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CENT taL ADMIMISTRATIVE TRIGUNAL - =/ TET.

LI CIRCUIT BEWNCH, LUCKNOW

: : e ””‘% W*%
Reﬂivsl.ruulun Nu. /‘73’ of 1989 (ﬁ)

| APPLTC\NTKJ;_ i;Lﬁg; ué:;Lz/{ ' E?JHQJé 0/

4

7.

8,

RtJP T /l’ %ﬁjﬂ v1‘I.
" particulars to.bs examined. : . Endorsement as to result of examimation’
Is the appeal competent ? - \/‘\ﬁ 3
~a) Is the appllcatlon in the L AT
prescrlbed form ? . - A .
iy .
b) Is the appllcahlon in paper : o
“book® form ? :
. ‘ €) -
c) Have six complete sets of the . - 7
‘ application been fiked : u
~a) 'Is the appeal in time- 7. : L _
h) If not, by how many days it /V‘f}'f.
is beyond time? ' ' . o :
c) Has sufflelent case for not . foa ' S
making the application ln time, D )
been filed?’ : o
Has the document of authorisatiory 7’586
'Vakalatnama been filed ? C . ’ -
Is the application accompanied by ‘Vf@AY
" B,D./Postal order for Rs, sq/- h
Has the certified. COpM/CDplES - . 'ypf) _ B
of the order(s) against which the = . . ' '
appllcatlon is made been filed?
a) ‘Have the copies of the ', ' ~;7\§5
documents/reliéd upon by the ' '
applicant and mentioned in the
. application, been .filed'?.
' . ‘ ‘ o ' <o
b) Heve the documents referred B A
to in (a) above duly attested .
by a Gazétted Officer and
numbered accordingly ? - o
‘e) Are the documents referred ‘71\50
to in (a) above neatly typed
" in double sapce ?°
“Has the index of documents been : _* ~7“¢5
filed and pageing dome properly ?. .
Haye-theichronologipal details B u*g
of representation made and the o : ‘7
"out come of such representation
‘been indicated in the application? _
Is the matter ralsed ip the appll— . Mo

10.

Law or any other Bcnch of’ Trlbunal? '

cation pendlﬁg before any court of
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', .. . ' . 'f“.\'

Particulars'to be Examined

v.11.: Are the appllcatlon/dUpllcate
Copy/ spare COpluS 81gned ?
X

12.  Are extra copies of the appllcatlom

Wluh Annexures filed 2

a) Identical uith ‘the Drlglnal ?

b) Defoctlve ?

o) wantlng in Anncxurcs
Nos pagosNOJ

13, Have the file size envelopes
bearing full addressbs of " the
rcspono;nts been filed ?

.14; Are the. given addross the
' registered address ¢

15. Do.the names 6f the parties
- stated in the copics tally . with
those 1nd1catod in the appli~
. cation 72"

16.  Are thc translations certlf;ed
' to be ture or supnorted by an.

- Affidavit affirming that they
are t“ue ? . .

17a Are the facts. of the case -

montlonodgln item no, 6 of the'
anpllcatlon ?

Concise ?

)

b) Under dlstanct heads ?
) Numbered CDHSOCthuly B
)

side of the paper T

18, . Have the particulars for interim
order praycd for 1ndlcated with’
reasons 7.

1@. whether all the remedles have

. Ginespy/ o

¢

Typed in double space on one -

_bcen exhaustcd L o

Endorsement as to result of -examination

7“0)

/\/ o
VI
A
NANCE
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e @ » . 0.A. No. 178/89(L)

¥ - ,Hon Mr Justice Kamleshv-'ar Nath, VCe ;
L‘Ign' Mr, K, 9 aﬂg AsM. . L S ) o
e '5/1/90 - shri Q. Hasan counsel for the applicant and

Dr. Dinesh Chandra counsel for the. respondents are
present. Applicant's counsel files rejoinder.

List this case. for final. hg_w

, Haard the Jearned counsel for the parties
- .in C. M.a.No. 203/89 (L) on the amendment application.
The facts. stated in this application concerne
entirely new cause of action, and, therefore,.
cannot be incorporated in the present application S
‘_by way of amendment. The amendment application
- is rejected, it ‘will be open to the applicant to -
. file a fresh petition, if he S0 likes.
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RESERVED
3 e - ! s
CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
LUCKNOW BBENCH
LUCKNOW
O.a. 178/89(L})
. ' Jagdish Prasad » ‘ Applicant.,
versus
\

Union of Irdia &Aotﬁefs ' Respondents.
_ Hon.Mr. Justice U.C.Srivastava, V.C.
f Hon. Mr, A.B.Gorthi, Adm.Member,

(Hon. Mr. Justice U.C. Srivastava, V.C.) g
The applicant has challeged Memo dated 26.6.89
. - (3
J issued by Supr¢gintendent of Post Offices, Barabanki

o of imputation of misconduct
7y and Memo dated 11.12.88/containing three charges

of misconduct and Memo dated 7.6.89 issued by the Sub-

Pivisional Irspector Post Office (East) Sub Division,

Barabanki containing charge of political pressure during
the pendency of appointment.
2. Respondent No. 2 wzs appolnted Shri Satyanam on

26.6.89.The appoicant was initially appointed on

30.6.76 by Sub ﬁivi;iomal Inspector{Mufassil), Lucknow

which designration is now Sub Divisional Imspector (East)
&s Bxtra Departmental (Mzil) Peon at branch post office,
A g - ’

vrawan, Sub Post office Subena Tehisil Haidergarh,

Ty e 3~ i L -,I



-

néw branch post pffice was established at Zamin

Husainabad sub ppst office Subeha and for this

Exchange and Lhe applicant alsd as required by the

ent of.post'offices,filled the proforma

Q_

intend

—

Supe

as h

{1

was serving the department for the last 13

yzals. The applicant's name alongwith two outsiders

WhOse names wWere reglsterra in the Employment Exchanggﬁ

were spomsored by the Employment Exchange. The
applieaft alleges that on verificstion the Praghan
of the village q*we fclue Ieport and trc respondent

No.5 Shri &atyanam Wes appointed, The post office

wag shifted from the house of applicant to the house.

(3!

Of Satyanam on S5th July, 1989. The dppliant filed

representation to the Director, Postal Services, New
Hydersabad, LucknOw agalhst the same., Even before the

appointment of respondent No. 2 had rejected the

report of Sub Divisi(7'l Inspector aamd called for
direct applications from the c andidates for the post

Of Extra Departmental Branch ‘Post hd"ter from 8.D.0.

R . N . . - . " R kW
Incharge of P.S. Subeha ang Pradhan of Zamia Husaimabad: ™

Verification was made by the Sub Divisional Inspector

ard according to the applicant the other two personms

Lal Bahadur and Ram Achal who belong to thevillage

Pure Misra, were recruited,




& charge sheet was issued to the applicant cohtaining

three charges.One is that he has acted malafide and he

took no action in respect of morey order of Mani Ram

to one Ramesh Chandra Pasli ard second charte against
him is that he obtained money order but cash money

was not paid , the third ckharge was that the applicant
,haﬁded over money orders of B 300/~ for delivery to
Baijnath and gave morney to Basant Ram. The applicant
was discharged by the said autkority by giving one
waraing butthe respoﬁdeﬂt.mo. 4 on 7.6.89 issued a
fresk charge sheet in £he matter of appoimtment on

the post of Extra Departmémtal Branch Post Master.

The gpplicamt refuted the charges. Accordirg tothe
applicant he has been workirg as Extra Departmémtal
Bail Peor for the last 13 years,anéghe"is entitled to

the superior post of Extra Departmertal Brarch Post

‘Miaster and respondents No. 5 is only 8th pass while

he is High School.So far as the charges are corceruned,

the applicant was not guilty.

3. The respondents have resistecd the claim of the
applicart.Respondent No, 5 pointed out regarding certain

. ',/-—N.a
concuct and character of the applicant and foul played =

with cdozen of money order cases, tampered the registered

letters and burnt the letters, whereafter he was removed

by tke department and decided not to appoint him on

ne said post. The fresh applications were irvited for

and after necessary action the ams respondent No., 5 was
appolinted orn the said post, As a matter of fact, he is
resident of that villate. Only three names were forwarded
from the Employment ExChange to £ill up two vacancies

of E.D.M.P. & B.PM. and erky¥ other names were left by

‘
-
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by the Employment Exchange because the applicant
was ective. in playing foul game. Mr.Baij Nath was

gopointed out of thresz names, and only two names vere

. . . Fooe
left.Hence the appointment was held in abeyarce.

So far as the sppointmernt ic comcerned it has been
stated that the S.D.I.(East) is not the appointing ax
authority and he was appointed till new appoinrtment

was made,

4, The official respondsnts have stated that

the applicant was not Zepartmental candidate.There

=
0
0

no provision for suclh departmental candidate and

for recruitment to .the said post.While making
appointment, it was fournd that the conduct amrd

performance of the applicant as Extra Departmental

fosery

o

Branch Post Master was not satisfactory andhe was
relieved of his chierge and another person wes engaged
who carried on the work. The ajsplicamt was issued

chargesteet for misconduct.

5. Thus, from tﬁe fagts it is evident that so far
as edugational qualification is concerméd, one appeérs
Sth Pass and one is 10th fail. From the record and
pleadircs it apvears t hat t he respondent Wo. 5, wh

has be:n selected, was als? resident of t hat village,

Wow, it was for tle authorities to g select whosoever 2.

was betker.We accordingly, do not find anything wrong

in tkfysﬁelection of respondent No. 5., We donot find

1

any merit in the Application and zccordingly the

0)

-]

Applicatio- is dismissed with no order 23 to costs.

Lucknow: Dategs & iemsny T2



@entral Administrative 1nounai

Circuit *ensh, Luagnow

; Datc of Fiing }[}2/37

Eatc of Rueript U Dast
In the non'ble Central Adﬂl.Ll-,S'tI‘a'thG Trlounal Addl.Bench,

Allanabad,Circuit Bench, TuckiBepyty Registrar(])

~ »

; | Application no. /'Xgof I989</‘) .

'J agda.sh Prasad Yadav ++« JApplicant

Versus .
Union of India and others .« Regpondents
ladex

'. §l.no. _ Documents' description . Pages___
!
| I. Application - ‘ | | I-I5

2. Annexﬁre—B (Imyugned order dt.26.6.89 of ) ¢ R

appointmént of respondent no.5
7 Annexure—5(1mpugned lhemo dtI1.12.88 and’) 52 Ixr2b
, charge sheet. issued by respondent ' .
’ no.4
6. Bmpeguge-8(Imvugned iemo dt.7.6.8Yand its) 21222
_ charge sheet éissued against
_'ﬁkﬁ ' ' the applicant
7. Vakalatnama
Bank draft No;}ZE'?Qf;hUE’ dated July 24 ,1989
. L,
issued by 4. P-ocluchror
' \
o

) : : (ﬁ L
' ~ (Qamrul Hasa"n)
Advocate

Place Lucknow - Couunsel for tae applicant
Dated : July 3/ ,IY89 -

noded 7[%*’ 75 ' LA .

S £ -
. P .‘_/-——-..‘_\\‘A‘- ,',,d -
. . ) ,
- . LI . +

FIX 1" T IR) 3‘ /]




Before toe Bon'ble Central ..cuinistrative Trivonal
Awal. Bench, Allanabad, Circuit Be:iicn, Lucknow.

N

kpplication Ho. J7¢ o 1989 (£)

Jagdish Prasad Yzdav aged about 32 years,

s/0 Sri Bal Yadav , r/o V.U. and Post

.
vanin Hussinabad , Sub-Post Ofiice Subéha
Tahgil Haidergan], Distt..Ba“abamgi,v
o o oApolicant
Vs.
I- Uni n-of [adidhrougin tne Chief Post
nazter Geaeral, U.2. Circle, Lucinow.
2= The Director, Postal Services , Luckiow
| Reglon, pucknow,
5~ Tize Superintencant of Post Cifices,
Barabanki.
4- Sub-Divisioual Ingpector (zast), Sub-Divisio.
Barsbanki,
5 Satya waw, Brancia rosgt Waster, Presentl;
posted in Brencu rPost Ofiice , wamin ﬂuéainabgd,
sub-2ost Ufilce Subgus fehsil Haidergsmh
Barabansi.
 » v ...Réspondents.



2.

I- rarticulsrs of Orderc against

WilCh vhe ay:licetion 1s maue
The 8pOL¢Cathu Bs made agains
'the'follbwing orders
i- Order (4) Impugned Memo Ko. EPF-
: LI~ Datev 128 EBL/Bamin Huseinabac dt.
IIZ- Passed by 26.6.1939 issued resgpondent
. 4
o.ﬁ?éppointing respondent
no.4 as Extra Departﬁental
Brancii Post.Masﬁer (Annexure-3)
& | | to this application.

(B)- Mewo db. T1/I2,83 of .
Imputation of misconduét aloag—
with charge-sneet combaining
‘cnree ca 5 (Annexure- 5 ) and
Heuo of miscounduct dt. 7/6/8:

igsued alongwit . btue cuarge saeev,

j;ffﬂ | » o by Sub-Divisional Inshector Post
Offices (Qast)isub—Divisioa

Sarebanci contbaining cinarge of

presgure duriig peﬂdonc'

4

of apuoint.ent \Anaewares....apv

political

©

1V)-  Subject iu Briev -

Lpplicaut see«s redressal for guashiug of
. - [ .
liemc of appointnent dbt. 26/6/35 in favour of
Satysnaw issued by respondeut no. 2, Hemo of iiaute

tion misconduct at. II1/12/88 alongwit.. the charge

uj;L//\E§?5</ sieet ilssued by Ins.ector ol Fost OiTices as
A |

v contaises ix { Annesure. .’b B, ... ) End iemo of

kY

inoutation of wiscouduct dt. 7/6/89 alongwith tue
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charge sheet as contained in Annexure-8

-F

issueﬁ by Sub Divisional Inspector rPost Ofiices(Hast)
Bafabanki.The applicant requests for the’issue of
directi ons to respondents to hake appointument of

the applicant beinyg Extra Departmental‘MaSl Péon'of
Garawan Branch Post Office,Sub fdst office Subeha.
District Barabanki as Extra Departumental Branch\Post
Master after canceliimy appoiptment of the

respondert no.5 on tné basié of his outsider and having
no better legal claim than the applicant.The entire
action of the respondents nes.? and 4 agaimst the
applicantlis perfectly illegal,arbitrary,unreasonable,
unjust,malafide,discriminatory,and violative of prifciple
of natural justice. )

o-Jurisdiction of the Tribunal.

The’applicant declares that‘tne-subject of the
order a.ainst whiich ne wants redressal is within the
jurisdiétion of  the Tfibgnal.

5. Limitation

The applicant furtLer declares tune application
is within limitation prescribed under Sec.2l of the
AGuinistrative Tribunal ACt.I985;

4. Facts of the Case:-

That toe applicant by means of ths'appiication
seeks his appointment on tue post of fxtra
Departmental Branca Poét Master in Branch Post Cffice
samin Hﬁsainbad,%ﬁb fost'office Subeha ,Tansil Haidergarh
as the the opp.party no.5 has been arbitrarily and
illegallyvgiven appointment on the post or Extra

Departuental prancn rsost haster. The applicant .



N
d

A

ErRII g

Ransil Haidergarn DTisgtt. Barsveniki. Total

A
4,

also challenged the validity of the charge sheets

. - /e
dated I1/12/88 and 7/6/89 issued by respondent no @
alongwitn the Memo imputation of aisconduct as contained

in Annexures. § ..

4=2 -  That .the appiricent passed Junior High
School Dxamimation in u“v‘year 1972 but unfoytﬁnatéiy,
he couldnot succeed in the Hiegnh School Examinstion.
A puaotostet copy of Hunior High School ig filed as

Annexure-] to tuls applicotion.

4 = 3)=  That the applicamst was inWtially appoin-
ted on 30.6.76 by Sub Tivisional Ingpector (Huia @bll;
Lucknow w.ich designation is now as sub=-Divisional

Tnspector (Hacst) as Bxtra Depuvtmental (mail) peon at

Branch post of.ice Gerawen, Jub Post oifice Suve.a

H

1. osay of the
said post was ®s. T9/- . 4 true puotostat copy ol tne

certiricave showilny .ig apjoint.ent is ancexed as

ancexore-2  to this application.

