £.uccessful vide Por.t I-iaster General 'Ji' l-;. rc;^.: 

i.sjcknow nemo i\'a R e ctt /c * 'n5 /79 ' *S0 /2  ■ Ch 11 dated

v V O

Pnll No.

U  519

*GenPr3^__U'._no.*
• ' ' . V

\'Tm"a ^  .’D esi gnat ion

5 / S r i  ? c ^ ^ T i w a r i  P o s t e i ' S i g n a l l . ^ r  

root .jfficEo >

2. 5^5 II Krir.hna Dayal T iw « r i  Sp*-': C i v i l  L:.;

z^-'.c: L534,.L 11 :->Vw.Ti?ipathil'0/«.-.Di0.':-Er;nd2,

4 ,  536 ' Deo 'Natft T i w a r i  P /A  Gonda H .H .

, * Acc o u n t s L i n e  * ■

U P /? ' ,Q . iR ;M ^ 5 "  A c c /2 Q /0 G \ 5 r i ;R a n 'D . i s s  Yadav 

1 t y . ' . . - . i  Bahraich*-'-

r

ij'.'

I ' , 1 '■ f.'7
■ Pent Off;:::
• .-.y .r.nda D iv is io n  

Gcnda'-2 7^0C1 .

1 .

Copy t o :-

-1-wc Tha Official.,coricfj.rned* . ,

D-''.n P ,?o  of  the 0 '-fi:ii-'.l

11-'1 3 \ The PM Gonda/^tiira.Lch/Oalrarripwr a ion Qv;.. in cr  
, -.for 5 /3ook  of the: Ciffici: ; !

14 » "The SPQ.s. Bahrai-h for  i n f  .^rmatior;, T'ru^' c i  f  i c  
5>4rial IiJo 5 ?'r workin/^ u n c i r  h;:r.,

1 5 .  vX^D,Ot F i le  E-^;/L3G ' - .

'lot D v O .F i le  ■ B- 3 /Acctt ,

'i 7 ♦ A cc ounta nt  D . D .  Gc-riri'̂ .

’U--25 Spare*



gT4fq ,̂ ,

TiYcrg-y Tja-gel -̂\̂~gT |
♦

iirpr f^Ts '̂ f i

r

?TPHir f r t e r  I  ^HTi:iT!^f JrcR- g ^ r r  q-fmirg?!
/

c15FJ» £TfT “Gradation list of Post Office staff in LSG

Pradesh Circel on  ̂ ,
cadre in Uttar/a8xaM*^ic&yx9<^ HT1T<!T ■fHrf?! fT[T¥ ,1336

■fesfri ■'T̂ I  li ^tr 1 W h  ^f<s 1272 w  1275 % iit:t[

iWl" Director (St aff/G- Post New Delhi ^  cp̂-R)

6-19/82- £PB II I^IR) 7.3« 86' (C.O. letter Staff/A.21/

Ch.IV/7 fp^T% 15.1+.-86 2 |ll^ 3RW gt̂ lT 1

W

1272 SEi K.K. Mishra 10-7-46 9-10-67 1.7.73 Allahabad
U.C.

Sri HarishChandra l5-IO-i-i7 U. 11. 62 1. 5.83 G3nda
U.C.

1273 Sri U.S.Math U.C. 16.9«Li8 2-2. 60 U2.73 Faizabad

V
stoTO fm xfr frl* jm  5srr?r ffTTe' m m  

1313 m  T ^ m x  m x % krr 1m w x  % 3Hnir glrsrocrr

^TX 'UTf^ ! 'crirtT<l> ^if'^X iifr MrTT

3fr^Tf CTf if 3^^ cfflnŝ  ^  1 irqT ^f^^X: o\ ' • ■

I  198 3 1̂" ^>sTR fĉ Td ^ 3ilTT£;ff sRT ER* TrtoTT

crr-2/3B 1^fqr I I. 3.8t+ STfT i#  ^  ^  3fT?TT?- ?fr ^ 0 ^ 0'o

tmxft' ^rn /xenrrs 2T^Tfm sf? HgpTti) qirfqifet* ini'

«2 'TT njii fi7mT«3 "(f 'fe im  w  I  ?irr

^PR rTcTT jrrrl̂ 'lfT 'dnTRnT ^ W V X  %

^ »10 ^ ?feiJT ••H tfr ll ^  5"cfî T̂ ^fH^StTT

m  tT'# B^TT ?R-T -[^Tn- 3RBTT 'i-fl- 3-ltf sItdiHO-ve v> VI

f m r ^  ?f crf^mr ^  3rr̂  w  Jift" ^Fufcifq

15.10.1+7, M r  Jf ^brx u. iu67 lsg q'̂ rliiiT jrifrT/ 197a ,

5ft’ ^ 0 ^ 0  1m xft sf1~ ^ f r r f ^  l5o7. kQ }î T 'Jf g%-r 2 M U 6 7

i __
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W  L .S .G . qTTsilT I98Q ll

I

■̂fr /5^0^0 fŝt 9'Hf/ 1313 O'r "fercmrr m x I f?rfrw

^ T Y  f p T f n  E T  g^qTtr ?[ 3'^d ( 1 #  E t n t  #}■ 3TrT

•feiTe' ?f fW rt  1272 ait?" 1273 J]S JSRT uTI^'̂ I

¥ m m  ^fT tfEpT aW rf 3R?'tf:f I  'fe cTfecSrfT ^  Jf

^  cq̂ F?Tr

gfrr^Fg,

I9»8»86 STq) '̂F1

, 5Hrn-;irr'nt“i^T ^^^ i• '•a

^V\; FiTtr g"frrf^fr p irfTn

' K '  ^

1W W
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Union of India and others • • •  Respondents

ANMEXURS
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IN THF CcWTR^L ADMIHISTR^TIVE TRIBUNAL, 

CIRCUIT BgNCH. LUCKiaii 
---- BHTVJEEli ,

Harish Chandra • • •  • • •
Versus

Union of India and others . . .  Responde

AMHF.XURE Ih*

E‘W Tg ■‘tg tW K  - 'itosT i

‘t,

-6t« ' 

a x r  - ^  ft.

; - t p s ^  w  Hf^HoiiSra \a< t>}'« ^

w t  1

IX 5 fp *lot^

^Tt->5^ ■j'i ^  ^  'tfr mf5\ l«t =isr M r «  ^iT'x'jT ?

m i  \ Û̂ *-

4"x 1 n h '^  w m  ^ ¥ n  '<t

u k t  ^  "m i m l h  ^ ^

4 u^<\ ^ t‘H?r ^liix f  I

Ifô-̂aq t[ i .̂flT '^tti

V'Jj Ip  U < ^  ^  iloxi^il' lh w - - V l^  C q v v ? ^ P  *-^9^ lH'S\

^T  w i ^ t ^ = T  f { i  fT ^  Tiii^ r̂fr t'mt^ fm : w ?  

m  ^  wi t m i  5it ^  % i

■ £f c?̂ txifc! 4\ ofT̂ lT ii ^

^ ^ I

^  1S30 fTo ’̂ fTHTT Kmt̂  l̂/lT̂ i T‘i->2JT q ath; Ĉ ) ^

^ 0  fm t t  (^  §io #To fmTtt m  ĉ ) tfic

^ ^  i2?io ^ 0  ^fr^rr u^o n

^=iT ■sqfc^T ‘ft ^‘F^i ur^r

“fTfr W * .  U o , O T  U U  T{ ^

^v^fm  urcT -irCt

 ̂ ^'0(*T ^ r<Sio

^ 0  RWHIvscmss. U'-^^ J^nt q?TX^ ^ tCT^T'

^ 0|=©TC Ki "cqf^ ^oTof X{ T O  îtuBT

^  c^T- ît-2̂ ) ^  -^tm wx) ^ 0  ^ 0  ^ w

3 R  ‘{iFlfcl TfuBT <? q^Tli ^ T H /R ^  ^ 0  ITo

taT** ^-^-cc ^ sim n ^  ^ 0  H ^

'firi T-Tr, y f'l
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1

:?- »?Ji3g ^ttJST ^ ^ ^ h  '41r-yi^o CTo ■f<?̂ ‘i«

mKT ?o ‘f*T^t^T’ ?l ^  ^ 0  ■̂l f^cifi

U m ^ H  jfl*TT m  m  f̂f̂ iTct̂ crr h  ti

anr^ i

‘i'K'fe^i iinr ^ t t  T^^B5i-^-cv3 ^ ^ n

^̂ s-̂ -co ‘f.T^^t- ^ *n }im  ^-^Te sti^T ^ fnr

r̂r̂ i 1^-^ £i r̂rr<̂  aira T

»rttJ5T ^ W'it ^ - y i^ u  #to

4to f<=!irf \̂s-Q«co w  

4t  ^ U t 3 t ^ u j  m-^H n '^ r

T«et 5 I

^  I  -m{ ^x W
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y v v ^ '
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In the Central Administiati«e Tribunal at Allahabad, 

‘ ‘ t 
Circuit Bench, Lucknow,

Registration No. O.A. 346 of 1989.

r K

Harish Chandra

Union of India & Othera

Versus.

COUNTER

Applicant.

Respondents!

ON BEHALF dp RESPONQgNTS No. 1 , 2 AMO 3 *

I , R»S. Singh, aged about 47 years, son of Shri Raj Bahadur 

' Singh, Supdt# of Post Offices, Gonda, do hsroby solemnly affirm and 

state as under i-

r-

1.

2,

3.

4.

That the dsponant is the SupcJt, of Post Offices, Gonda 

Division, Gonda and is uell conversant uiith the facts of the 

case deposed hereinafter.

That the deponant has read the application filed by Shri 

Harish Chandra and has understood the contents acK thereof.

That the deponant is competent to 

behalf of all the respondents.

this on

That it «»rauld be uorthuhile to give a brief history of 

the case as under.

BRIEF HISTORY OF THE CASE

The applicant joir»d Gonda division on 25,1.1997 on 

transfer frod Pauri division and Shri Deo Nath Teuiari on 

16.9.1977 on transfer from Saharanpur division. Their seniority 

uias fixed infhife gradation list of Gonda division in respect of 

urtiich there is no dispute,

• • • • ft• • •
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f-

- 1  2  s-
«

The applicant passed *the qualifying examination held 

on 10,12,79 for promotion to L .S .G . cadra 1 /3  quota but he could 

not be abaorbad in the said cadre for want of vacancy* Respon­

dents No, 4, 5 and 6 namely S/Shri 0*N. Tewari, K»D, Tiuiari and 

P.N* Tebiari also passed the qualifying examination for the L .S .G . 