4 4 1= Lnaj on 25/%/50 a new brancin post sifice

3":

vas estepiisned at Zeamju Husainavad Suo-Post  Of
Suceuns acd for btuls purpose iames were suponsored from
Employment Ixcihawge Baraban.l waere applicast aseme is

reg. ghered as Registretion no. 1I147/883.

4-5 =  That tae apslicant subsits taat Superin-

tencaut Pout Qivices, Barawarll reguired cnﬁ¢¢caL1

e

on an ofiice Proiozia oliu

e

ae agolicant fulfilled bie

i - ' i R N SR - oy o ek . . j P
said prolonaa as regulired &as senl tae 8 ue 0y

Q

regzisterew posv.




&  4-6i- That 1T may b€ stated that the applicant

3

who hes been servisg uhe PO ted depsrtment for the

lest thngricen jyears, Was tue ; rtm“ﬂu 1 can jicate
fov che sald post butb the employmcit igchaige o4

.

GemanG by boe suerdntendsnt sont Orfices sent appiicint's

i

G

nase alongwits WO outsiucrs namely dan Sloghd ane paij-
- Hath on account ol their reslotrations 1o Bmployment

exchbpge.

4-7 - - ‘nat

s

o far es thc a@ﬂicamtknowsimat

regponcen’t Lo. 9 on 11/6/8¢ visited tue village where e

regides and ue &0 veri-ication done by one Ram khelawan,

Lpodnen off the village vowin Husainabad., This radhaen
~ EEve wroig anu false resors agsinst the applicant on

the basis of aunimoslily as his ~ather nac contesten

the panchayat election o pradoan.

: © 4-p 3= That o acaou t of newly i1lecal appointaent

- > , : ‘ ' - :
- oif sri gatyansm S04 oif Jagdamps the Branch Post Orxice-
. nas been shifted Prom the house of appli icantto tue

housé ol && ide Satyanam on Sth July 1.89.

;- Ihat ag'rlcwevadg she illegel ordaer .
- , - de emmexed 2o Rvmexure- 3 5 Thws peliliew,
' o angintment d%. 26.6.59f tae spplicant waue &

~

renregsents tioa 19,7.69 ©o Jl“eCuO , Postal fervices
few Hyedrsbad, Luckuow.(respoudent 10, 2} ana Copy of

i
put

the same also éndorsed to superinbendent or Post (I

C B
oo

Pl

-sarauwanii, | respoundent

boor

0. ) W A true 9}10;7033&'6 Con
. Y

0T the gpgyys
.uf‘(, beureseny,. Vlon
| i Z
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O 90T MEG

4
L=10:1—= That at tonis stase, 1% 1s &lso necessary.

to point out tnatv prior to Tu:e atoresaid appointmeunt ,
tae respondent no.2 had rejected the report of Sub-divi-
sional Inspectow (respondent no. 4) and called for

4

irect appiicationgfrom the canuiaates ifor tae powst

fell

e

f wztra Lepartmeintal Branch Post Master from B.D.0.,

@]

Inciarge FoS. Subeﬁq}an& pradhan of Lamin Husailnabad.

/

4~11 1= That the applicent aghins apopiied on

0 19,9.88 ior tihe saia post, a copy ofacknowledgume.t

reoeint of tue applicetion iz fileu as Annexure-4

to this petition.

4~’12::j-'That in tnis connectiocd, the Sub-Divisional
lnspeétor agéin nade verification about the house\
income , educatibn;an&”hharadter of the applicant
iﬁcludingitwp othef'dutléiders%wnameﬁy*Lélfbahadur
and Ram Acnal whe do not belong to viilage Zamin’
Husainabad. In fact, tney are the regidents of Pure
Misra énd theretfore, they aid not come in the field
of eligibility Tor recfuitﬁen% to toe said post.

4

e N
4=1%;- " That responaeilt LO. 4 igsued coarge sneew

dt. II1.12.8% to tae applicent contalning 3 cnargts
agalnst fheagplicantbist charge Was tnat the applicant
gaﬁe mone; order of Mani sam Fisra fee 1o one
'Rameshvdhaﬁ&ra Pagi. The applicanﬁ"suomiﬁs tﬁaﬁ ne

nes not acted nalariue ang btnot is why immediately

ne took action and mohey order were bagen pack by

‘nim and thereafter TA6) WeIt Rz WJI




7.

thus:thefparﬁi@é“haa“ﬂéﬂgfievance.at all,

The IInd cljarge against the applicant was that
on.30.6;88 lie obtained Meney‘orders of Hamsi-Hisar
Post Officé, vut cash money during 30.6.88 %o I1.7.88
was not paida. The fact is tnis that during that period

it was co.tinuous.y raipaing and Taus deiay occured

. A
duekinavoidable diiziculties.
The TIIrd charge was that Jagdish Prasza (apslicant
) hanced over money orders of is. 300f- for delivery to
‘ Baiﬁnath anG gave money 1o Baszit Ram.
The arslicant suomits tast in payuent VOUCLET nS.
200/~ were notew ia smxpenditure coloumn isstead of
e’

360/ -Restedxkx 1o acvertantly. 4 true photostat cupy
of tue meme 0r impubéGici of wiscohducs dl. 11.12.88
Calonguitn tae cisriC sheet ig filed nerewlth as

- :  idce.ure=5 to this applicaiiou.

4- T4:i- - That on 13.5.8% Sub Post Master Subeaa
sent & letter to apslicant as<ing i to denosit Rs.l0

\inclagified cash while ue accepted nlumsell that iu

expenditure colouns ue has noted is. -300/- and in cash

1

coloamn total cash was SLOW 8 Re. 397/~ whica shoul
have been fs. 297/~ . A true photosiat copy of lette
dt. 1%3.5.85 ig filed herewith as Annexure-6 to tois

application.




oY

4-I5 3~ : That in reply to tne charge sheet, theapplicant
submitteddefence statement dt. 25.7.89 to respondent

no. 4 . T true photostat copy of the same s filed

-nerewitn-ws Annéxure-7 to this application.

}f4416:ﬁ-" Tha# the appiicant nas reliably lea;zﬁd/
that he has been'ﬁiscnarged Irom charges by giving him
P warning but 1t 1s stragge eough tnat-the‘autharity
comcefned kept the decision gecret instead of intimating

4
the incumbent ol the proceedings coaductﬂggainst him.

po . 4-1'7 a:,‘ That despite the above, thne respandent
no. Q‘Oﬂ 7.6.89 has issued a fresh charge-sheet in order
-%o cause injury to the applicént in the natter of
appoiptment on pest of Extra Departmental Branch Post -
Master against which Sri Satyanaun an outsider has been
'appointed without bonafide and legal claim .
4:;@:;That it is to ve noted that the applicaﬂt.hés already
officiéted on tne post on which Sri_$atyaﬁam has beea -
éppointed by Réspondenﬁ nec. 4. A true copy of chafge
report dt. 25.3.88 éhbwing officiaticn on the post is

filed #xE&xaxx4x as Annexure-7-A,

- 4=19:- That in this charge sneet, the respondent
no. 4 has made wrong and false charyge to the effect

tuattae)trice to pressurise vy two M.L.As ana Block
b L o Y
Parmuekh, In this conuectlon)cne applicant sent a

veply dt. 20.6.0Y denyl.g allegstion of pressurization.

A true phnotostal copy of tue Memo dt. 7.6.89 alongwith

tae char.e sheet is filed nerevitl as Annexure-8 and

eply d¥. 20.6.8Y #s pnnénure~9 to this application.

\P1{ I 1L
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4~ggif ‘That the applicant is a laborious and
ai honest employee of +the Postal Dejartuentzk and he
mever tried to put inrluence upon the concerning

oiiicers for hig appointments.

4= 2I:i= %hat from “the document annexed with

tne ‘application, itwill show that the EXtra Departmen—
tal Mail Peon like him Las put iz I% years service

and on that basis, he was legally and bonafide
entitledto be considered ror the superior post of
Extra Departmental Brancﬁ‘Posféwaster of Zemin
Husainavad, Sub éﬁdstvOffice.' The respondent ng. 5

is VIII class pacs while apylicants is High School

failed candid-tes,

4228 = That there was no occassionfor thne
concerning autihorities o igrore nis claim oy takin ng
tiue wrongiul plea of Gisciplinary proceedin, s on the
basis of tie chaige sheet, though fie was not Found

uiiiy,Mé The cherges made ih chnarge-sheet dL 11/12/88
and tue second charge shect dt. //b/ J avg based

on irivolous anc vexalions gowids . whibhaye liable

to be set-asgiue.

4=25-:  That Rule-IT7 of Post aud Telegrapn
artra vepertasnial igent: (conduct o service ) Rule
1964, 3ection IT in respect of liethod oi recruitment

heve not been fodlowed at all . It provides that 5t

oy
A%

as been decided b, Post Masier Generalthat working
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ar , . NG

\
Hxtra Lep?rﬁmeutal Agenﬁé siioula e gim@wtpribrivy

over all otuer ceiegories except retrenc..ed Lxtrs
'Departmenﬁ&l.AgeutS'for'sslectioﬁ of SETViCGS BOUTS

1L tuey 5atis£&'aii the Cuauldatbes prescribea in
letterdt. ’24.1(3:.‘1"6'. A @Muy”v&'/& f’{’(” 2 ~"7“§27 /& WMJ
by Pl egov st Slvenl & dueed no boroiiprde.

5- Detailg of Kemeaies

gat o€ apolicant nade ¢

2

[

sresentation-a@inst
tie apgoiutument oi an Gutﬁiﬁe‘éandidutc o 15/7/79

to tﬁevﬁireét@r‘Poéﬁal Services dyderabad , Luck.ow ,
wulch order isxuniair,‘unreasonabla, arbitrazﬁ,

Cillezk aud is iisble to ve sebaside (Aﬂnegare-éﬁﬁ).

J 6~  Hatilers not Previously filed'

or peuli.. obusr coulbls.

.
<

The applicent further declarss that he hes a0t
previously filea any applicution, writ petition or

~<BELE. suit regarding matter in respect of which this
) & X

ai
Q{L

present apolicatiown hag been made 1o any court o.

law or any other authority or any other Branch of

tire Tribunal and nor any suck appglication writ @fé/'
swbi is oendaing before any one of them.

.

7- Reliefs Sougnt for :-

That the applicant in view of tae about preys

ior tue following relieig:-—

P - . P . .. ~y o - C e -
(a)- To quasn iwmpugned Mewo at, II/I2/6c alongwita |

the charge sheet annexeld wita 1t issued by Inspector

o0 Y hg u)¢q
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Qﬁ% W wied | o ‘ -

LI
Qﬁ Post Offices(East)as containéd in Annexure+5
and Memo dt.7/6/89‘alongwith the chargesheet issued
byzth@ Sub Divisional Inspeg@eﬁvPost Offices(East)

by containedrin-Aﬂnexure—B,and also quash impugned

lemo. no KPP 28, EDA Zamin Husainbad dt.26.6.89-d.

no,3)

/ . - . . N -
(b)To-issue order or directions to respondents

ot
[

declare the appointment order of respondent no.5

as illegal,unjust,nzlafide and violative of pirinciple

of natural justice and therealfter the applicant
be appéiﬂted on fhe newly created post of Extre
Depart@eﬁtal Branch Post Haster in Brauch Post
Office Zawuin Husainabad,Sub Post Office Subeha

Tahail Haidergarh,Barabanicl.
\

(c)To pass any other orders which tois Hon'ble
Pribunal deems just and proper in bthe circumstances

of tue case. ) !

\ .
8.  Grounds
(A).  DBecause tue respondents 3 and 4 have acted

arpltrarily,nalaiide,discrininatory
in not appointing the applicant on the posT

of Extra Departmentsl Branch Post kaster

Contd.12.

issued by the Superintendent Post Offices(respondent

",
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" | | . N

4
aut recruitii. @i oub-sider (regponuent no. &)
wno diu ot ieswe come in tihe field of elegibi-~
ity and was ..ot daviing, any vetter le.al

-

claim tuan the ap;licant.

oj=-  Because tle ver;ficw$ionwms not oroperly dorie
by toe Sub- Divisional Inspector who co.tacted
Fradhas o« une village ag inst woou agplicants)
fatier nad contesiea tgé'Pancﬂayat election
Sin tﬁe past and pe did not apply his&dependeut
Al‘ | mind on toe Tact that Satyans. ddes s10t pelong

o 4amia Hus alngbau . He issctually tone

residenc ox fureyl@ﬁﬁ%&;&n'

Iy

¢)- Because tne order of acsointuent pasgeu in
& _ «
favour oi the responcent no, &is liaole to
te set aside as there is violation of Articie
» o 14 anc 16 or the coustitution.

D)-  Because from toe facts and circusstances bias
-
and prejudice acte or respoudent no. 5 1is
obvious, nence tue applic.ut uas besn caused

prejudice iu ‘tne matier of appointuent lor e

post of uxbra bepariment 1 sranch Post Master.

B)- Because tue .ft“S_thLd.mlt 0. 3 aad 4 have Q0%
| _ followec ulepi Post and Telegre . Hxtra
Deparitaental Agents (cunduct w service )

Aule I904.
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| .
[}
f
I35,
F)- - Because theié is/wzs no justification for
. % .
_the respondent no. 4 to ignore right of
oriority of t ue apylicact , because ue had

"t e

aificiated &g ¥xtia Departuwental Branch Post

2y

Master as contained in Annexure—7-—i- to

this application.

[
|

Because in view of method Qf recruitment'givén
in Section II of-Post and Telegraph Extra
Departmental Agente {coanduct & servicey Rules,
< | the applicanf'ougi'lt to have been given prefe-
rence drder respondent no. 5 as the applicant
possesses better gualification iee. High School
\ | faiied while he is VIII class.-Matriculate are
given preference in the matterof BDSPH/BDBHI

posts.

H)- - Because the applicant is having long experience

of service and he has been discﬁafgiﬂg duty
as Bxtrs Deparinental (ﬂéil).peOﬂ since the
year I97€.andunder thése circunstances it
cannot said thet he tried to put influence

through M.L.4s etc.

tae applicant contains wrong, false and baseless
charge and, therciore tihe sume is liable be
vitiated.,

" G)- Because bthe veriilcatiou in the case of tae

apglicaﬁﬁ‘ﬁaSnot'bcen Tairiy done by tire
bﬂ)]{fﬁ]jﬂh/?’7%/25;' respondent no. 4.
: .




Y. Interim ovder it auy prayed for penaiiig
Tiial aécislol of tais anvlicstion tae applicaant
seexs lor uhe Tollwbng interim ordewrs.

Interin orderon the application mnay XExgEX
e VPN L 4
£indly be passet directing cnerespoindents no, 2 s 9
uot to tue proceed in tae matter or IIng cuarsesheet

-

issted along witu the wewo dt. 7/6/89 as contaiied

L0~ particuliars oi tne Indian Postal

order in respect of the applicant.

. p ~
Ho. 2= Issue by"gdﬁppoév'%%m&

L T Y

II- ILisgt of Annenure-l

Lunexure — I

Annexure -2

Annexuie = 5

—d Annexure = 4 .

Annezure -5

anhexure - 6

Anoexure - 7

~ Annexure - &

-

Lnnexure - 9

Lanexure - 10 | ™

Verivication

I,sJaadish TG, 18UaV 8UoVEe nameL. WOIdii.
as sxtra Deportmentel Poutman ab village Ueravan, RxEX

UG GPTE Y (g
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I5.