1 /3  Cadre held on 15,2,81 but could not be promoted due to want 

of vacancy, ,

Thereafter the l/3rd LSG cpota examination was declared

corapatitivB ftnamination instead of qualifying examination. It was

i '

also decided that qualified but unabsorbed candidates of earlier 

examinationSheld in 19TS, 1976 and 1978 and Feb, 1981 will be 

no more sn the list. For their promotion to L»S«G, Cadre, either 

they^have to wait fori their torn on the basis of Senlority-aim-

 ̂ fitness afainst 2f?> quota vacancies oe they have to appear in 

ttie competitive examination again; qualified candidates will,b^JB

not begH»»u5e<ntfiane!d from appearing in the competitive examination.
•* ' ♦ .

(Annexure - R-1), Accordingly, all the qualified but unabsorbed 

candidates were arranged according to their Circle seni»rity 

irrespective of the year in which they had passed the qualifying 

test.

Respondent No; 4 namely Shri D#!\!« Tiwari was confirmed 

w«e,f, 1 ,3 ,76 , Respondent No, 6 (Shri p«N# Tiwari) was confirmed 

w .e .f , 1 ,3 ,68  and Respondent No, 5 (Shri K*D# Tewari) was confirmed 

w .e ,f , 1 ,12 .71 , Shri. Harish Chandra (the petitioner) was confirmed 

w .e .f . 1 ,3 ,8 3 . lilhen the applicant fBMiori joined Gonda' division, 

he was not confirmed whereas all the above three respondents were 

already confirmed. Accordingly in the circle Seniority, all the thre 

respondents, viz, S /S h r iP .N . Tewari, K.D, Tewari and 0,N , Tewari ware 

senior to the applicant, though they had passed the qualifying test 

much later i ,e ,  in 1981 whereas the applicant had passed the test 

in 1978.

Circlaj^^anio«i4y^list corrected upto 31,12,85 was issued

.'i.

on 20,3,86 in which the seniority of the applicant and that of 

the raspondents No, 4, 5 &6 was showK.at serial No. i ^ ^ x ^  1335,



I '•

5.

6,

7,

8,

1C.

i

/Ox

*-

1313, 1258 and 930 respectively. The applicant mads rspre-
*  ’  I

sentation against his 

Post Waster General, I

seniority uhich was rejected by the 

,P . Circle, Lucknou) on 27*10*,89«

baraihise: c o w e m t s

That the contents of

That the contents of 

however, clarified tf 

relates to seniority

That the contents of 

seniority poition in

para 1 to 3 need no comments.

paras 4 ( i )  to 4 ( i i i )  are admitted. It is, 

at the gradation list mentioned in the paras 

of the "staff of Gonda division.

para 4 (iv ) are admittedly with regard to the 

the ditfidiqrial seniority list but in the

O.P* Circle he is junior^all the three respondents.

That the contents of para 4 (v ) to 4 (v ii) are admitted except 

that the seniority in the Circle was determined on the basis of 

date of coBifirmation in the clerical cadre, Shri P.M. Tiuiari, 

iuas confirmed w.a.f., 1,3.'68 while the applicant was confirmed 

on 1 .3 .83 ,

9 , That the contents of-para 4 (v iii) & 4 (#ix) are admitted.

Rbs^br Repreaentati 

list 4s on 31.12.85

3n of the-’applicant ia respect of Seniority 

, issued by t̂he Post Plaster General, Lucknow

was forwarded to th[e P.PI.G. Lucknow and the same mas rejected by

him. The deponant 

said s««isjp4ty list 

admissible under rtj

was not empowered to make any correction in the 

, The claim of the petitioner was also not 

lea, '

That in reply to para 4 (x ) it is stated that in pursuance of the 

Director General’s ordeM which is filed as Annexure R-1, all the 

candidates who had passed the 1 /3  iLSG essIxs mrxr examination in V. 

1976, 1978 & 1981 but could not ba absorbed in the llSG cadre were 

arranged according to their seniority in the C ir c fe ^ S io jB ^  List!

On promotion to LS ] Cadre their seniority was fixed accordingly.

4..
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11* That tha contents of para 4 (xi)^n3ed no comments.

12. That para-wisa comments in respect of para 5 ara furnished 

beloiii s-

Para - 5 ( a )  *-

Shri O.N* Tewari ujas senior to the applicant in the Division 

Ssniority list of Ciorida Division hut not in the circle Saniority 

list.

c

K-

Pata - 5 ( b ) ,

P.drnitted* It is clarified that absorption of the qualified 

candidate was subject to his seniority-cum-fitness in the 

Circle*

Parc ^ 5 (c ) j-

According to the Director General instructians (filed ss 

Annexure - S^1 ) all the qualified but un-obsorbed candidates 

of examinations held in 1975, 19 76, 19 78 and 1981 mere not required 

to be on the list and their promotion will be according to their 

seniority in clerical cadrewui ^  C v ^ j L _ •

Para - 5 (d ) s-

In uieii) of the Director General's instruction referred to in
*- w I

Para S (c ), Rule 31^ of P» & T» Hanual Vol. II  is not applicable 

in the present case, i

j

Pata . . 5 ( e )  !

Admitted*

Para ~ 5 ( f ) s-

Denied, Orders passed by the P,P1,G. U*P, Circle on his repre­

sentation were based on the D.G’s instruction referred to 6a®«i w  

5 (c ) above.

13, That the contents of para 5 & 7 need no comments.

., 5..
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14, That in uiew of the sutsnissions made in tha above paragraphs 

the relief sought for in para 8 and the interim relief prayed 

for in Para 9 are not admissible.

15. That the contents of para 10, 11 and 12 need no comments.

16. That in uieu of the submissions made in the forefoing paragraphs

the application filed by Shri Harish Chandra is not tenable in law

&, facts; it lacks merit & is liable to be dismissed with coats.

■'i/'
\

Lucknotii ; 

Dated : Oeponan,

UERlFICAtlOM

the above named deponant do hereby verify that the contents 

of paras ( 1> of this Counter Affidavit are true to

my personal knowledge and those of paras U ’ are believed

by roe to be true." That nothing material fact has been concealed and no 

Part of it is false, so help me God'.

Signed and verified this the
■*

within the court compound at Lucknow.

day of March, 1990

Lucknout ; 

Dated t Deponarrtr;;|

I idemtify the deponant ii#io has 

signed before me.

Advocate.

Solemnly affirmed by the deponant 

at a.m./p.m . who has been identified by

Shri , Advocate, High Court

of Lucknow Bench.

I have fully satisfied myself by examining the deponant 

that he understands the contents of this Mh affidavit which have been 
read over and exnlained to him.
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k" u6 py of letter i:o.5/2/79-&f'b-Ii ^uted 21 October’1981 from
|r pU i^aT, is'ew Delhi. i.durested to tlici a 11 Heads, of PostaFl c ?.

/

Subi L&G. ^xaidinatLon for promotioii to 1/3 rd quota of 
the LSii Vucancie; in the cadr§s of (L) lionitore 
(ii) 'XvichnicianE ( iiL2,her Orades) (ill) T>.;legraph 
I'.astSrs (iv) L&(j . Clerks /oorters In POs/Î -ib offices
(v) ixeaa Clerks in SBcO and pairing luiits; and
(vi) L6G Clerks .In ■Ci.i’t-Ie /'Dpstt, of j. ices.

yX-
'• dirw^cte.' to invite a rofer^uee to the instructions

isj:uad in tiiis office let..ers referred to belo\/' regarding 
avenues of prooouion for clerks .etc. and related'• matters

1. iMo.6/26/73-&Pi-^*lI -ated. 6 .8 .7^ . • ■
ti, 1)0« 2 7 / r 7 / v i a  tSvL# I ;

3» i'io.6/26/73-&Pjj*lI datea, 28.1 ,75<-'i 
k, iio.5/120/75-^x-'i: .II dated. 6,10.75.
^, I'jo .6/1 ̂ 1 /75-or';i. XI date.-' 22.12.75 v
6, lio,6AO/76-Srj:i.j:i da tea. 12.5*76
7 . No.6/^6/77-S?i:>.II ..ate.-, l+.10.77. 
I), imo.6/M-0/76' Opb. il datd>..« 0 .3 •7&« '^ •3 * '
9» I'lo . 29 / 2 / ou— j j.atcj, l&.u.bO-

2 . i-*s inaicc-ited in para 2 oi this of.iic ; let cur I'lo, ' 
6/ 56/ 7'/-̂ Pj-'*11 dut.ed ‘+,10.77} initially out of ■ the vacancies 
in the . bO cadrc uri slnp 2 .7’i ^ 90 -̂ and 10̂  vacancies
yore requires to be; filled on !:ne basis oi . . seniority. 
cuiii-fitrieTJS and aelsctio^. by merit r^ispectivaly. Subsequently 
It -was dccided that all vacancies arisinj^ upto 31-12-7^ v/ould 
be filled on the basis oi seniority-cui.i-fitness

%iind aiterv,arda, 2/ 3rd of the vacancies are to be f-illed 
up on seniority cu:i]-fitness basis and 1/3rd through a 
qualifying oycarainatioii subject to the selection by the IF6 

on the basis oi asj.ossment of Cits, The nuiiiber of candidates 
eligible for ap .eaging at the exai,ilnafeion '.,-aS restricted to 
10 tiiiies the nur.ibe ■. of vacancies. It v/ar; clarified that once 
an official hai qualified in the exarninatio.i he v/ill alv;ays 
be taken a," qualified and will'Wrrb*. be required to apoear 
ajjain in order to become eligible for consideration for 
selectio-. by the DPC* Sjtosequently, mode of selection vas 
modified in 1 977 accordini^ to v;hich 1/3 rd selection quota 
vacancies werd ordered to Js e filled on the basis of \ualifying 
e:iamination and in order to seniority from ajiioho thsoe who 
actually qualified in the examination. Prior seruit^yof service 
records v/as made necessajy for isrant of pejrt-nission to ap^jear 
in the exaj'ai nation.

3* The v/holG matto-r ha; ^ain bean reviewed and' it has
beon decided by the Cioverbment in inodificatiin of the' 
instructions r^-^lerredto aboue that from 1 981 onv/ards, 1/3rd 
quota L£b examimti..n will be competitive instead of qualifying 
as at present, as .alx'j, dy announceU In para I3 of this OfXice 
letter r^o. 29/2/8o-Dji dated . 18,8.80.

P .T .0 . . . 2/*-
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IN THE CENTRAL A0niN2STRATI\/E TRIBUNAL AT ALLAHABAD

CIRCUIT BENCH

LUCKNOU , .1 )
C fO.Nt 0,(6 {^90 W

Registration N o / 13A 346 of 1909(L)

Harish Chandra . . .  Applicant

Versus

Union of India and others Respondents

F. F. 13.9.90 

REJOINDER AFFIH’AVIT

. I, Harish Chandra, aged about 42 years,

son of Shri Ram Beo,‘ working as Asstt. Postmaster, 

Balrampur, Post Office, District Gonda dnd resi- 

' dent of Village Rirz^ur, P’. 0. Raltari (via Sagari] 

^  District 2zamgarh, do hereby state on oath as

under

1. That the deponent is the a-pplicant in the 

above noted case and he is fully conversant with 

the facts deposed to in this rejoinder affidavit. 