Sup-Post Ofliée Subeiia, Barabanki do nere by verify
that the ‘corﬁcentg of paras.l. bl B II2L, ﬁ"”’ $S6,77°2%
crreratirttaeieiadeeeaess @€ U to my personnal
giowledge , ana contents OJ'., .%.3).9‘;3’";2.2.?’?.79.’.2.’32.?@?’@7 '

tesictcisstnsnnsssessasss JETCbhelievedby me to

i

be true on legul advice and T have not sup.ressed

any waverial facti:

Dated,3/~7.1989
Place Luc.aow,
\ ~ g .
( Qamrul Hasan )
Advocate
. .. Apwvlicant
Counsel ior tne PRITRYedwry
Ed
)

AT e
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, : addde-m gk 41 Lah, |lu_vl
‘ , . Circutt hench Lugimow /8
< Application No, S cre0f 1989 9
Sri Jagdish Prasad ' «oo Appllicant .%5'
» o Vs, | - 1
~ “Unlon &f Indio . othews s Respondent
o . . , ’ ’ ANNL‘)(U(“J 'P\D.. ! AR EEREEREERN]

Indian Post anﬁ Telegraph Department
memo Noe EPE = 1284Jamin Husalnabad dated 2666489

1. Shri Satya Nam Singh is hereby ap.ointed as EDuPM/BPM/hDMC

(name of office) EDRPM orilce of Jamin Husainabads Hé shsll
.~ be patd such allowance as aduisible, from Lime to times

2e Shrt Satyanam Singh =bhould Cleorly Uunderstaied that hisx
employm-ul as BDHPM shall he bn Che II-"Ill.ll't.'il'j A contract
iiable to be terﬁinat @ by him »r the undersigned by noti-
fying the order is writing and that he shall also be gOV@rned
by the p & T Department Agents (conduct and qervice) Rulas
1964 as amended from time to time, shri Satyanam Singh
should clearly understande

3¢ That he will have to pxovide a substitute on his risk and
responsibility whenevec ho procesds on lenve after uontaiﬁ
T aing prior approvals |
o 4. That he ‘will have to prodide accommodation t» house the
_P.0e¢ tree of coste
5. That he should furtiish the required security of Rse 2000/-
~ hatole nasunptiona of  chacye aloagwlth a fltne=s ceriiticate
Lrow the I «]1 stered Modleal Paac Httnnm nat b an‘trm r ek

0!. Mo e 3e Se

6. That his apaointment is subject to satisfactory verification o1
of his character anticendent income residence, qualification,
as satiﬁfactory health.

oo |
M!' 7. 1f these conditions are acceptable £o him he should commu-
nicate his acceoptance in the proforma enclosed.
\:}(‘M
Supdte of Post Officaa,
Barabanki Dn« Barabankl ~ 225001
c to -
\AOPY

A} le The Postmaster Barabhanki Hé Q.

;\"\ Zd The SuDele POS SeDels (EAST) wersts hi-‘é ‘-u*tt?r Hie Bosevons
5? ' dated s-scesessessectar getting the charges transfer to the

ap roved candidate atter obhserving usual formalities and
éubmivﬂion of letter of acceptance application of securlty
bond discriptive p&fﬂi‘uql heaalih certificate, atteﬁtation

trom (1n douplécate) etc. to this ollicee
3. 8hrl Satyanem Singh $/0 ¥ Jagdamba village « Pure Kerahsw.
S et ien

[Jamin Husainaba@) Post Husainabad, Via Subha Distt.
Barab~nkie



sefore the Central Administrati
5 ve Tribun
#ddles Bench Allahubad ol

li ‘E;LC nit sench Lucknow : “2)/
Applicatlion No, eoe0f
e .) sl Jugdish Prasald . .OApﬁigdm N
| Vs,
v | Unlon of India s otheres ¢ o+ Responaeni Q}D
| . ANNIAL| L
".‘ ’ | i I%L N)coascnanpc-on
| ' |

pan ‘-...___*/'

RIS )

lﬁiph w i g Ay

| R
(o’r ‘hjq BAHMA)MNKa ZZ:)OO‘

a4, E9PR /zgp/ JWW-

amm.w \2Le V%T"mt;.”....{ SN
4 m\m aftifeq iasnafm &Sm ‘mf qd arexr ) Bmmm 1964 & B a |
TV A o 3 R uw e o ol mEm A & daar ol WR
(104 6 IR mb Jda &l peyii & daw s agdal b Ricger
Rour st B(agtaa - 1) Kedo HRw- WDy b v @ d AwUR o IR Y
.mért ol xqqm i B(ugest =2 ) sa aBd &y aer 3w wwrd & uel
Rl dr av IRy 3“@5&?! QY wifie owsl gaifia &, sff daw &(agm%i 349

2, AN .ve’/.'. .fl.z..............& g4 ¢Id q‘k qiftd & &y
Rt % ol agar Rt amRE g G 2 12 ug i TG f’ﬁ‘m feur sl 3
Y @l qupl sl 8 r. |

"b

4

30 L. Jm? ;?Z '2?27,/7.,... c.\ g \mm Pl R 8 R ¥
da M 2 0 Ruefifea wooqur uad agar Rbgn uMw wdl A

o yanr al Mf‘lIuN ) m saf wdr W ¢ smar e a4 gl

o qir a3 ur Wl b e & aar SRR .‘{I‘;‘\;M; Riega QIR
awwd &1 . B
4.4, s ug four srar @ B el a@R b da d wte A Pt
yelor Rt wrdar 1 waes s W ur 3 aru y% W Q1 ¥Rl yaal
wellere oear e 1 |

S, 2l ~/ /'7§ o @l o Rt s Rl
aretr B o O o mi. LM e O vefis A dar d e 1o eEr Y B
N mam P A R afes Yer) av o8 Kol § 6 ol @Yy 6RO
T auea o’ af ol orburd L ﬂw m\‘r i u.m uy eed fae fudr

<

afe Y A dgR A &Y e aner b fs 24 vmﬁm I/ 6

g gl X oaa wa 3 ‘I 5ot o dac i Rud ¥ wdlde Y K@, o

msperf%f\(ﬂf% st Offigay
l:ustﬁgah 0 dkiun

oo A _ BARABANKI- 225001
. o <i7l¢na;“ ‘;aii;; a8 Voo u @
§ <N
23l .‘T}F‘.?:?f"/ ARLET i




. .s/ . ) R \II . )
4 T A 'l'“ + S , it s —:\ E .
faty fo amty 9 defaigfea frema wfte d=e, wwr
TEATIRF . oY aTH gene
ﬁn'c?w TS | mwee o RATATRT
SFTH
P TG em T U5 o5y -~ Fream=é=eg
Ll @‘%‘r ;;’“ET{ ( )
T g
m;?-wanmmmcﬁ
I e ro 4 o tmy mTER & P
AT STETY 99T o FTo wHo dro ATTAT 3TeEY, ATUINC § fg
'W"“‘"‘T" @rrﬁrt"’r ch*u i
'}:v‘/\ o TTTTTmmmmmmmmmmmmmm e

AP SPIETY gy TE, v o €Y owedTo Yeaw ATAT BTEET A
= . ) . : WF - _. : ' - Ly
A SATITE, UTET TAEY § aTATeE g IR AT
: . #
g gy el @ & A= FagTy STaeT v9To T g3zg 5o |
go.‘wc ST wo goo)- 77 9am 5o ?—\S-ﬂ: # T 9T
T T F % AT ?Tq~ gy FranTEdar ( %T m«ft'{f’"! gewT: ) %
Praggo g0 auT afdo PiaTo afagTir ( TaOT €4 AT )
PRomTaT gedy & Fag o 7T Foaer FaT

FTg wo R

£ ﬁ“if Ty ggTS ‘%’%\? Sranofro A7TaT A 4R a:{%
atez AT 9 AT ST aTTTﬁa"( % ag o #1d T
¥ g Foy drato ‘Jqﬂ"fmo 2393 9 3oy a0 AmborT
FY fEo 3o-f-to & gT FAT AT Peerror faama fEo. ge=v~co
A mrTaT T 20-dece § g-o-ce A3 TATTOT A 4 o Agy
STy FaATHT ((®T *@%ﬁﬁm‘ seec 3 ¥ Fag ok, T sfdo 1
Pt affaEt ( uT%ﬂ:UTi """"" £ 44T ) ﬁ%wTW‘ ‘) 2&'&% & fas
o &7 Sear T | |

| . = e e
T oSEry FTe -a"i’}o & E{O‘f‘“o vs’{TE{T ZTed T A ‘ﬁzﬁf@

Rt ?ﬁ

ﬁ\




’ '_ . o = ;(:f{)-.-:‘-‘,,, e ~ o

aT=g gf%e greey 9d @ﬂ?"f‘q’, *Tam ITCTEET & 45 g7 ard
Td m e frg frato eaato 7o 033y %ﬁm &~ u—cr TO 300) =
7T 5o e~ycc #t Fofreafro whH HFATATS ATTE GTOT
Fre e a7t W7 § vo ?oo) & ¥ WTET 3TaEY ﬁeﬂw‘rr
( w7 WWUT % ) F P79 o8 9 soy T afdo Fo afio
( gTE7OT ©F g?ra.‘r GELIETY '2&&8 % Fam 20T TEH TRl |

%ol ~ Y
seedmey aTgy atee arfeR
P gy fedie,
AR
qTUTSET ~3%600%

\
ugmmmnm“

ffr‘r FTETY TS <o ;qucm ,m ‘3 Pag aTTe e Mw* 4T

e Bor Fwr o

m’f‘q'-—x

muu—mq—m—n

w=d FaTy C’r*iﬁ'o {rt[a"?o Fo g33¢ fH0 Qo-a-cc ¥0 $00)~
gTed - T T A AR AR gTA R g 5 ato ghrd
g TaTe ( gRRT ) aTTeAr FEo R i sﬂTarra 3T
ot 8 grod gom, fa A T f“q'o -9~z 7 AT SPETE goTe
sTdaTes gT=a qtee ATcaT A A AT (T AL g e ato
REiR gATeTe @t T o e Wrm’fﬂ wTET gTHY AT

e T FeqoT e ) ¥ faum go ¥ afdo PMTo affo (-ETILUT
e gaT ) ﬁﬂ‘?“f?-ﬁ?"“ eaég & fAYq - -9 ?ﬁ 9Tf‘c‘a‘r7‘r=ﬁ‘ T T

oo -

FTia ®v

— ey

YTET STHFEY FNA ?HW g fro 3o-g~cc afr Foy dr

»m Treto AT vy T edvy JTHalEo y-Ew 7O 200)~ §TH

| o T SN gaTs adares T ato ATo A gHTTS
A il pram fgo 93-o~cc #t € o Treafro ETIT H(T4T |
5 fri go-gcr 3 22-\9-& E; Eﬁ*xﬂ TG wﬁoa Wi« 935!‘(

AL 6;3‘;9

“TT@“f’SI U*TTE 3 éc-q—ur {3“ gﬁ-\s-z:c \-ﬁ ey ¢ %ﬂﬁﬁ &
e 3 T
—_— L Lee | g



h “"t@a .

¢

(3)

2’

faergoT A «.xm LATET STREY PROTTaRYT (BET TemOT Q80 )

b fua q04 a amo faaTo afMe ( ?rrsr{w"r gd a7 ) m"r”é%r

SRUERGELE -0 Gl mm 5 FETY geTE A f‘w

: &
gTiid o =3 - '

»c—mmm ine mnwe s

Pr T geTe ¥ Srenoefic o A7TaT A FrdaTeT gTeA At

SV | e , -
HTEET I TATTS 5TA HU T % g g7 avd ard gy fEo s:‘:;»‘qwcz:
v i > * n

AN ﬁ:& Cﬁ"”h '«';‘:-’Feﬁo ?&o 0293‘; B0 Gmy-ct 1O 30@)-— GTd

edyt £ 7T gTEs JTH T vy ate 98 EATHTS STTTET
$od g7 @ 9T fRT o oo R-y-me @ PTEA Y
S Pre GO F?U’“‘a"?‘ =t FgaT | fog A s, Te S A
STOY f‘wy. —5@ S FEY mTa cl ‘WT Tcﬁﬂ’( dar 3 &Ma dar
§ o 3a0>~ % o a7 V0 eoo} 4 farre § R | TR
wTa a0 ‘00} Bt & gt e a1 @ T‘ 5 &t

'“‘1

"_s“_“.'r '{H"’:T ::77

Q2 \“';.

9T | W g9FT m“’f“qa e g™ go T A ET < Tam

FrgaTERT (T -:rwm‘ qeem ) & - PRI oy 2\91 FIT afdo
s o afo ( Ir=ToT Ja‘ gar ) ﬁatz‘faé*r %&3 % fiam -2@
FT @T T FRIT |
| | w0 - wFY

. i AT AR TR
\

.

g=elae AT T TRy
& I
FTTTIE ~RY003

& —@T::’%:{m 3

T TRET MO T
"

S s - ; & § - '
g gfalEt A 7 o % 5TAT ea-e b fa e et ot

umaﬂmmmﬂ‘ma—mmﬁaumm"mmm gsmmmw-m!@t}tm’m”m‘!‘m

TN W . v

o FTET ZTEET ST AT AT rato FTE sg-des T
g?mq-uz: 30“&\"5L i g\-—\s-—cc ' '

3= W ~;>ch1<37 58 A ’*'HTW """8*7’0 ‘%?W'*E 2<~LL-¢:‘", -y T

5 3o-fce T a?*‘S‘CL !

qET g a1




e

o)
T ”ﬁﬁ?ﬁqwi'“"“"“@ ﬁT“ij'o Frgy atoq

-

6”’ j‘faa

FKTEF“G,

.@' ’ -
f- P s eTaar vt A0 03y TEO §my=to. 10 300y= AT

v A .‘ - - w' ;‘€~ =
o= THET STAT oL WL oY T80 ga-y=mes, g0 f90 g-uwn

zo] - Y

el ATH aiNe mfm»
. &= us fedrA,

STTTIR Y008

Y
- - L ' '
5 : 'y gt
31 marst & gfr RA & g7 Y FETE 9” e F 1 3’,@ SRR

1
i .

ﬁrw T e mf%mww T gEaTT € |

s oy T u-—m-mmmmmm-— R s S0 70 - b ¥

S g :n?f-“r YertyT dewT i g9 q"*«;:a mm q3ET W BTE

2= Fr %mw wge qr?“o Gﬁﬂ g“ama, @TTT@T |
3= ,, HTTH Firg 93 Gr‘rﬁ | guTe T q‘!{’ f’?‘q‘f q’m I
C o gATeTs, SR | - |
4= ,, AT TTH ATET GF (T T JTH (IR afo IAA -
- AT , TITTAT |

%o~ ST

s=elrey o gtee aTiedS
e p— _,'»,\
Jee vy FReTeH
FTTTEA RWYO0E

- o o g

ey gfafaf

1 e i A



GO0 L e I } 1 ; )
¢ L I I AR FEURN IR BN N NS S BV
it "]v by ',l v“.l ‘.tl"",lli‘;,,“i

) CLLCU L sench Lucs o o A .
Applicalion . Cevol 9By (5\
voo Applicant ’

rbingtig !

Sri Jagd Lsh Prasad
AUIPI A [ . v -, ) _ VE».
' ”/ B ,undon of Indie & others
*

[

CS-U/‘? L9/ 977/\

4 fy};

is”

y %

7

LI I B B I Y )

- » N Respondentv /\
" ! f . Y !‘JL("‘ . . )
e 17 - ANHEK U Nu...‘.y U |

""“‘4'” f‘i\”\’?T" TR o,-aq\anr |

emvfr“w y“,wa"a‘kw {7 Kﬂm TR (‘ZIO‘\FB CIHT‘SM%*
ma«a <o EPF -8 \ovﬁn '*U«'Hd o TR G"&S?

w Ro=

& ef»m}m‘ﬁ“«m\ gﬁ,.t\arm{\ = BAYIV a\ﬂ"’i‘?\”’ WTRES

S ‘MJ ’M'&’\'{@J& cne«wﬁ-\? ¥y -?” (?"’H\ EE AR mm,}
"*i(}ki "H \Jmﬂ‘ ?:) ‘ Q-v “eﬂ’”mf"‘“ﬂ "‘“( Al A 3 5}‘5{."" W"}L Q‘{f»u

SR XAV P 0 1 e Vi ST MR IR ‘M\d"m A%
Y"sr;mx,‘ wid T X f‘\‘%‘x‘ it CR";F“ A “" ek “"“’ e -

o4 A e o ey
a&-,-gﬁv{ 2w R AR AT 2/ Plod 4G - )\,w«f\ -

)aymrr(“ mi, ANy ;) E TR PNV a1k TR O B 2
Q‘VC")D@-—\ 3'/ (%@H“\»@F ")\) %' .e»\—ﬁ”-m\ u& *&‘M‘bﬂm
”"1 '7'\?1\'"5)1' 4& 4‘3"51)\ %ﬂ”g)ﬂ fvrig ?ﬂv;\'W :ﬁz?}q* 37\"

@ et BT »Tma"a ':'1' ST DA K; ST Rty

2~ f‘)r“r ASGYET e oty EH 2T aﬁ W"W‘”{ o jo P‘Z'S(qg
Vit o\t R ’(Wﬂtaw %w»ﬁ“\um”u’@;@ iy i~

.....

WQ_WW %‘d(ﬂff’f‘("lﬁ”&)ﬁ(’ \W’" f'&; d ?‘"TWC}E‘{W "m‘hﬁ?

A>~ 'ibﬂ —wt:s\"tﬂq\" “3<¢T~r’* bm WF &«M@:q,ﬁwmr(g F&_J

- f&ﬁb a 'mm ‘fw?‘r 'F(;?'\l ‘*f‘**"ﬁ 0"‘33\ @\ “ WEP‘:
S ot of ) V| EET o W“zfmﬁt
o ‘('\(MTW w\ MY Al VT &-—“%\-{ A v

SRS e Wr@ﬂ* E=ECy ‘(’T@r‘" ORI AT i "
-um(\ &

Lie . THF "(}—‘m '('Q"?"‘ "&1 "% ,{Tﬁmht - }T ( aﬂ“ﬂ 33 \" T%‘ e »’Wt%ﬁ‘f
3‘&1,&/\\ ol \ eyl *‘f;"& HE”"" w&”ﬁ"a WT* N“nv(hﬁ f‘Vl('w
R A & e |

& oAl SPTENT TGS o T S M?{")h' e Rt

g;fﬁf ‘\ {u @3 t.@%’ Wn\”"” "J{t =2V '?‘«471\'” ’SWQ‘ATV‘*’W 434)"”‘(»&?)"% Wf‘

;gm s g(:(::a(mc}")l ;gw > wﬂ; (*5“(;«"“ th‘ﬁ M".ﬂ"ﬁ"‘@"ﬁ%

ot Fad e daregent Ul T e Wi{“,
(4

TR o Wwey dAle T ) vk Rt ¢ ;r
| A Q“R?\’W “‘zﬂ ‘fgﬁv Yy ﬁWﬁ e e mw ‘% E?Z'ﬁ"‘@'
C ORI ‘3’ “TE 23U J\\ Loadln "*Qz % m‘fm
T R G e F o et dher e
11" e %'5 ;:ﬁ‘ﬁ?\ﬁ 'a} fj“("y LA/\‘\"T U‘I&'Y" 1,{1\“ Dn'}mﬁ-/
\'«_ \ "}i\ fr)h”'\ai ‘-7‘{\”’" ‘ ' R ﬂrx{"m :if? ( %{W%W‘;)
K ‘f@:” . NIREY Hrnll { e 1% el Gllised,
;\m%‘ : ‘g;i& g1 Hei/East Su Unlfxan

- S EanT
auAN [ Harabank VLR

Copry bplos B, W Basi w6 - 13U) @D A el TS 0Y
O Fi EPF- 18 e



aetore Lhe Geabral sdoioi shrat bve AP ii‘nl‘(l‘,t,l‘
aldle pench sl lahabad

Clreult Bench Luchnow _ g}
- Application No. evsol 1989
‘/_ . Srl Jagdish prasad evs Applicant )
- | Vo -
» ;{V ., Unmn of lnullx & others «os [espondent (AQ
el - ANNEZUHE NDw vvesveeevsvnns

S ug amwh LI z:M’,,{‘) >\{T\ o WEW&%\QW}‘% W‘"’E
AINE o= sz‘r‘:rk" A e

u'fﬁ?'i g .

NRBRIRRIRRRCC A S

‘ | '1:_:\ ia [ y 135N
! LA f"’”"’“f"—‘*\ AL e Lo e war F ey o T
M\‘E—' ", S e >
A AT W r’\ :,;‘\»-’ RN B S I 4 Q\\erll i.’”\‘\'h
£ st =) BT R T Tt tmwr

""{:,_:'I’“*“x; R - I;LT{\ s N S e { TR T T s ,ﬁ'{'\‘?{%‘;‘ ‘T‘A”\ “-)l"h

\',J'

q Voron o (wreraT e Far Y Srue e | EYAP
L.
on @W\"ﬂ" 2K AT 3{‘1%@':("7% ‘131'\"[
\ MRS Vi
SR - 1T
; s
,«E 3 \m\‘é’i\w e z:.me '&:{VF‘{T‘% TESVL(VF'MUHF’
| ST rc B T GerxRn
YTt n 1
- o~ \:)3{ u.:ﬂ';)\ "‘l“ﬁ" Hd”(, 3‘1\ {1'(}“;"; T 41 n &3)“31'2
S e tran TV e vy -mH«'\\ g™ ”-?I:ﬁ e TR R :(?13”\#‘1)#
< AT STEFTTEY, OO eptrogen B Tree g ERT AT

“"“:f“u;fr N R vi;: ayveraa oen o [n v
%‘ Thel™ SAT li?r'ﬁﬂ" 64*1:‘4'\2\""[\7\' Y # m?&‘)!gf'
\D‘J\q\m" AT G s t}% %TH o VTS "%NR)(“ S
- a}p “’G’\\[:ﬁ' 5"&? ‘%‘ T W’”’"ﬂ-v 29. ‘4*9% Eﬂc}‘ﬂ‘\)ﬂ
Q\fﬁW@WTR" e faerves w w!"’« A

T AT 24~ u%ﬁ sl ‘7% :i’"lx of
Q?’Rm"%mm AT gq;m,mmﬁr 9? ‘Waﬁ}:ﬁ
2 - L—8 B FIRT, é"tzc'"r?'x—;r\' T ST
2 o O w7 Ay %W*%m/
w—-?;;im% T s)ff—’?‘%?z 72 ~f" %‘/L "6" /
ST e S CHTGHIT SH&HE S e el gl ;;jﬁ

m}rwwf (o) oo <"7"J7' ) mw/g;f 1964

Cron 2t o7 SETE T

G € L | :
=t Srfare ) wl el wwrmr{rwﬂ
tres ore PR eur TE T, T T

o zmmwﬁwﬁvm S €rT ?z(m""ﬁm‘f %7
2~ 1 RTAT T3l AFTI T rzr"ff?’*’”'ﬁ"f"""‘”’ Jy

3- ~ fﬁ'fﬁ‘m‘ﬂ'mp‘ymm o*mn W




gerglaa s

I G6)
ggs  lagreR)
| e - et
i f J o4 Aoy P\fﬂv@ >/’t y
? : ' . . ~ 4\) mﬁ@ﬁj
T o) O owd e <P
gy Uniom of I sfgardt (Jear-a=e)
: w5 ot # o ® fo

sgmﬁ o) 3ﬁz Q ot

5 | Bameui. Ya SAN T
£ Motd- Falil WAdsn e

Y e " HgAl A JBid AgIGT WY JYIT IFFY a@A GRT &)

Fo O& g SaEld g g HEANR #R AT FT S FUIS
- — gifEs R I ded g g 3R @ Brd 9t suF Ik
by wum age w @ geE A W swAE T qun dde &
IRt gmrt 3k @ gAR Im HUY gTIeR @ gifEd &
IR gEls FT AT GHEAT IBIF AT RS JqAT SAT FI AT
gat @ fauar (wdswrt ) & gifew fear sgar s @
BAR EXAIER-gWh (geawdt) g § AF a1 du fagd &R
FHE AEGT gRT # N I8 FUAE AR FIAT WER 2
Mgt Houg ) eR wa § B OF s O <o

a1 fdt JuY gAFR F AT [ IR gEEAT @y
RS § gF RET R fEE Guar & srar @ sgal fotderd

R gwid ® T 0 | sHEMg Tg Fw@IaAT faw fur e
.
SHIN B 3R I R FH I

-
qa'g a{raa.g- e®svec soncousas sos 000

To HHEAT™ """
g tﬁ{‘.i_a-.. c4sese 000 000 senane

& ml'é.flu 0V ()55

K}g /m“ c/a)}\ Q&;%v’ . | WT&R . Applieo it

m&ﬁ (rraTs) wiet (matg)

femien - At T R o




8.,
R
S

[3

- ¥
in tne don' ole g@ntral sdiinigir.tive rribuaal,Adal. Loacn,

Al
b£4

vircuit Bench,lucknow,

Application no. - of 1989
 Jagdish rrusad Yadav applicant
Versus
Union of India and .otiers ' Respondents
Index
$1.n0. uescrl tlon of each docanelts v Pages
I. Annexvre—I(Juilom High School Certi ficate) {é
2. AnhexureéQ(Photostat cony of Certificate) { 7

suowing initiel appointient
oL 5@—6~7b.

3. Annexure- B\Imsagaea order of ao»01ntmeat) ! ¥
” dt.26,6.98 of respondent no.5
4. Annexure-34( e bwesedilin dt.19.7.89) | 920
5. Annexure;4(Acknowiedgaent'recéipt of } - L ;Liﬂ
a_plicution dt19.9.88 o
' . S - : 24
.. Aunexurc-5(Impugned Memo dt.I1.12.88 aud ) 22 &
its chargze sheet
7. hnnexure-6(Letter dt.13.5.88 of S.P.M) 172§
8.  Annexure -@(Defence stabement dt.25.7.89) 29
- Annexure-7—A£Chrée report dt ? 2 .88) %0
9. Anmexure=8" (Impugned memo d%. .0.

89 al@nngth) 2 \ & ?)L
charge sheet

10. Annexure—9(%agly to charge shee t) 2 2

20 e Gt ¢ )
. demesbcglgidi STRTE)

T RET 3 e g G i Lo s g

Brsom

"{Qenml Hasan)
Adw cate
Lucknow dated: Counsel for the applicant
, 1989 -

-



pefore the Central

‘»'li'\"i;\,

vt e

ey i oh
e apieisd

uw"\“

"
\

WAy

vicir e by

R S SR e ‘.L\Q\f

:.,M-‘.““w_]inl [

ﬂdmxntatrative Irlbunml
Aldl, sench Allahabad

¥ U NOW |

Circurt Benc1 Lu L Lof 1989 P

Application No. v+ Applicant
S;& J@gdLsh prasad Vs

Union of India & oliiers: ]
o aNERURE N0

. Mespondeni

L4

U | LE

T e o] e e

R R e T, (1 RuR

TR RN | I T T /AT
. o Cop T e /04‘kxtﬂtl i 1v4§
' \“ ‘ . L ,,’ . o ~.‘3.¥' TR AN ﬂ“‘ aq ;

R RS

N ; r’, G fewdu qivget vl i v

"

AL, ’ ' "

i

RPN T ey g
N I T ‘,,/. o AU /{g\ L( {'l]{ /"/ U \

-
o -, A

slvaedt fawa e wrubian we—
A R

TRV R L IR Y TP o S evree

o aafers faug o

mEEvsg

a 7

» e seter

Laelit

p : ' o n st Gt e, g
'“QANGFN L : ! o



AT "mei oL e 1he Ccntrdl administrative Tribunal
' : - Addl. Bench Allal habad - e
. Circuit Bench Lucknow . Ll
Amelc.aLlon No. - [ ;..of 1989 .
.--_Sri qud Lsh prasaad o e Apphwm
’ Vin E R

" NNLXLJR& rm 32, R T

n:%? }?\\//(v/)/fyf,_)/y/‘)/{
N (ra -

j/f% }/}/(7/;'/ /77?('// ) /}7 -} ‘y [/{ (/7**/;(// ‘)6

o~ L
*"u. - \ \ \ v}\ ey e .~5
/7 g / ;7 3"’/ <*/4’/ ?-‘fijf;fd éfc:»/cfs ¢ / i;f / J/h"?(cr’/ e ?~/f(§?’71(

wé‘ﬂ// 2//8/(}
)(/677 77 #;7‘://;

‘?f/j?//ﬁf’i”’ ,?‘,;w y N ,v:f 087 % /( \..()/c:f'

s 4 O’”@// ;'742 ?,7 /c;(//c"i/ /(q; )// c'*?)a)/
o ‘;V.‘”f)/)/// a w'zf/// // /czé?//// 0'».':}
:A.)'{’/‘)//“ﬂ}’f //a(}/é/ (Hc/d :

o



- dur B,

a7 mﬁfw-fgi m{rmaﬁq‘a rar 17 )

, P ¥ n‘\w"maf. fW % WU‘% ﬁﬁm-w,_;wgq_&_

Before the Cfn'{;ral‘ administrative | Tz';lbunéil
. {-dﬂ._i. Bench Al labalad ‘lC‘
- Cireuil dench Lucknow
Application No.

d s 0 .o ¥ 3!
Sri Jagdish Prasad re0L 196

Vo es o Appllcant

Union of India & othevs . ﬁ{g‘"

.coc Reﬁpondent )
ANN&XUAE MD.;Jge!}tiulo'io

&

&,
m® HETY, TFA,

vy AT - eRiow

W -3 Fud HqT A |

D- -”'-‘"‘i 4 6 Wb WD

fawrg : ..qmﬂ WA T ST PGS ATTTHEY y Qﬂ'gﬂ
BT R H G e "‘i dﬁ "'1 FER 1*«&'1'*(%# |

mn—udhn e ey W o A 8 e B ey MR 0 o «ﬂnuﬂﬂmmpwﬁnum-ﬁ*ﬁﬂ#n

gets g, |
| ﬁw g' f‘* 9""?"“ ")m‘.‘ (ﬂ , \:Q »%:TO‘QWQ dﬁrc ﬁ-rraﬂr .

qieT, wm'rwﬁ 2; Az feats yombeuh & \.ﬂ'fd'!"'

grafra & oty A Mﬁm FAT B -
g5 n gmY A gryr 2TH 979 ’am m-rm & mx

[

e Fw Y @tied oA T PETITE aaT Arder®r wrT
fr ot W Popr oY gt T HTHR AT 0 ‘ﬂff‘t" e 4Ty |
o et AT KT a iy fhate owMY a"m
‘ f)l?//‘; Ty Mt VT o ) mm ¥

'r?r SCAR w Jer /‘7,,,17( I I9H lc"" ‘} Ty @%dg‘ff'~”?.g”'lq
P g A i ”&‘ﬂml’f ’ﬂ' £ A fAamy & WIT

+

gwf* % g7 47 I W BTV f‘fm @ o mw =P

i s s

g y=o-cg OF myde T8t %
ue jeﬁ atafrF f""qT’?"‘ﬁ af%m‘ (ﬂﬁﬂ' i )

przaralr iy & A of AT -2 & PR 00 B FETT ;

3 e Aavr ase T e feTiT Y L 9“11?%"'
arqry w1 a7 A ATAT | L Vrakulk: .ﬂ'mt*( 3*'%'
r PagfwE Noamee o Bt n?ﬂ‘rrr ¥ T ey
m‘r‘\’ avabia 6 |
® fu R ’r»\urﬁ‘ 7 & @y iy QenATH fw ot
Fa g Y wafi % avr v n‘rd'r"t % grades o3 @
R AR CLALSE AR ar-arfta o atglr o meﬁ



.‘ ,
- 1 .

o

by

R

i e
-
Y

(9)

i zm&\ p e Y il wrT-wTT ED et (kA iy @O (R
't,qe_t\m ot gy F ORI it TRan e i ij‘zw o Ay

- 'wt» -
o | - mﬂmuadﬂ‘mﬁm ERAS *ﬂmﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁm
| 7 et W rm’r e & ed FHR 1 ‘?5 m 4 ‘1! Q‘? Fagl
' . oy rawY ¥ Yy
:-'i . e t’u sy et yra BT AT v -
| : _m e v om AR T sy o PO

L g | B W § erwd Y Ay gTET AeTd «WTM%
| g8 ?‘aaf’whmmtx!“*m a«““rm'm

o ;\: - L wHrho % Y o @ arff rm‘
,z o Qe = oSy wIT AT 14 a8 qara Y LT 7T T T RATR
fuw W T ":ﬂ vy A v w%f* Yy T s AT
gryr 2TET ¥ E qr fAaf® frad & rmsrmt B ET
wt T Y PawT* 4 avfwrmr? w7 ATTATY &
. e af | At FT O

| 9.*',’-“*‘- <

/"/
e

© (e guTE ATEE )

A ‘ £q Ao THO V0
T 9l AT T -"eliT'T e m'rm

q-gfnf fm - Arar gTe AAEeE arored &t AT "
AR TN A TR *ﬁ ﬂ)fm’
W ATATH prprers ot (T NS
:’?.'T“:“Tﬁ-;‘ .1’1 u‘ﬁ‘ﬂ !