The deponent has read and understood the counter

 ̂ affidavit, filed by the respondents and is replying

to the same,

2. That in reply to the contents of para 1 of 

the counter affidavit, it  is not disputed that 

respondent no. 3 is the Supdt. of Post Offices, 

Gonda, It is however, pointed out that he cannot 

hold any brief for the respondent no. 2 whose 

orders have also been challenged in the application.

3. That para 2 of the counter needs no reply.
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4. That the contents of para 3 oi' the counter 

are denied as stated. The respondent no. g4ias not 

filed any authority empowering him to file  counter
i '

affidavit on behalf of respondents no. 1 Ik 2 also.

5, That para 4 ('1 ] of the counter needs no reply,
I

i i )  That in reply to para 4 {ii )  of the ,
I I

counter, it is stated that it  is not correct to say 

that the deppnent passed the examination held on 

10 ,12 .79  for promotion to LSG Cadre against 1/3rd 

quota. He passed the examination, held on 10 .12 ,78  

and respondents no, 4, 5, and 6 passed the, qualify- 

j ing examination for the LSG 1/3 quota, held on

! 1 5 .2 .8 1 ,  The deponent passed the examination

earlier, he was brought on the approved list for 

promotion to the LSG Cadre much earlier and conse~ 

quently he became Senior to the respondents no, 4, 5 

and 6, The■deponent was asked to submit his 

willingness (vide Ainnexure 2 to the application) for 

his transfer and posting anywhere in U.P. which
i

inter-alia suggests that there were vacancies for

I

1/3rd quota. It  may also be pointed out that the 

examination for promotion is held on the basis of 

; existing any estimated vacancies and it  is wrong to

say that the deponent could not be absorbed for 

want of vacancy. In .any case, his serniority

- with regard to the date of passing the examination 

: could not be disturbed and the seniority was to bd

■ maintained : in terms of Rule 32 (E) of P&.T Ranual 

Mol,  TV.  '

6 . . .  That in reply to the contents of para 4(.iii) 

it is stated that the orders contained in Annexure 

R-1 are administrative orders and they cannot

i

1 S
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supercede the mandatlorj/ provisions as contained 'in
1 
!

Rule 32(E) of" the P8iT Plan Vol. IV. Beside's these 

orders,- IICXM-XMII cannot have retrospective effect. 

These orders,' i f  at jail., can take prospective effec't 

to %ke effective frdm 21 .10 ,1981 , the. date of its

issue and they cannqt affect the persons who had

I
already passed the f:|resGrib8d examination for pro­

motion to LSG quotajof 1/3rd. It may further be 

stated that the saic: .order dated 21.10*1981 con­

tained in A'nnexure R-1 remained ineffective because

no action was taken!on the basis of the examination
i#
i

held subsequent to it  on 2 .5 .1982  in which the 

deponent also appeared but the result was never dec-

“7  ̂ lared .or made out and no examination was, held there-
i

after»-From 30.1 1 .83 j timebound promotion was ordered
( ■ . .

to be made and thosi who had satisfactory service, of 

16 years were promoted irrespective of any examina­

tion, .to L.SG. The cjrder dated 21 .10.1981 became 

non-existent and it|was never given effect. The
I

deponent was actuallV promoted against 1/3rd quota
i I

to LSG as would appear from the order dated 10 ,2 .84  '

a true copy of which is annexed as Annexure A-12 but 

wrongly and'maliciOibsly he was shown junior to
I
I

respondents no. 5 ahd 4. Respondent no. 6 was not 

then promoted. It may also be pointed out that the

respondent no. 6, ŵ as permitted to appear in the
i

examination held on! 10 .12 .78  but either he did not 

appear or he did noit pass as his name was not there
I

in the list  of successful candidates. A true copy 

of the permission iist  is Annexure A-13 and a true
j

copy of the list of successful candidates has already 

been filed as Annexure Ai-1 to the application.

7. That in reply to the contents of para 4{iv).
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of the Counter, it is stated that as the deponent

passed the examination for promotion to the LSG

cadre much earlie^ than the respondents no. 4, 5

and 6^he is entitled to be senior to them in terms

of Rule 32(E) of the P&.T fl'anual Voi'IV  as stated in
t '

.irfi the pre-plara and̂  his seniority in the LSG cadre 

has wrongly ,been shown in the circle gradation list 

which needs to be revised.

e. That in reply to the contents of para 4(,y) of

\
the counter,; it is stated that the deponent having 

passed the examination for promotion to the L-SG cadre 

much earlier is entitled to be senior to the respon­

dents no. 4,'5 and 6 and his name is sequired to be 

shown between serial 929 and 930 in the circle grada­

tion list  while his name has been wrongly shown at 

serial no. 1336. H is .representation.was wrongly

rejected by the PHG U.R*. Circle by his letter dated 

27 .10 . 88 (Annexure to the application), which

is not a speaking order.

a. That para 5 of the counter needs no reply.

>■ 9‘. That in reply to the contents of para 6 of

the counter, it is stated that the applicant was/ 

is senior to the respondent no. 4 Shri D.N.Tiwari, in 

all respects having longer length of service in the 

Department and he was always shown senior to Shri D.N, 

Tiwari in the seniority gradation list  upto 1966,

10, That the contents of para 6 are denied as

stated. The deponent is senior to the respondents 

nos. 4 to 6 both on Uivisional basis as well as on 

circle basis, having passed the examination earlier, 

in terms of Rule 32 (E] of the P8.T Hanual Vol. IV.