Fa \)wwé)t [ G UL ¢
YESC ALK goorb T (AR GUTE 4TIR ) o

e e e B




»

e.tou, Lhe Ccntrai M'nlm»!rdtwu l" ~ihunal .
, CAddl, SBench Allal 1dbad

. Clrc u;L B;m,niuv now - .
JplLLJLiOn NO. S I e oOf L‘jdq

Srl Jagdlsh Prasac ' : s Appllcant C

De

Union of md ia e& omem L e He,;mmentf

ANN};A(]”{L m‘_’IéAII..‘.‘-A‘.Q" ’ |

‘9;9/(’ \}\)1}}9) ‘:3(»\\{ ,3.“.\*\%_«:.;;.,.. . B
e U Eﬁmi\‘}lh *»).‘Q??i\ Sm* L\\m (.:*&?Q\c\
: (}ibcﬁlf ) CQ)Q) mr*\/\ T

ooty -

i:

&)'\\0‘ \»4 )l \n(i\?}\'\‘\{\ | ( “

L




-

Gi'fﬂr»’ﬁ“cf

SERNE A AT

Tq tﬁ*a e 351'
giET -?3@30?
T'TTTG,

7o &7 o THo uﬁfé 943-*»\4;&1:’_

A B :f"s‘a'ﬁ,
Es‘!"\T“*?" |
arre fEATaE ga-y~ou F GTET sTeRTE SIE ﬁamﬁ: A
T Tg W foe oTE Fo 23y FETE -yt To 300}~ aF g
gt ams =T a‘raT G?T ;ma AT d & o agy qTaT FaFraT
TT g7, WTET 1T F am w A% o oy e sorfad Sl

ot A8 ﬁmj |

§ qooy- &t A% vo AT fawrAT &

ceeact fﬂ & uT m 51 T84T T ¢
GfalrsT £ 50T g-om0 AT R09my0 WTH 8R-K0 oy Tf mg
26z 0 s 3a§3w0 fFearaT B | afadsT fEIHTUTﬁHTIa

-4
e
!

g IFFE @T‘ST@QT@#

*

s e s e p v e oo el

¥4T 39 R AT % dTd | &1 g00-00 VE
e T ’*‘mﬁ"r maT o7 3fe qfwET 5 TE FrorT sz'

(9 9? qfafd rET sTATE 9RA ST |

ST 3 "Er{'



() gfa f\ﬂ"?q are ‘ﬁ«:r“m, Q‘*:r"* ygUg, a’r’m"ﬁ

I

S
””-°7**7"j*73,k@fv9g ;~;g.mw

»

'*“f’ By ammf@ f»n UHT%‘%Y ?oo)- & *@m T 3003- ~{ Z’ﬁ

)0)-’ E}'ﬁ; i

OCQOQO‘OIQOQOCI

i

(_'3); BTFH ST '«';T%, WE{W iﬁU@, a’!“"T’&'

| . % . |
s=aTo Ao ;‘?t;@f‘o w Q.,cc g;qi 300}, ,

%’or - u%'-’f*q

- %s-timr:r:
gy O T T,

YIET, 3303003
A grafafT ‘



LETOLe Lite eenibiald sadavsicboabive blnbun. L
% 41, Benst Al lghabad
T LR R I IV B B LR R LAY

. B ’ 'y
‘}!' .Mm Lication Mo P I A . ‘
p ©oSri Jagdish Prasad ' e Applicant
’ . Vi W'

Il . vHuiun of silla s olhers .o Meupnndunt
| ANNERURE NDwve s eneeen s
dor X, | |

frara I nu‘g'vﬂtr A g i THETR ,

g’ 7w
ST memud L1250 0§t .
s GrgA e eyl /28wt EIRTETT, f‘w‘r'a'
e 12038 - TeT & it Pron s & oetfa sTfaTet
e Far fost gt urd T N HTRT 0¥ |

gt
Flic ¥ P ouTay’ 71 W o705 diaT Ui
wfro Pamiiry Rre vhurT v ATy MU 196u 3
Pamy o b skt arfiEl aAT gearT AT waT 6, i
arsey ¥ e X suar wEER T A Tl e uﬁ C
« T ¥, Lo yTefff 1 aalt DY ey By v e
o T Y 1 wsdta Piglee w diende el an wm arte
Y o *TH‘"W s o at Fu Fela ot v grfﬁ;ﬂa“ﬁw gl .
-4 T R R YAt o Y owd gl ¥ e ug iﬂ’

sl e e witar 1 et w0 b Tl dEe Yl B

By T B, Tesp (o BT @t gttt ory fRTE oo T
kS

st yrea At @l Yoy aw gTT W FuTrY B 1u mf guvrwe
o dY  we grrfrfic oty o o aTa N A t!m R m‘(f
A T e |
| | STd,

T JHTE UTEN
| gegtegnents ?erUFﬁETI
. : KT 'M |

gtk @l 4R si Jfae&tw gaten, zmrdqs“r as’r

wuATY v 'frm'mr wvSarel g ouiNe N
N C ’
. | h) B ’«.‘ . .
(e 57 8 AN ) §race
pizd T ogTe uTet
So eyt Befn gl s

BUUTdnt )

\

RS

G



o~ B @ "

9‘]’) "tt,u/ é—CC C,C/(/Vl\, [‘LC \7‘5\ S« MM 1/\/!15}\( TL[/L( &’ . /‘b’l/vv- \A )
| 71%6{«?1’ Ryonth | Ciny Cand Boen~t, L Levena

bition Yoo of | 1294
] U(/&(‘ dxg,(, Pw nA (}L,é{ )&QA’ ‘A/T{:b‘{/t'ﬁ"‘vaqA
o Wﬂé‘f" CL?(O’\/\OQM M (’7“/\,5—{& . ’ }" P‘v\/}/‘fa& B ]

/’Mo VA
///// s
A

e (/ v ( 4
ST 5 x/
TN [T TS e M gy O

- 01 NG 5
Q:ﬁ" S\ (7 Wy }Q/f*// 7 ST /;f//%‘; q95355
R o@% 77 ST ] ST T 4'77/\7777%\

a°7/7 @/ %72—//;7/( J/(Z(ﬁ/ /SZ]) [%’/—277 % 577299
73 {20 ﬁ; V) Sy TS0 [ m/c/ oﬂ 7&%/ ’

T, 7 - T 57/(97/*

v/ 7/ 7

A 3075/ 5
e B

97 2 9




% ’“\Ll_-" - . Ao
+ o el it . J,,‘em *11 i ur:i Lt ;} 1\“ {‘7"],&';’1;1*1,@;uj},_ :
: IR IN

! i :h g ! whi ‘ i j(S‘M ¥ R . .. . ’ %
s B 0 . . )
cleguit In:“u 5 Lycknow _ T ‘ 4 } :

'Ap“L)c'LLmn No. ™ Lieol 1089

5n~1 130\1 iLsh Prs ad " . oo Applicant : /}

. Uni Lon Of .;;ngl.,w_w Gt w‘f“ R ‘H@’ﬁiﬁfmii‘#"@ Dot
zﬂ, s S : . o : ANIH Mhﬂ TN e ﬁg‘ e eane ser -

o «-3/‘;«;11 :w ms cﬂ’—i hgqm Qﬁ)
. : LQJ}- _/\q()' ‘3‘{ ’105@’

. | Q)\;wil_ﬂ_f:._ o
N\ .
B \Q*wquamm uﬂﬁfx~
ok )\s\w . | e .
\r :;_' S ‘f’il‘M V) MJ\N"N % W 12 9[ JMA*{ .b NSHQ
RO I'E‘:: 7 s 4 ;31 {rfqn % %édf\é % 12 "H\"H% \'“'1'

,

b’\ ?) f:\‘)\:f! WC\% _' . >

€/% M ’Waaf
- ”ﬁﬂ?{hﬁp .




‘ oetow rlm (‘entral mrnuu tmtwc Tm»unal

J,‘L RN : mu Le dench Allahabad
' C Circuit Bench buck Now :
Ay ilication No. L e sOf Wd‘?
' ‘wri s n; l; i Prasad ‘ e i,» \} Lo cml
: T Wuel o

Urtion, of mdxa 4 others ' e s Hemcmt..gem.» )
;\NNL«I h\ N s /0 B e € ¥ E a"'i_‘::'v 5. :

?m «}Fr uiaﬂﬁ‘tﬁ qm gﬁ'e@?r?ai _

w‘?m i‘i'.am urm




¢ .
. N -
' - -
]

fus

IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL AT ALLAHABAD
CIRCUIT BENCH: LUCKNOW

MISC. APPLICATION NOo. '3  OF 1989

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING : S
AFFIDAVIT ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

Cai_s',e__N +04178/89_

Jagdish Pad Yadav ) ««+ Applicant
o . Versus _ A
Union of India& others ‘ e Respondents
The respondents respectfully beg to éubmifs -
as under : '_ o o Nﬂﬁi:;
1. That the counter-affidavit in the above case -
could not be filed within the time allotted |
by the Hon'ble Tribunal. |
2¢ - That there, wasdgiday in sending the para-wise - ~;

conmentskon the appllcatlon filed by Sri Jagdish

g e

Prasad Yadav on atcount of administrative '

\\
i

exegencies and hence the_cognter-affidavit which
drafted by the counsel and later on vetted by

the department was sworn in late.

. 3. ~ That the counter-affidavit has nod-been sworn

on and the same is filed without any further

delay. N _ _ -
4. - The delay in filing the counter affidavit is

bonafide, not deleberdte and is liable fo be

condoned.

"WHEREFORE, it is prayed that the delay in flllng
the counter-aff1dav1t may be condoned and the same

may be brought on record. (
Lucknow, ) N

Dated: (DR. DINESH CHANDRA)
COUNSEL FOR THE RESPONDENTS
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ﬁﬁﬁ In the Central Administrative Tribunal at Allahabad,

Circuit Bench, Lucknow.

7
Registration No. O.A. [Pp of 1989 (L)

Jagdish Prasad ccee cocee Applicant,
Versus,

Union of India & Others, cece ceas Respondents.,

QQ~EQEB“~”ELQ&!AIAQﬁmﬁﬁkéLF QLn,wéﬂgﬂnéﬁié;

. %/
I, R.,A, Verma, aged about 5 2 Years Son of "gkm

e

~

Kzﬁfw«ﬁwa<714aww\@ Supdt. of Post Offices, Barabanki, q

hereby solemnly affirm and state as under :-

|
N
4

1. That the deponent is Supdt. of Post Offices,
Barabanki and is well conversant with the facts

(. ' of the case deposed hereinafter. .

2. That the deponent has read the application filed
by Shri Jagdish Prasad and has understood the

contents thereof.

3. That the deponent is competent to swear this affi-
davit on b:half of all the ReSpondedts.
4, That the contents of paras 1 to 3 nezd no coments,

5. That the contents of para 4.1 to 4.4 need

no comments,
6, That the contents of parz 4,5 are admitted. ¢

T That in reply to the contents c¢f para 4,6 it is

stated that the applicant was not a departmental

candidate, His name was, howayer, sponsorsd
, [

e ity g e ——

by the Lmployment Exchangexglonqﬁlth other ‘candidates

v )
for the post of Extra Departmental Branch Post

Master, hereinafter referred to as <.D.EBE.F.M,

ﬂl%\katjE___ ‘ "contde cees Zaee
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A photostat copy'éf the list of candidates spon-
éored.by the‘Employment-Exchangé is being filed
as Annexure R-1., There is no provision for inviting

applications from departmental candidates.

8. . That in reply to the contents of para 4.7 it is
stated that the verification of the certificates
ana other details furﬁishcd by the candidates,
-including~tbe-applicént; were verified from dindepen-

dent sources,

‘

9. That the contents of para 4.8 are admitted to the
extent that the Branch Post office was shifted to
X’ the house of the mewly appointed EDBPM. Rest of

the contents are denied,
' 10. That the contents of para 4.9 need no comments,

11, That in reply to para 4.10 it is submitted that
no candidate, out of the those sponsoeed by the
Employment Exchange was found suitable for the post
of EDBPM. Hence the vacancy was notified by public

N - advertisement,i A copy of the advertisement is

being filed as Annexure Re2.

12. That the contents of para 4.11 and 4,12 are

admitted.

That the contents of para 4.13 are admitted to
the extent that the applicant was issued a charge-

-
sheet dated 11.12.88 for the for the articles of

charges indicated in the para. All the charges
were. adnitted by the apﬁlicant in his statement dated

24,.12,.88, a photostat éopy of which is being filed

as Annexure R-3,.

That the contents of para 4.14 of the application

L)/\’_”’\/f ' c i Baeee

—



15, -
16, .
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L 17 ° -
18,
\(\- _

20.

ot

ju

re lates to the charge sheet dated 11.12.88 in
respect of which the applicant had accepted the
charge» in his letter dated 24.12.88 (Annexure R-3)

as discussad in para 13 above.

That the contents of para 4.15 are admitted., It

is, howsver, clarified that the defence statement

-

dated 25.7.89 submitted by the applicant relates to
the charge sheet dated 7.6.89. Annexure - 7 not

filede

That the contents of para 4.16 ere dznied.. The
decision in the disciplinary case referred to by
the applicant was communicatzd to him vide deponent's

y

NN - :
office No, EPF-128/4%% <@ ®¢  dated 13.3.89 (copy

enclosed as Annexure R-4),

*

That the contents of para 4.17 are admitted to the
extant that a charge shiet dat=d 7.6,89 was iésued@

Rest of the contents are denied.

That in reply to the contents of para 4,18 it is

submitted that tbe applicant was allowed to work as
EDBPM on 25,3.88 on.a newly established Branch Post
Office on the clear stipulation that "this arrangemant
is puresly tempofary and oﬁ adﬂoc basis‘till the

is mad ." (Annexurs R-5) His work

ragular arrangement
and conduct were found unsatisfactory and so he was

reliecvad of the charge on 5.7.88,.

That in reply to the conta2nts of para 4.19 of the
application it is stated that the applicant has been
served with a charge sheet dated 7.0.89 which is under

enguiry., Annexure No, 9 not filed.

That the contents of para 4.20 are denied. The work

e« ®oc s 80 “ e 0

o
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22,
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23.
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24,

27.
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/ re )
wesk and conduct of the applicant was found unsatils-

factory for which he was issuasd a warning under Memo
No . EPF-128/::<')\1'~ 5.:(42 @, - dated 13.3.89. Earlier
also his parformance was not found éétisfactory on
account of which the petitione} was ralieved of his
charge on 5.7.88 and another person was engaged who

carried on work of EDBPM till the regular incumbent

tock over charge of the Branch Post Office.

That in reply to para 4.21 it.is submitted that there
is no provision in the Recruitment rules for giving
weightage to the pErSons alrzady working as &xtra

Departmental Agents,

That the contents of para 4.22 are denied. 0On . the
charges indicated in the charge sheet dated 11.12.88,
the applicant was issued a warning. The second charge sk

sheet dated 7.,6.89 is under endguiry.

That in reply to para 4,23 it is stated that Rule 17
referred to in the para reslates to transfer of 2.D.
Agent from one post to another," This Rule is not

re levant to averments made in this para,

That in reply to.the contents of padra 5 of the
application it is stated that no comments can be

offered as the applicant has not filed Annexure -3-A,
That the contents of para 6 need no commentse.

That in view of the submissions made in the above
paragraphs, the applicant is not entitled to any

relief as prayed for in paras7 and 9 of the application.

That the groudds taken py_ﬁhe applicant im para 8 of

the application are notjﬁénable in fact and law.

The application lacks marit ang is liable to be

" dismissed with cost.

.ooaosn-'S..-’
W =7 1P . ; : =



o
e
e

)

T e

Ao

28, That with reference to the Interim Relief prayed
for in para 9 of the application it is submittad
that the &nquiry has already start=d, It is, how-
ever, submitted that the main grievance of the
applicant is related to recruitment of EDBPM and

the matter. of Interim Relief has no relevancy to it.
! 29, Thaﬁ-para 10 neads no comments,.

30. That with reference to para 11 of the application
B - it is submitted that the applicant has f£iled only

three Annexures, namely 3, 5 & 8,

Y Lucknow ; .
> ~ Dated ¢ () //Nf - sponent., (27 1/y0

. . ’

«{ VERIF ICATION

I, R.A. Verma, the deponent above named do ﬁereby
Qgrify that the contents alleged in paragraphs 1 to 30
of the affidavit are true to my personal knowledge, that.no
: part'of it.is false and nothing material has been concealed

A - ; so help me God, .

Signed and verified this the day of

1989 within the court compound at Lucknow.

4

: 157/7IJ70 Dégggént. .

et
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I identify the deponent who has
signed before me and is pearsonally
known ﬁo ne. . :

- . : i \ “
Advocate,

contde cees Oeew



Solemnly affirmed befors me onfj?{{ﬁ&f%
ati\fﬁfAuM./Pfﬁ? by Shri R,A, Verma, the deponent
whp'is identified by Shri D. CHandra, Advocate, |

High Court Allahabad sitting at Lucknow,

I have satisficd myself by examining the
deponent that he understands the contents of this

j affidavit which havel been read over and explained

to him by me,

Oath Commissioner,
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BEBORE THE HON'BLE CENTRAL ADMINISTATIVE TRIBUNAL ALLAHABI
~ CIRGUIT BENCH, LUCKNOW.
G.M. Appli cation To. DI of 1989.( 1)
In re: |

Reglstratlon 0. A. No. 178 of 1989 (L)

Jagdish Prasad Yadav ...oeeeeveseceennn Applicant.
Versus |

Uniontf India and others ceeeeesese... Respondents.

Application for condonation of delay in
fiding counter affidavit by Respondent No.5.

\

The apposite party no. 5 begs to submit as under :

That for want of some information and papers
relevant for preparing the counter affidavit, the

same could not be prepared earlier.

That - the counter affidavit has now been gt
prepared and is being filed along with this application

and the delay occurred is bonafide and deserves to

be condoned.

WHEREFORE it is most respectfully prayed that
this Hon'ble Tribunal may graciously be pleased to

condone the delay in filing the counter affidavit and

the same may be accepted. < ; g;L\'\ﬁ%%ﬂywzg§gv
G’ S.Le Varma

Advocate, .
Counsel for the Opp. Party No. 5.

o !/‘.»
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IN THR HON'BLZ CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,ALLAHABADk:

CIRCUIT BENCH, Lucgyoy.
RegiStratign 0.4. No. 178 of 1989 (1)

Union of Indig and others e eiena,, Opposite Parries,

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT
Of Opposite Party No. 5.

I, Satya Nam @ Satya Nam Singh, aged about
32 years, son of Jagdamba Byx Singh, posted as
Bxtra Departmental Branch Pogt Master in Branch
Post Office Jamin Husainabad, Sub-Post-0ffi ce Subeha,
Tahsil Haidergarh, district Barabanki, the deponent

do hereby solemnly affipm and state op oath as

1. That the deponent -4s the Opposite Party o, 5
in the above~-noted claim petition and is well conver-
Sant with the facts of the case. The deponent has

been read over ang explained the contents of the

Application which he has fully understood,




G VA KR

n

as mentloned in para 7 of the application, is

liable to be dlsmlssed.

L. That the contents of para 3 of the applica-
tion are with regard to limitation and are nto

controverted.

5. That the contents of para 4 of the applica-
tion are misconceived and denied. 1In reply it is
stated that the applicant was found unfit for the
post of Extra-Departmental Branch Post Master since
a charge sheet regarding severe misconduct was
pending against him and he had no place for opening
the Branch Post Office and to fulfil the requirements
of running the ﬁJ%iEEMﬁXtra-Departmental Branch Post
Office. The applicant tried his best to befool the

departmental authorities for over 15 monthsto get

‘ ;'f‘crook with money and power. Also during the period

from April 1987 to August 1988, he was officiating

as Branch Post-Master, he had foul played with dozen
of money ordersz casés, tampered the‘registered letters
and burnt the letters. Hence the Department took
serious view of this and he was removed from the post
and subsequently the department decided not to

appoint him for the said post. Thus fresh applications
were in#ited for and affer neéessary action the

answering deponent was appointed on the said post.,

-

%ﬁi/;:/. That the contents of para 4-2 of the

application arem not controverted for want of knowledge.
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2. That the contents of para 1 of the application
are misconceived and denied. In reply it is stated
that the applicant is already in service of the
postal department and a charge sheet has already been
issued to him on the ground of severe‘misc0nduct.
Therefore he has no right to seek the promotion on
the post of Extra-Departmental Branch Post Master
arnd the application is liable tojbe rejected,
It is submitted that since the applicant is
Meady in service of the Postal Department and
“\f'(»'_’ “’ . the departmental proceedings against him are still
pending. Therefore,.during the pendency of the
”f?i - départmenta14proceedings, the applicant could not
- be appointed on the said post of Extra-Departmental
Branch Post Master and the appointment éf the answering

deponent is wholly justiféedm and in accordance with

law,

3. That the contents of para 2 of the applica-
tion are misconceived and denied. It is stated that
the applicant has no right to be appointed on the .
post of Extra-Departmental Branch Poét Master during
the pendency of the charges levellgd against him.

As per provisions of the Administrative Tribunals Act
there should be a separate claim petition for the
separate issues . But in the present case the
appliBant, on one hand has challenged the charge-
sheet issued to him and on the other hand is seeking
appointment on the post of Extra-Departmental Branch
‘Post Master in placekgf the deponent. Therefore,

the present applicaffvwith regard to the relief no. B
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as mentioned in para 7 of the application, is

liable to be dismissed.

be That the contents of para 3 of the applica-
tion are with regard to limitation and are nto
. ,

controverted.

5. That the contents of para 4 of the applica-

tion are misconceived and denied., In reply it is

! stated that the applicant was found uafit for the
v 1; | | post of mera-ﬁepartmental Brancn Post Master since
g ﬁ a charge sheet regarding severe misconduct was

; pending against him and he had no place for opening
| _

the Branch Post Office and to fulfil the requirements

of running the

Office.

1 Extra-Departmental Branch Post

The applicant tried his best to befool the

departmental authorities for over 15 monthsto get

N\ himself appointed as Branch Post Master by hook or

H(-‘?°crook with money and power. Alse during the period

from April 1987 to August 1988, he was officiating
as Branch Post-Master, he had foul played with dogen

of money orders casés, tampered the registered letters

and burnt the lettefs. Hence the Department took

serious view of this and he was removed from the post
and subsequently the department decided not to

appoint him for the said post. Thus fresh_applications
were invited for and affer necessary action the

answering deponent was appointed on the said post.

wﬁg/;:/. That the contents of para 4=-2 of the

. application are: not controverted for want of knowledge.
R\ i\s@ |
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5=3. That'the contents of para 4-3 of the appli-
cation are not controverted. In addition éfzit is
stated that the applicant has done a lot of forgery
while holding charge of the post and that is why

the charge sheet has already been issued to him

and the enqiry is pending. During the é;’;endency
of enquiry, the applicant could not be pé&fappointed

on the post of Extra-Departmental Branch Post Master

~on which the deponent has been given appointment

after due consideration by the authorities concerned.

5=4, . That the contents of para 4-4 of the appli-
cation are not controverted. In addition it is
stated that the decision for opening the new Extra-
Departmental Branch Post Officer was taken by ﬁhe
authorities concerned and for the post of Extra-
Departmental Branch Post Master the names from the

Employment Exchange were called to fill the vacéncy.

). The applicant being employed in the postal depart-

" ment, was not entitled to applyAfor the sald post.

In spite of this, the applicant got his name entered
as an unemployed person in the Employmert Exchange
with mischievous intention without any permission of

the departmental authorities.

5«5 That the contents of para 4-5 of the
applicatioﬁ are misconceived. In addition it is
stated that the applicant’being an employee in the
Postal Department, had no right to make application
for appointment on the post of Extra-Departmental

Branch Post Master.



W
-5 -

5-6, - That the contents of para 4-6 of the appli-
cation are misconceived; It is statedthat zggg/;he
Superint en-dent of Post ©ffices has asked for the
nanes from Emplo&ment Exchange to fill up two vacancies
of E.D.M.P. and B.P.M., and onlj three names were for-
warded leaving aside the other names by the Buployment
.Exchange because the appligant was active in playing
foul game. Mr. Baij Nath was appointed E.D.M.P. out
of three names. Thus only two names were left for._
appointment as Branch Post Master which is contrary'ﬁo
- rules of Posts & Telegraphs Departmenﬁ. Hence the -

appoihtment was kept in abeyance.

5-7. That the contents of para 4-7 of the appli-
cation are miscohceived. It is stated that the report
given by the Pradhan Sri Ram Khéléwan is very correct
d true. He is keeping two wives, is a drunker and

\

jﬁn lved in many cheating cases. He has taken away

vé daughter of his neighbour Sri Mata Prasad and

sold her for rupees sixteen hundred. Sub sequently

~an F.I.R. was lodged against him in the Police Station
Subeha, Distt; Barabanki and Shukul Bazaf; Sultanpur
in March 1983.

5«8, fhat the contents of para 4-8 of the appli-

cation are miScobnceived and denied. In reply it is

h—

e stated that the applicant does not know how to behave,Tha

Ci?KJMA&ibelong to a respectable family and my name is Satyanam A
5 | .~ . G Bt
2ingh son of late ori Jagdamba Bux Singh. The drermed

WV66unﬂeﬂaanﬁash®aapplicant tried to misbehave and abuse
h—

Wgﬁﬁ%g | [eieres 6.



my late father name, knowing pretty well the names
(throﬁgh documents'submitted by applicant}) needs your
attention please. The applicant does not belong to
this village and Mauza. Originally they are from
ﬁillage Daflapur h/o Sarifabad. It was the answering
deponent's father who gave him shelter and land for
cultivation énd today they are trying to hurt the

feelings of the demised soul by calling "JAGDAMBA.

- Since I have been legally appointed by the Départment,

the post office work started functioning at my house

with immediate effect, i.e. 5th July 1989,

5=9, That the contents of para 4-9 of the appli-

cation are denied for want of knowledge.

5-10. That the contents of paras 4-10, 4=-11 and

\ 4-12 of the application are misconceived and denied,

4

for want of knowledge. In addition it is stated

that the deponent was appointed on the post of Extra-
Departmental Branch Post Master after due éonsideration,
on merit and other requirements for funning the EXtra-

Departmental Branch Post Office.

5-11. That the contents of paras L4-13, 4-1k,
L-15, 4=16.and 4=-17 of the application concern the
Department. Therefore they need no reply from the

answering deponent.

5-12, That with respect to the contents of para
4-18 of the application it is stated that the Respondent

no. 4, S.D.I. (East) is not the appointing authority
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The applicant has been detainéd by the S.D.I. (Bast)
being the Department E.D.M,P. to look after the
post till the new appointment was made and he has

| never been appointed by the appointing authority

i  or was asked to officiate, The applicant was proved
| | to be fraudulent and mischievous dﬁring the four
months Caretaker and thus he‘was removed from the
post. Subseqﬁently_the Charge éheets were issued t§

him and his candidature for the said post was also

; . cancelled.

i 5-13. That the contents of para 4.19 of the

application do not concern the answering opposite

party.

and does not deserve to be retained in service of

any Department of Government.

5-15. That the contents of para 4-21 of the
application are false, fabricated and denied. In

reply it is stated that the charges levelled against
the applicant clearly show the conduct of the applicamt.
i ~ On the basis of charge shéet the applicant's services

| are liable to be dismissed from the Departﬁemt, what

to say about his promotion for which the question does

not arise at all.
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5-16. That the contents of para 4.22 of the
application are false, fabricated and hence denied.
The charge issued to the applicant clearly indi-
cates the misconduct of the applicant. Therefore,
he could not be considered. for the post of Hxtra-

Departmental Branch Post Master.

5-17. That the contents of para 4.23 of the

application, as alleged in the application, are
misconceived and hence denied. In repdy it is
stated that the person against whom the depart-
mental misconduct proceedings have been initiated
and the charge sheet has been issued, could not

be considered for further appointment on the post
of Extra Departmental Branch Post Master, That is
why the‘applicant was rejected for the post and

the answering opposite party was found suitable

for the post and has been given appointment.

6. That the contents of paré 5 of the application

are denied for want of knowledge.

7. That the contents of para 6 of the application

are not controverted.
{' : - 1 i - T ’
8. That the applicant is not entitled for any
of the reliefs claimed by him in the application and

the present application is liable to be dismissed.

9. That the contents of para 8 of the application
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are misconceived and denied. In reply it

is stated that none of the grounds, as men-

~ tioned in the application are sustainable

in the eye of law and the present claim

petition is liable to be dismissed.

10. That the contents of para 9 of the
application are misconceived and denied. 1In
o e
reply it is stated that the »¥u¥im applicant
does not deserve any interim relief to be granted

by this Hon'ble Tribunal.

o7 oyl
Dated Luqknow | C cﬂ7:y/ﬁ4;

Nov. L52”;£2§9 : Deponent.

. Verification.

dd C

the contents of paras 1 to 7 (including those

of sub-paras 5-2 to 5-17) are true to my
own knowledge and those of paras 8 to 10 are

believed by me to be true. No part of it is
false and nothing material has been cékcealed

so help me God; Q?ﬁﬁchrrjyﬁ7[\g
Dated %&Sknow: |
Nov. | £"y1989, Deponent.

%L’/// I identify the deponent who ha signed
before me. <?;§§ ﬁ{rrr\ﬂ
Adv cate. &kﬂﬁoy
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Before- the Central Administrative Tribunal,
Allahabad Bench at Lucknow.

M- P Mo~ Lot ) A2

0.A.No. [98 &) of 1989.

Jagdish Prasad. = ==mooe-o- Applicant
Versus
Union of India & others.  ====——= ~Opp-parties.
 F.F.29.1.92

Applicatioh fbr permission
to file Affidavit.

The opposite party most respectfully

submit as under -

1. ‘That the facts stated in the accompanying agfie

af fidavit are material for disposal of the aforesaii/

case. . . w\,ﬁ,,iib|
n : e

e T §

\\\——-.* et e At *E

Wherefore, it is most respectfully prayed
that this Hon'ble Tribunal be pleased to allow the”

opposite party to file the same.

. Q. 1 \ﬁsvvﬂkﬂvé
( G.J.L Verma ) =X
Advocate. _
Counsel'for opposite party:

Lucknow,dated,
29.1.1992



o Before the Central Administrative Tribunal,
: Allahabad Bench at Lucknow.

-
L

IV! \ 1991

/ f % ’
- w< AFFl AVIT
N L g&¥i -
% s 4% 11GH GOURT
ALLAHABAD
---------- Applicant
Versus

Union of India & others. emsmmmem-==Opp-parties.

AFFIDAVIT.

I, Satya Nam Singh, aged about 35 years,
son of Jagdamba Bux Singh, resident of Village Pure
Kerhaon, h/o Jamin Husainabad, District Barabanki,

do hereby solemnly affirm as under :-

1. That the deponent is one of the opposite

party in the aforesaid case, as such he is well \,‘

conversant with the facts of the case. A

2. That the applicant- Jagdish Prasad is at
present working as Mail Runner at Gérawan Branch
Post Office, District Barabanki, since last five

to 51x years. At new opening of Branch Post Office
at Jamln Husainabed, he was s;;~éntrusted to
officialzas Branch Post Master till the regular

/ﬂﬂﬁa | appointment on the post of Branch Post Master

A is made.Bue to irregularities he was removed

from the post and other E.DsM.P. was entrusted
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with the job from whom the deponent had taken
the charge after his regular appointment on the
post of Branch Post Master, Jamini Husainabad,

District Barabanki.

Lucknow, dated, ;@‘#*W?%f?—
J’-;,Z, .1.1992 : _ Deponent.
Verification.