0'

1

%
V

V

11. That in reply to the contents of para 7 of the 

Counter, it  is denied that the deponent is junior to 

all the respondents nos, 4, 5 and 6 in the circle 

gradation lisb« It is stated that.the deponent having 

passed the examination much earlier’ is entitled to be 

senior to these respondents in the circle gradation 

list  as stated above; in paras 5, 6, 7, 8 and 10.

♦

12. That in reply to the contents of para B it is

stated that seniority .in clerical cadre is to be 

fixed on the basis of length of service irrespective 

of date of confirmation ant̂  in the lower selection 

grade on the basis of passing the examination for 

promotion against 1/3rd quota and as the deponent 

passed this examination much earlier he is entitled 

to be senior to respondents no. 4, 5 and 6 in the 

cadre of Lower Selection Grade.

13. That in reply to the contents of para 9, it

is. stated that the representation of the deponent was 

wrongly rejected by the PHG without passing any 

cogent and speaking order. It is denied that the 

claim of the deponent was also not admissible under 

the rules. It is pointed out that the representation 

was rejected by the PRG' who has not filed any counter 

and the respondent no» 3 cannot held any brief for the 

PHG. The contents of paras 4 (v iii)  and 4(ix) of the 

application are re-asserted.'

14. That in reply to the contents of para 10,

the deponent re-asserts the contents of para 4(x)

of his application and re-iterates the averments made
i

in paras 5 and 6 above. It is stated that the seniority 

on circle basis was fixed by the PnC UP" who did not 

pass speaking order vide his letter dated 27 .10 .09



' (An-nexure l^7',to the ■ application} and the respondent

no. 3 is not competent to reply on his behalf,

15., That |tjara 11 of the counter^ needs no repi-y.

16. That the contents of para 12 of the counter

are denied to the extent they are contrary to the 

contents of .para 5(a},> 5 (b ), 5 (c), 5 (d ), 5 (e) and 

5 ( f )' which . are re-iterated. It is furthe£ stated that 

no reply has been furnished by the PHG UP Circle who

rejected the deponent’s representation by a non-

speaking order and the respondent no. 3 cannot held . 

any brief for him.

/"■
\

V

17 0 That para 13 of the counter needs no reply.

18. That the contents of para 14 of the counter are

denied. The averments made in the> application and also 

in this rejoinder affidavit fully establish that the 

deponent has a prima facie and sound case and he is 

■entitled to the reliefs and interim reliefs as claimed 

for by him in para 8 and 9 of the application.

18. That para 15 of the counter ne^ds no reply.

' ' i

20* That the contents of para IS of'the counter

are denied. The averments made in the preceding para­

graphs of the'rejoinder affidavit justify that the 

application preferred by the deponent is based on sound 

footing^is cogent and sustainable on facts and law both 

and is liable to , be.i allowed with costs,

LUCKNOW leponent

Dated 22 .4 .1990
VERIFICATION 

I , the abovenamed deponent do hereby verify
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that the contents of paras 1 to 15, 17, and 19 are 

true to his knowledge and the contents of paras IS, 

IB and 20 are believed to be true. Nothing material

has been suppressed or concealed and no part of it 

is false. So help me GODU

Signed and verified this 22nd day of April, 

1990 at Lucknow,

LUCKNOy

Dated :■ 22 .4 .1990 :

Deponent

:r

-K

I, identify the deponent who has 

signed before me.

{ra.Dubeyl
Advocate
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'. IHmkH POSTS .AND. teiCG;0ApHS':pEpART«EWT;.i.ii,-/̂ v;i*v,>feĵ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^

. OFFICE OF ■ THE.-.SUP DT.'OP'POST OFFtCCS-60NDA ■0?VZS5a5«'-̂ f

\ , : ■; :miijis4IiM^

Mono No B-4/LSG pa't«d at Condo-JTIOOt , the ^  ' ,1 0 » 2 .8 4 ‘0  \':.'' v''
'■ r** '*' ' ' * " ' :■ '* i' ' j,'i I ■ ;.' ■- \ .if ;•*'

In putsuanco of PMG UP Circie Lucknow:fierao No* STA/12-XA/ ,t'.
' 50i)./ft2/y datefj. 23:-t?64"8ntj STA/12-XA/LS’G/5«l/fl2/7;"-d<it.«d ?3»1-;84V / r  . ? 

tHe'"following p.antal Aeettp of Gonde Dn« havo bicen 8«lnoted fox | - .
pTcmqtioq'.to 20?i L5G cadre againat vanciBB-of t902 oh pujjoiy j./.!'■ 
tetnp.oiary-  ̂nd on adhoo baeie and conferring on ithpm OP righ-l; i ji.’j'|,’i M f •

. to Ti^gui«r abeoyptipn or continued officiating in, tha LSG. cadra ||;i'I'i : ■ • 
wnd .Bubjec^: to tha. condition th*y aucb of the ;officislV arts  ̂ i ri . :

‘;.not provided J.n pupaly auporviaory, c^dro./poota iO’ on Baf);Lpxity| i,- 
V'basia wili-'wprk ir»'L^G opnratiya-polat/cadr.»,i;'': Tholbrder^^fox/i,^j' ĵ'!,. i: 

th^is promotion takoa effect frpni Sp-li-̂ flS.'.aiwf''thoy/B'howld'.l},©'-,!;';;̂
.^Aoinod iR- havo.- baa|T-;pro?not«d to.’LSG’ cadx-fe’.'Wvoif» I'-- '