I, the deponent abovenamed do hereby
verify that the contents of pafas 1l and 2 of this
affidavit are true to my own knowledge and no
part of it is false and nothing material has

been concealed so help me God.
t\«

Signed and verified this 2’? day of January,
1992 at Lucknow. |

LY
¢ Sear e

Deponent. 1
\\~ |

I identify the deponent who
has signed before me.

sclevagt
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In the Hor'ble Centrsl fAdministrative Tribumal at Allahabad,

Circuit Bench, Lucknow.
Misc. Application No. _“373%Z, of 1990<:j3/
7 , ,
APPLICATION FOR DISMISSAL - :
Union of India & Others .eeese v v ees  Applicant/ Respondents.
In B
Case No. C.M. 178 of 1989 (L) N
Jagdish Prasad Yadav esesee et Applicant
Versus, 4
) Pt
Uniocn of India & Others e.eee " esesse Respondents,
To,
The Hon'ble Vice Chairman & His Companion ;
Members of the aforesaid Tribunal. - o
» The application of themhumble»applicant'mogt respectfully shdﬁff
f"y“\ ‘ - | '&‘a . ‘.
1 That full fects have been given in the accompanynng @uaaéam5¢ 111
Counter Repl 1z P ,mi .. .
u y “\: - QLA"“WQ A_‘:
24 That for the facte & clrcumst'—mcec stated in thﬂ accompanyanc‘; @
FTopelementary Counter Reply 1t is expedlent in’ fhi nterest d - ;
:7;‘ A
justice that the BBMRE Supalemenbary Counter Pooly %ay bc tgﬁiwﬂjg
5 -
on record & the petition may be dismissed with co%ts. _ ./Jf e
: “‘T
R
§7 - , _ 1t is, therefore, most respectfully prayed thmt th1=~-'
\ Hon'ble Tribunal may be pleased to admit the dccompcﬂylﬂg &upaéeaan““;w
é}&jE Counter Reply.and to dismiss the petition with COatS. o }
i‘%“
/ ) ' - ' f ‘:
\;’a_.s),‘iﬂ / E

Lucknow

Yoo

Dated ¢ lﬁ,gﬂq, i ( Dr. Dinesh Chandrg
. A , Advocate,
- ' _ Addl, Standing Counsel, 't

Counsel for the FESponﬁen J{)

/ 1-}

/ N
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In the Hnniblé Central Administrative Tribunal at Allahabad,

¥

Circuit Bench, Lucknow.

B Y

| SMBBLENESTARY, COUNTER  REPLY ,(:LP,QPQNQ,S; N

In

0.A. 178 of 1989 (L)

3 o 1V
Jagdish Prasad Yadav s e Applicant.

Versus,

Union of India & Others .
’ R ts 0000 F‘\espondents,

I, R. A, Verma, aged about 52 years son of Late Shri Ram Deo Verma, -~

' Supdt. of Post Offices, Berabanki, do hersby solemnly affirm and state

as under 2~

1. That the deponant has read the rejoinder affidavit filed by the

\d
.

petitioner and has understood the contents thereof.

2. That the petitioner has raised certain pointe which requires clari-

ficetion in the interest of justice,
3. That the contents of para 1 to 3 need no comments,

4, That in reply to para 4vOF the rejoinder affidavit it is étated
that the_applicant's name was sponsored by the Employment Lxchange
as a fresh candidate alobgwith two other candidates. The applicant
was not a departmental candidaté for the postvoF Extra.Deparfmental
Post Master because thers was no provisions for inviting candidates
from the department for recruitment to the said post. While consi-
dering the candidature of the aspplicant for the poét of EDBPM it

was found that his conduct and performance as acting L.D.8,P,M. of

TN B

A\
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%,
Zamin Husainabad was not satisfactory for which he was issued

a werning ( Annexurs R- 4 ).

The Petitioner also not acted the provisions of Rule 25
of the EﬁA (Conduc£ & éeruice} Rule, 1964 in as much as he brought
political influence to.bear upoﬁ the department in §e8pect of his xeIxx
selection to the said post. A Photostat copies of letters received

in thie renard to the deponant are being filed as Annesure SR-1,

. SR-2 and 5r-3. It ie further stated that the Respordent No. 5

is the resident of Kerban Purwa which is a hamlet of Village

b

Zamin Husainabad, This fact has been certified by the Police auth-

orities, @ copy of which is being filed as Anpexure 5R--4,

That the contents of pars 6 are misconceived. The £.D. Branch
Post Razxzz office can be loceted in any hamlet situated within
the parameter of the village Kerhan is a Purwa or hemlet of

Village Zamin Husainabad

That in reply to pare 7 the submissione mede in para 10 of

the Counter Affidavit ars re-~iterated.

That in reply to pars B of the Rejoinder Afficagit it is stated

that ascording to Rule 3 of P & T. Mannual, Volume IV, the
charecter and antecedent of £. D, Fgent should be verified in &®x
advance. As such the character of the petitioner as well as that
of the Respondent No., 5 uwere go£ verified through Police. The
antecedénfs of the petitioner wss advgrsely.r@ported by the

Inspector of the department.



Ba

9.

10,

1.

12,

13.

Lucknouw

Dated

£l ]

"
That the contents of paras 9 and 10 need no comments,
Submissions made in pars 12 to 16 of the Counter Affidavit

are re~iterated.

That in reply to the Contents of pares 11 it is submitted
that thz matter is a part of disciplirmary proceedings which

is under enquiry.

That the contents of para 12 of the Rejoinder Affidavit

are admitted,

That in reply to contents of psra 13 to 15, the submissioms
made in pare 19 to 21 of the Counter Affidavit are

re-iterated,

That in reply to para 16 it is submitted that the Inspector
is the competent disciplinary authority of the petitioner-

who wae E.D. Mail Peon.

That -in reply to para 17 to 24, the submissions made in pars

23 to 30 of the Counter Affidavit are re-itersted,

RN o p

[ R ' Respondent.

Contd. LA R 2R BN BN AW J 47‘.0.

e, L

t
?
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“é

Verification

1, the above named deponant/ Respondent do hersby verify
that the contents of paras i~2£’3 . of this Counter reply are:
true to the best of my personal knowledge and those of parass Q

58 ‘3_ are believed by me to be true baséd on records and as
pér legel advice of my counsel. That nothing material fact has

been concealed and no part of it is false, so help me Cod.

Signed and verified this the MU day of May, 1990

at Lucknou,

Lucknow 3

i | Rﬁém'

Dated

-
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berore tie son'ble ceatral Lduiaigtrative Prsowisd,

vircuit Bench, Lucwinow,

Zejoinver #tfivavit to tue

Countur ALFicuvit of Responuents
Inre:
0.4, wo. I78 of I989LL)

Jasgtisn frasadeawle . eeip licant

A ﬂ : . Vs.
.
/%’ - '
o Union of indic & otuersn .. desundgentas,

I Jagdaish Prascd aged apout 4% yeurs,

g\
- : S/o vri_nl tedav , R/o Villoge eni Poot

omin nusainabad sub Pout ofiice Subeh:, NG
> ' . fehwil Maidargarh, vistrict Bavebaust, - /
do hereby solemnly effimn anc otove

. \
unger; -

I- “hat the deponent ig ay.licant im toe

Wwdil Catt

zpovel0O.A, no. 178 of I98Y and htic fully codversacs

to the fict the post here inafter.

2~  That tie dejoncat his Veeu resd over

e I %

Z

tune contve.ts of e Counter Aftidavit riled oy

the regpondents and nas understood the swaes



."

4

'
| &

ATDIOTS LG

AT

. recruitment, for exemple age, educ. tional gquelific-

2. . B
5. 'That the contents ot »are I to 6 of the
Couuter aAfifidavit do not call for any reply.

4.. Thet the contents of .ara 7 of tne Cowtter

W

idavit are not admittcd to bec orrectdis submitiec

n

that the answering respondents have trieda to mislead
this *on'ole Tribunal by annexing letter dt. 31/3/88

of the District Employment Exchanse Barabanki along

with the list conteining three names swonsored b

the Bm)loyment Exchaiige including the nwue of tue

- deponent but an inference can nov be drawn to tuc

elfect $hat ne wes not already torking on the vnost
of .Extra Dejpartmental rost {hercivartir returaeca

to EDi) ana ag gsucu he wag a Ge_artucintal condicate,

for the same of clarificition the deponent cupmits

tnal toe list had three names excluding tuwe nime ¢f

Sriwatyansa Singa \recpondent wo. 5) . AL thut

tiwe he was fulfuling tne required reghisited as

per section 2 of Yost and Telegroph Extra , Dejwi- -
mental Stafi Jervi.e RWules relatine to method ol
ation and income ena ownershiy of the ropcrby.

It may be stated that the said list was intenti-

nally rejected b, resondent no. 3 because ox the

ract thet tic name or tne resghondent no. 3 diw not

- find vlace in the said list. In suce circu.istauces

tue posy of Ixtre Le;artmcntal Branch Post luaster



177303/ 967 U e 5

( hereinariter cailed.as F.D.B.Puai.) wWas notifiea
vide his order 25/8/80 for tne branch posv ofriqe of
Zaaln Hﬁsainabud; méaning thereby thut t.ie outciders
were él?o allowed'fé NN ap;licauiOh‘lor'ﬁuc soid
posf an&_in‘reSPOnse s0 for as the Geyonent knowé,
there apolicotions were receiveq in tae ofiice ol
rechHondeit no} 3 in which there was thu.aggiicatiQn
of tlhe deyvuent., On taiys vasic Vérification WE T

made by -he 3.D.I, tuec detadts of which ere noted

in _ara 4-12,
Th t it ig periinent to mention vhet ocesiues
verivicovien of v ue three ap licants tae seerute

veritication oi rcgsondent wo. 5 ves uwade by taie

(o)
<
Pt
3
b
c
=
=
pd

parunental sutbority in order wo wens ado ap_ oint-

sent while woebituer i oaae oo sent iromtie

ﬁmgloyﬁunt Lxcaml e nor ac oelongz to Zamin ﬂusginpbad.
In thie connection;thedejoncnv croves inaulgence ox
t@ia yon'ble'ixibunal @o ConGly aave tue ciaractor
CLrﬁificate 0L DOTyLliful iresgondenﬁ no. 5) wiichn

certiticatcs mere issued by vl R, harain fiweri

-y .

{3locs Pormukn Huiders@rh § end ncaltn oflicer

vaidergaril,

5, wust in reply to _orn 8 of tue Couwiber

CATTIC Vit it ie etated et it i iucorrect to siuel

-

: P o , WA
tuct tue verification of t.e cuuuiuvete: g aowe

Loty ., in res_ect oi resgondcnt no. 5¢ In thi«

counection t.e cuntents oo _cia 4-T arc agrin
PO "7 '

retergated . -



4.

6. Tnat tue couteuts 4T _ura 5§ are not
aduitted as $tated; It may be stated that the Branch
Postnbfiiqé as alleged hes been suifted to the
Villaae oL réupondcnt no. 5.° But the name of thne
rost Of.ice is.still‘in the name ol wamin Husainabad.

Thet it ﬁa& be stated that vor geeking
employment as EDBEM,\the canaiaate must be the
pemnaﬁént'resident'of the villagé as provided in
Rule (II) of Sec. II where the Post Office is located .

o A .
Theirespondent no. 5{not the nemmanent resident ox
Zaipin Husainsbod . He acfually belongs to tne village
N . Poorej Kevohan, ~ o
7. That the ara I0 of the Counter Afridavit

needs to rejly.
.y

o, : 8; That in re ly to vara II of tue Counter
.Affidavit, tae cgntents ol wara 4-I0 of tie a;jlicetion
reftierated to be correctaccordwgo the statenent to
para under regly; It aay be stuted ﬁhaﬁ after the

P~ wotirication of the sed vacaacy vide. Annexure —-R-2

to tuoe Counter Afiidavit. The S.U.I.(Last) Baravanki
submitted his report to respondent no. 3 and on thst
basis the regpondent no. 3 got the veriricatioe.. of

the desonent done througn police. - And the poiice

gave favourable regort to the department , tie

appointment wag not wade on the Pogt ol B-U B.r.u,
AT /JZE7?‘212g_9 It may beg noted thut he wus causedyrejudice by tne
] ; i

regpondent oW the ground that at that time,



5.

fhe respondest no. 5 was not eligible candiuate

.. for the said post and in ordecr to give him a room

his seperate veriiic:tion was done. by the ILaspector.

9. fThat Jara -I2 of the Counter Afii.avit

needs no reply.

10. ‘That in reply to jera I4,I15,& 16 oi the
Counter Afiidavit, It is submitted that e rirst

chargesneet dt. II1,12.88, which contain taree chnorges

wog issueG . The details are already mentionsdin
vara 4-~L3 of tue depenent applicuation. anu thc

S

N , deponent Goes not dispute Annexure-x-5 To tue

Counter Airicavit.

— . | fII. That in reply to contﬁkﬁgﬁﬁe vara-17

of tne Counter Affidavit, the contents of para 4-I7

the application are reiterated to be correct.

Fi

0
It is perténéntbo mention that 2nd charge sheet
igsued sgaingt the deponent is politically notivated

i

S~ as he never tried to apmroach tue i.,L.4 of Haidergarh

/ I2. That tné contents oi _ara I8 oi tihe
Counter Af(idavit are not admi%tcd to be correct
and correct facﬁs are state. in ava 4-1¢ of tue
-gpnlication , it ig deniedthat tac deponent waé

not relieved on %.7.58 but he wes relieved on

U1i7r2/ T 7% P14 dt. 5.8.88.




. | | o 0

i 2 I%. - That toe COutéﬁts ol _ara 39 are deided
and the contents of para I9 of the application
are reiterated as correct. The deponent has filed a comy
of the reply to the charge sheet as “nnexure-9 g?ﬂthe
application. “ ' ’

I4. That the contents of para 20 of the
counter affidavit are denied and in reply thereto the
contents of para 2-20 of the applic ation are reiferated
o e correct.It is stated that there has been no’
complaint against the deponent regarding his behaviour
conduct,and also regardihg ®o his work., He never acted
agaihéf_the.interest of the Department.The details regarding

/o _the charges mede in the first charge sheet are given

in pare 4~I3 of the application,which may kindly'be perused, .

R 4N

7 | I5, That the conten;s of parae 2I of the‘
counter affidevit are denied &s Rule I7 relating to
recruitment as guoted,is perfectly applicable in applicant's
case. |

I6. That the contents of para 22 of the

. ' | aPﬁlication afe\denied and the conteﬁts of para 4—22f

arevieiterated to be true. It may be stated fhat

alongwith counter affidavit, a report given by.

the Inspector of Pokte Offices have been annexed

as Annexure~Rr4\to the counter affidavit. Ffom a perﬁsal

of Anne:ure-, it will indicate:that instead of reﬁorting

4 to the Punishing'Authorif&,he himself has ofdered‘

Lr7757.27 W‘ﬁif}/ that Sm Jagdish Prasad was issued strict warning

saying thet if he again does the game work,be will be



e
f,f

C
vaqé%T‘5U7

7=

‘punlshed according to rule. .

I7. That in reply to para 23 of thecounter
affidavit,it is stated that Rule I7 hes rightly been
referred to invthe'déponent's case.lt appears that
in the Swesmy's puplication of I987,the substance of

Rule I7 has been quoted in Rule IH at page 67 .For the

_sake of convenience of this Hon'ble Tribunal,the gpplicant

is filing an extract photostat copy of Rule I5 of

Swemy's Book in reply to @ Annexure 3<B to thes

-application.

e n¢¢7€$7
I8, Tha tkthe contents of para 24 of the counter

aff1dav1t it is stated that AnnexureﬁérA has been annexed
with the application. However, 1f the seme has not been
supylled to the Coungel for the respondents, the deponent

is again,filing true photostat copy of the ggme as

" Annexure- 3-8 to this rejoinder effidavit.

19. That para 25 of the counter affidavit

needs no reply.

20. That the assertion made in para 26 of the
counter affiaaviﬁ dtﬁdenied and paras 7 and 9 of the
apmlicatlon relatlng to relief sought for are reiterated

to be correct and the balance of conveniece is ki

| favour of the_applicant. -

:

2I. That in reply¥£o para 27 of the counter

affidavit,the deponent is advised to state that the



' —8-

the grounds set out in the para { of the application
sre tenable in law. It is strongly denied that there is
no case of tie applicant; the deponent has got srima facie

case,

22, Thzt the allegafions made in para 28 of
the counter affidevit are also denied on the ground

that answering_6pp.parties’are trying to twist the facts.