Iv : . 5rl K.D./Tbwari 
2k V 5xi V

■ 3 . :-, • ■ Sri' R 
.J./4,;.. 5ri P.N

5 ♦, .•••;,;. Ha rishi

.'v-l: t>am^p.;«o montlbhed In crdcr of
;^Ca^atfqu8nV''u;ion'jLa6uo of, the ahoyo ordorca
ijt-ranof^ra /er̂ d poatinga' «ro' horpby ',bsrdR3?;od.;t9 ’teks^

1 » Shii Bhaguati.'Proaad APM Gonda HO to be 3PM.
; pdtii'iniattet'iyo (jfround^-Vtpiiovi/ig

ta  bo.- SPM Paraepujĉ /'-'_an;‘- > .Sri O.S.Pandiya, APM Gonda HO _ . ._ _____ _ ., ....... , .
cnmplotion of qffico toauro , on admini^trotiva. grbuni^O. ' ,'|; I
tho official Bi®y hoswver, continuo to work :

HO till,the'end of tho . Durx.cnt, ackadmio- aaflS^on’-'̂ ’̂vi-iVi-'’H-r  ̂
i .b .- 31-5-84;'' ■ •■• ' '

■ ‘ ‘1. _Balra'»pu?.:4nfigWotd.>nd;.'offgi^

jQ a#- APM/;6pndo\y0i^f^‘fv.;.>J;;V::‘';4’̂^̂^

3d;‘offgJ'-Af^ 'Boftda'-'HO^b^^ib^

Iciata on-.tĥ .' o<»mo .jfjo«?t*"vv''̂

;■ S., • ■ Sri'Vod Prnkosh Pathak* A c c t t i ' - - G o f i t w ^

. -,Gondn HO vlca-Serial Np* J  i:-;

S r l .R .K .Pondoy 0. A. D.O»'. Gond,o' to' bo^C^ffgV

/

'j-4.

Sri Subodax.'Singh ■ APM. Bolrawpu?. ;dnf igWotd 

Gonda HO.will continue a» APM’Gqnda ,fc|

Shri Viahwonath ProBSd 
will jdontinuf! to, officiate

T.

0.

9,

Vico Shri ■A.P-.bhrivaat<^«,;\,,_;;;;,,-V. ;̂;;,vi. .̂;.’;';v'V,';^^^^

Shri J.D.Sinoh, SPM B.Boiria to: bo ; of fgi';::ApM

'vico No.2. . . ■. ; ■ '"•II yyy--̂-’ '

Shri S .K . Vcrmp SPM Woiirgonj to bo nffg. ;l.5.p ,SPM\V; * 
Cftloni'lganJ rolicving Sri B♦ R , S r i v o a t a a • ;V»‘S,

Hni:.lBh CHfndrn RC Gond® Dn 'ond bffgi .P.A./ NawabganJ .j/| |^ 
to bn offy. Ak̂M ’C'l, !:• !.''■ | '

. .turminating . local arran90i * i n n . t * . . / ’I \. ' ■■

■ Sri D.N.Tewari W A .  I /  Gpnda -i* ^ptolnptod'. ’inl/M ^
LSGi Howprvor, continue to work WL;l Gondo Vi^hoyt ; j . j:} . u-,: 

- apocial pay, in oddition to WG payj qt,;hi)», own rpcgucat;t i  ̂* .A \J m. kl L-  ̂ m JL ^ ^ 9  ̂  A' mm a Sltd
‘"08 

pronotjinn

>ci«l pay, in oddition to W G  payj qt,;hi)», own rpc§uc«T. , 
i« oortifipd that’, he woulii h«wa o b n t . A n M o d ^ P ; [;■ 
WLl’-ln tho boaic',!todrfi.‘'u|jto; 30-̂ 4

9notj(nn ;to tSG on.drf/*V •*. :X‘̂ 4ii>P < I ’''''
' -t'.
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U)
M. '.' Sifi K.QJowflrl, SPM C4vil"Uno,to bo Q.ffo, \5fi i

. . T<i)̂abgnr\J Shsi'. M.M.Srivaaiave*' ' .■ , y-' ',' -̂•
■■* ■•': ■ i  ? .  ' ■  ■''■ V '  ' ' .  . ■ y  ! ' •

• ‘. prdota jrc^ording poating pf the officialB being roiiovoo./.v', 
of tl\o LS6 powta n« orderod above , and oijairflt tho T.S* poot# 
uacotPd by tiio official!:! buing prptnQtod, to LSGt'Oto bulng' ■̂;•
B n p r-J.y , ' .■ <■' , . • .' i ■' ••

LfficiJ.u  tit 6ori<Ji 1 ,2 ,5 ,6 , ond 9 shall,'bo relloved iXoQOlii 
*<lthj3’̂ c os;:U irj9 cyb'ntitutoo. , Official a S o r i a l  8 ehall honcl .•)' \ 
ovi^c tc "̂ .htj' acr^iot niuat Oh flnrl procoad to now p l o p o , ' o f ; )

' ,:• V. Sup.cJt. o f^o «

■ ■ ■'■ ‘ v-̂-̂ ■ :• -aondô 'Divisidff-rv̂ v̂̂ ' "v
■•'■' r'-'-.:’ 'v'-'-;" --'V' /f.. ' ' G o h d a - a T I O O t i

'I. Copy _’f ... .V V '
•• 1-fOO- The officio! c’o n c t i r n o d . ' ' ' ^  .•■' • ■; ’. .,.3 i >f • -i,

",11-20 Pf of,the; o ffic i^B  : \ C '" ' '■■':'■ ' -r-i'  ̂ ^
'• 21 -22 Postianst-or Oorfda/Qalxompuv* .»;’•• -v-'v: t̂-U- ■:{!

;,;.23^29. .Sp:̂ s..0;7rgAo'a/Colo.nclganĵ p̂ t̂p8pur̂ erBb5bHl/Nowql)®C5n̂ /;̂ v̂̂ 1''f̂ ?̂f̂
■'■.Civil lines'/ Wozirgonj. ’V:''/h.'/■

• . ■ •■ ' • Of flc'ials't.nking nv'cr' as 'SpiiV will ■ take cjvnr'chargb' p.f/;64l''';■■'
;:ucoc(Js, otti<;.ioa of'Stocka and documonta. prop'osjly.e'■•'v i.-

. Wh-rn r::!jid(nc.i is proviriod tha- rQlioving SPM tprî l-.̂ V '
,^ > it :h in  aovcn dQyt> of. taking ov/or th» chargo of ri?slduno(|i. '

, \  h/18 bcr.n r.-scoivur from pradocosaor fniling which cahao.^r V 
;  ui-nqos.^shall bo hia liability. The rolinvod SPM ahaii; ,

' • ■ ' Qlun obtain Dcxtificntc of poeapaaibn by ;hia eucaftKos*-,’*•'

Supdt. ofi )ffidea ,
, Gonda Division , ; . '. ■,
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Xw^ul '.N PColo AKS liiJj&yiwvv

ofFiai OP siipm-',. OP pfoi oFJicsb gosda d h is c c s  Goro)^ , ; '■:i.,^s|,
Dated at Gonda tbs 2^.11 *?B! • ■ ' ■

-<■ Vv"<-\

MetnoHo, B-i+/L ̂
\

*/^xam.

official s have bo^n paniiitted to appear 
■  ̂ to the L.S.G . l/3rd quota to 

‘ '<n

\ ’: i-fŝ

:?H :
•r . >" • • f • '» •

; Ihe f o l i o ' , ‘ .
in the e.yan'inn-̂  loa t' \ y X ) ,.̂ t w. J ■
hold '!0«'!2,Vli * -̂ iV/oQ \ ' •

i'vA i/\i.iVVJj \-\.

1 wri, V ! ti'!i'I'lfii *; \ j u* ^ Stni .  •• ciurn y , , a  clerk Ba. * . .  26V76  ,'
M I „.',-i br;lv:?.!. u- î Barrap^r ' n n n  c\

» -Uo 'iadav Jfi4 y  ... „ ....... * A h^-^q / 78’- a ^  '■■ •'
./I-if .li . V --1 i vM , V -'-* , --• ' J'S , V Ut'/t' »0 '■W'lu-l?/

7 •. AarAl

., < v :r v .n 3 h v a t e "f6 » '

« ti.a-\, d-it
^2."  Ko.tnla ^d

V-i. j' • F-.Cv-Verma. , â. #%- «»

i>« Ow edl \
Â 'tiur rtfcV.tnan v,’Ti.I Go)-:.3 \ '>

. 1?.'^ BauoD'aam F?hraica- 
y  -iB,'• AJ . r .̂s?a VU  Baht'dloVv,

»^>9 ” • ’i.ivdT'i c‘]erk î uc -
• 20 " G X /D a r , bpi4 tit at.ion l̂oi 

j21 " AJG , Singh Clerk DoU.-G^

22 '* Maurya SPM B'lc'.gv̂ t.i
• 2'^" S J . . ' I r i v ' n V t ^ - ' •

rtap! t)pM <4an00n20;,>ur

25 " Vcrma SPM Kat;
oo » Sul'Cdar iSlngh Cleric D,0..
2? K.r..pa ftam <̂erma SPM H'.inj
28 •’ Ran Das IXadav ClerK D.-OJ.
2^ ' Bindra Bd Clerk Gonda HO'

31 C>B. Sin̂--;h C3.erk Uori'ja Hi
32 " V ,P. Patĥ 'ak Cleric D.O. Go 
53 %  Eachcha K:̂ .sra SPM Civil LJji}. n ^ -D M n. .

,.i
••rjcva-

Gonda ' 

fa Bzr
.0 OUCia

'.Gonda

'V, UP/P .0 .

S y 5 :o ' ? 5 '™ ^

u iV P .o °;^5^78

M VJ
iV‘:̂ .sra SPH Civil h. 

^,4 ” P.N.liwsri Stenot'' r>POs,
■ 35, ” Raj Kumar Pandey WLI Gondf. 
36^'’ M..B. liwari SPM N.S.F. '
37 " JoE. >:isr'R Clerk I^hralch'
38 '* Ŝ '̂]. Mahanjra Clerk Bahrat
3!* ” Apii leo i>’2n SpH G .P » Cold,

’ kO ” LXl-.H , Ya.l̂ nv Clerk ?‘av,'̂ ibga;

.0 . W

•\da '-'

' ' • 
Gc.oda

w.

yp/p .0 . 377/78 . ,
UP/P .O’. '̂^R/78 •
u ? /p .o ; 3) 9/ ?B.
UP /P .O ; 3^0/78 '
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