‘In support of his case,the deponent submits with respect

that on 9.12.89 on account of malicious and malafide

attitude Sri H.N.Shukle,Enquiry Officer kas appointed
by Sri Katwaru Ram (0.P. no. 6) has started enqulry
which is politically motlvated It is reiterated

that the deponent never contacted M.L& As. or‘Block
submi tted

Pramukh.It is fxikexated that the reliefs sought for -

hasg got clear connection with his appaointment on the
post of EDBPM because this chargé has been made the

basis for not appointing him on that post,hence contentions

. to the contrarj are wrong,false,and incorrect.

23, That the contents of para 29 of the counter
affidavit need no reply.
24, That in reply to para 30 of the counter

filed
aff1daV1t it is stated that the deponent has/complete

"copy of the application alongwith annexures; vague and

general charge is being made in ordér ﬁo prejudice the

geuxt Tribunal.

Lucknow deted:

D




-
I;:the above gamed deponent,do hgreby
gekew verify that the contents of ﬁaras i 2
4s MA, S8 Lol 16,0 g 2y
-- are true to
my personal knowledge,tbsé of parag ———-——-- B
are t:ue to my infonmation baseda on documents,
and those of parasEg-éfﬁﬁiQ}r?&lalé;;éii3224$-
are based on iegal advice and,belief,and:nothing
) materiai has been suppreséed.
’. : ,
> " Lucknow dated;
\TH‘ signed before me. ng;ﬁCLAa;u
| - | L | Adv&ﬁ’c?—"""’ i
Solemnly;affinned before me on
at a.m/p m by
the deponent who is 1denﬁ.f*ed by
;\g Sri

Advocate,High Court,Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

I have satisfied myself by examining the deponent
that he understands the contents.of the affidavit
which has been read out and explained by me.
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i by ordinary post. T'Lis is always risky since complaints my

y come at a.
later date about nou-recetpt ol the communication. Henece

the appointing
authorities may address all the candidates sponsored by the Employment - I
Lxchange by Registered Post with Acknowledgement due, enclosing a
specimen application form with all details,
“"51_ [PM.G,, Madras, Letter No, §170/13-390/84, dated the 24 April, 1984, I
: (14) Giving alternate smployment to ED Agents thrown out
R :

of employment for want of vacancy.—It has been broy

] that post offices are being closed as a result of the instruct
! ED Agents in those post offices are not being offered any alternative
: employment and are thys thrown out of their Jobs. In this connection
’ - attention is invited to DG, 2. & T. Letters No. SPB 295-4/53, dated
8-8-1953 and 43-24/64-Pen., dated 12-4-65. This is to. clarify that these

i orders will also be applicable in cagie where ED, Agents are deprived of

i their employment because a post office has 1o be closed down/down-

- . - graded on accourit ol being coxisidcrcd unremunerative as per Ryle 568-A
"i ! of P. & T. Manual, Vol. TV. Itisrequested that these Instructions may be

brought'to thé notice of all concerned and implemented carefully,

[D.G,P. & T. Letier No, 27-3/77 (Pt.), dated the 19th August, 1978.
It has been decided that the ED Agents,
dispensed with o departmentalisation of their

whose services are to be
offices, may be provigeq
. " for in other available extra-departmental posts if they are suitable and
' willing. ' ' . _
' [D.G.,P. & T. Letter No, 295-4/53, dated the 8th Augus, 1953,
| 2. “The inatter has been examined and it has furt
that if 4t the time of departmentalisation of a particular office, it is not
possible to provide the discharged ED Agentin a vacancy in the ificihity/
neighbourhood of his residence, his name may be kept on the
list and he be offered the vacancy that may arise
vicinity/neighbourhood of the place of his residence, HE, howevy

ot h S z ever, the
discharged ED Agent rcfusc’s to avail ‘h.lITISCH of this Opportunity, ng
preference for further vacancies may be given to sucl, an Agent,

her been decided

employment near their original office, it should
if they would be Prepared to accept a job at
place of residence rather than waiting for a va
home station. : _

[D.G., P. & T. Letter No. #3-24/04-Pen., dated the 12th Apyil, 1965,

be ascertained from them
some distance from their
cancy to occur near thei

rity over other applicants in’ the matter of selection for 4
" ED Posts and, if 50, whether the past service of such ED Ag
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Before The Hon'ble Central Administrative Tribunal

4Allahabad, Cirduit~Bench,'Lucknow.

" Rejoinder Affidavit

to
the Counter Affidavit filed by ..0.P. No. 5
| Inre:

Registration 0.4, No. I78 of 1989 (L)

Jaédish Prasad Yadav : .. Applicant
Vs.
Union of India and others ...Opp. Parties

)

| I,'Jagﬂish Prasad Yadav aged about
33 years, son of ShrilSripai Yadav ,
r/o Village and poét Zomin Huseinabad,
Sub-Post Office, Subeha, Tahsgil Haider- -
garh, District Barabsnki, do hereby

solemnly affirm and state as under;-

I- That the deponent is applicant in the
" above noted application and is fully conversant
with the facts of the case.

1



2.

2, Ihat the deponent has read the contents
of the counter affidavit filed by 0,P.No.-5 and

" has understood the same.

3. That para one of the Counter Affidavit

needs no reply.

4., That the éllegations made-in para 2 .
of the counter affidavit are being éﬁ!ﬁed as false
and wrong .l Thé'deponent being the departmental

( - candidate as EIMP has got bonafide claim to be

considered for promotion on tne post of extra
ﬁepartmental Branch Post Master ( hereinafter

RT AN ' ‘ réferred as'EDBEM),\ So for as the issuance of

chamge sheetsare cgnce}ned, it may be stated that
these charge sheet&have been issued against the

petitioner by the authority concerned with a

malafide intention to ca@se ham to the deponent.

It is quite incorrect to state that there should
be sepafate claim petition as during the pendency
- of ghis application he was issued memo of miscon-

duct-vide Annexure-8 by the Sub-Divisional

Inspector (0.P. no. 4).

That it would not be out of placeLmention

that the memo of charge sheet dt. II/I12/88 which

is Annexure-5 to the application has already
S ) been finally disposed through which simple’
CJT”4LZ/L96”§‘1¢7éj’ warning was given and as regerds the second impu-

tation of misconduct dt. 7/6/89, it may be stated



Qﬁ\?

e

3.

that there existéd no such chargevsheet when the
names were called for the zg® recruitment to the :
poét of EDBPM'and this second charge sheet only
’related to extending pressurei from oﬁtside'agencies

for his appointment.

5. That the allegations contained in
s Annexure-3 to the counter affidavit are not admitted

to be correct.

That the deponentris advised to state that
the answering opp. party is put to striet proof
that underwhich law the claim of a departmental

.\w,g candidate for appointmént can not be taken into
o consideration during pendency of the disciplinéry
A A proceedings on the basis of wrong and false charge-
sheet . It maj be stated that the applicant being
an aggrieved person can seek redresspd before the
. | . Central Administrative Tribunal. The pétitibn of

. rightly ,
~ the applicant has/xk&ht been moved by his counsel

to get relief and there is prima facie case of

the deponent ageinst the answering opp. party.

6. That para-4 of the counter arfidavit

% needs no reply.

7. That in reply to para 5 of the counter
affidavit,1? is supmitted that the anwering oppe.

party has acted mischiefiously and in order to

‘ l:r)l{/ﬁ/q&'h/éﬂﬁ? 5(‘ show himself as a legal appointee on the po.st of

EDBPM. As a matter of ract tae opp. pariy no. 4



P

t«m%f?ﬁ? el

4.

is twisting the fact in ordér to legalise his appoi-
ntmgﬁt . The irrelevant as well as baseless alleg-
ations have been made in the para under reply which
have noiéonnectioncwith the deponent's weorking .
‘The depénent waslnever removed from the post of
EWMP. That few the post of EDBPFM at Zamin Husaina-

bad, the 0.P. no. 5 was not in the field of eligi-

bility because he is permanent resident of village

. Purey Kerahan and not Zamin Husainabad as well as

his name was also not sponsoréd by the employment

exchange District Barabanki.

8. That para 5- 2 of the counter affidavit

needs no reply.

9, That the allegations made in para 5-3;
of the counterxaffidavit are denied aEpXk and the
¢ontents of para 4-3 of the application are reit-
erated . The 0,P. no. -5 has given a false affid-
aﬁit on thé ground that he has made a—defamatory
chérge agéinst the deponent to the effect that
thé_applicant has done a lot of forgery . |
He may be dsked for to prove that as on what
occgssions'and where he.committed forgery and the
,0;P§.NO. 5 wag directly connected with them,

It is submitted that on the post which the O.F. no.5

is holding, fhe déponent was to be appoinited

P .



H

5. -

being alreaddg officiating on the said post and he
is the person who is permanent resident of Zamin
Husainabad., The statement that the deﬁonent got
his neme entered in Employmeht Exchange migchievo—
usly is Quite wrong and false(fhaf the éontenté'

of para 5-5 of‘the counter affidavit are aenied and
in reply theré to the contents of para 4-5 of t he

. . 7 : ‘ s
applicaﬁtongr}eiterated to be correct.

I0. That 'the contents of para 5—6 of
$~—  counter affidavit are dented being wrong and false
and the conbents of 4-6 of application are reiterated,
) to be correct., It may be stated thatthere was &
| two type of #acancy i.e; for the postAof E.D.M.P
a list of mf candidate was sént by Eﬁfloymenf~ |
= : , Lad |
Exchange while the Euployment Exchanget@®) sponsored
" only three candkdates for the post of E.D.B.R.M |
>~J_ AR ~ but the name of 0.,P. no. 5 did not £ind place in
any list and the ‘name of deponentlstahﬁs%hémp&age

. . . ALK er}rm/w 4
in both ed§ the lists and the sbealrbion make to

<
4

the contrary are denied.

II. That in reply to para 5-7 it is
submitted that the answering 0.P. no. 5 has used’
V&MZ vV '
&n~§ae&§§mea$aryN;anguage by blaming tke deponent
4o be a drunker and is involved is many cheating

cases. . The language used in the para under reply

114 2/¢5ﬁ7;74)%f'_

P T 'f-:



- 6.

may kindly be taken intb consideration that he
has attacked on‘déponent‘s immoraBility for which-
the deponent may be permifted f§ move‘a sepérate
applicatidh for purgéry iw this Hon'ble Tribunal
so that immédiateeactidﬁ méy be takén against him.
the deponents submlts with regpect that he being
a government servant can never imagin or than

to take away tne daugnter of his neignhbour and

“%o0 gell Ker for slleged Rs. Sixteen hundread. -

I2., That the allegations made in para
5 -8 are'denied being wrong, false and,#axedzmﬂﬁ
®r frivolous and are too general. The deponent

I'L’Y\ Mﬁ%e‘\(\ éc.
craves tﬁewtovdvigewy of this Hon ble Tribunesl

to kindly pay its kind attention to the sentence

which is g reproduced as under;-

" The applicant tried to misbehave and
~abuse my late father name knowing pretty well the
names through documents submitted by aﬁplicants,

needs your attention please,

I%. That in reply to para 5-9 of the

counter affidagit, the contents of para 4-9 of

| _ ] ' the application are reiterated to be correct.
‘um(,gZ’/9357§7”75/)7 o | _
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14, That para 5-10 of the counter affidavit
aré denked and the contents of para 4-Io to pafa
4-12 are reiterated to be correct. It is quite
incorrect to say that apﬁointment of the 0.P. no. 5
has beern made after dﬁe consideration and.on merit .
The correct position is explained in the proceéding

paragraphs.,

I5. That para 5-II of the counter affidavit

needs no reply.

I6. That para 5-12 of the countef affidavit
o are not admitted to be correct. It may be stated
that the deponegt ﬁas officiated as E.D.B.P.M.
and'as.he beiongs to the village Zamin Husainabad,
it is éignificant to note thatfthe 0.P. no. 5
who has actually concealéd the true and real facts
> " s making charge of‘fraudulent action against the
deponent. In facf if is & the Department which
can make such statemént against an‘employééi'and
not the outsider who has illegally encroached

upon the legal claim for the post of E.D.B.P.M..

‘ I7. That para 5 - I35 of the counter affidavit
S /S/D(ézich needs no feply.



I8, That in reéply to para 5-I4 ofi?he counter
affidavit, the confcents‘o_f para 4-20 of the |
. application,arc reitera%ed to be correct. The 0.?.
no. 5 has made stéfément agaihst the deponent
without the authority of law, It is the department'
which pemits its émployeefto.be retéined in

sexrvice,

- , I9. That the allegations made in para 5-I5

/ and para 5-I6 of ?hc,coucter affidavit are’deﬁied
S . and in rcply there to the statement made in paras
4-27 and 4-22 AL reiterated to be correct.
The 0.P. no. 5 has swoon false affidavit denying the
fact that thc deponent has not served for I3 yeafs
as E.D.M.P and as such he is put to strict proof .
‘He is also fequired to give proof‘as co how the
disciplinary\proceedinés on the basis of.thé first

- | charge sheet are still continuing.

20. That thé allegations made in para 5-I7
of the countcr affidavit are denied in view of‘
the assertlons made in the preceedlng paragraphs.

. The 0 P. no. 5 has not been app01nted in accordance

,-z o e with law and the de-onent,clalm has been ignored
SO (@ IOI ¢ e e



9 .

for extraneous and irrelevant considerations.

~He did not come in the field of eligibility.

2I. That para 6 of the counter affidavit

'ié not admitted to be correct.

22. That para 7 of the counter affidavit

needs no reply.

25, That in reply to para 8 and 9 the
deponent is advised %o state that the depbnent's
caaé has good ‘grounds anq merits and as such he.
has got sangu¥dd hope in his petition. The appéint
of ©,P, no. 5 has been made against the Rules and

4751 : . ¥ his appointment is liable to be sit aside,

24, That para IO of the counter affidavit
are denied and para 9 of the application is rei-

terated to be correct,

L
BRELT

" Lucknow: . Dated

Jan., , I989

V_E R I_FIC AT I ON

I e~ L i

I, the‘above named deponent do hereby verify
. . o |
that the contents of parasif.it,ﬂ,iﬁ.lz,/l,to.@ .
cetesesscssscassessscare true to my peréaonal -
knowledge and those of parasS &S5, 1%, 2‘9(7’ }/

.. Contd., on Page I0.



I0.

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

 the legal advice. WNo part of it is false and notning

material has been concealed.. S0 help me God.

cwig|2 “W' = 5

Lucknows Yated - Deponent ,
] c - I 1dent1fy the deponent who
Jan,, , 198Y k- exgmed
- has signed before me.
ot

Advocate,

4

Solemnly affirmed before me on

at . aﬁ,m/p.m by

the deponent who is identifi ed by )
Sri
Advocate,High Court, Lucinow Bench’Lucknow.

I have satisfied myself by examining the deponent
that he understands the contents of theaffidavit

. which has been read out and exeplained by me.



- Before the Hon'ble Central Administrative Tribunal,

Circuit Bench,Lucknow.

D

4

~,

' N
Application for summoning of Original record.

C.Misc.hpplication No. 927bf 1990@-

_Inre:

Original Application no.I78 of I1989(L)

Jagdish Prasad yaa@u/ e e .« .8pplicant
Vs. |
| Union of India and others ~ - - - ...hespondents

The applicant above named begs to state as under;-

. I- “hat the applicant's petition isdirected
against the impugned Memo no.EPP-I28 ED/Zamin
Husainabad dt.26.6.89 issued by respondent no.3

whereby the respondent no.4 has been appointed as

EDBPM vide Annexure-3 o the application.

2- As regards charge sheet (Anngxure-S) it may
be stated that decision by Inspectarof Post Bffices
vide Annexure R-3 to the counter affidavit has
already been taken considering long iength of’ service

of the applicant. l

f



L , B 'Xﬁiﬂ?\
o ,
That as regards to thg charge sheet dt.25,9.89
issued by the Sub DivisionalAInSpector which contains
three charges,the applicant was served put off order

dt.6.9.89.True photostat copies of charge sheet

4%.25.9.89 and put off order dt.6.9.89 are filed herewith

as dnnexure A-I and £-2 to this application,

That the applicant bringé nctice to thisHon'ble
Lribunal that he has been taken back in service under
the order of SDI(Bast)Barabanki and he isvfunctiOniné;
his duty as XBR®E EDMP.Grewan Post Office since Efd.February,‘
1990.

3. That the appiicaht is annexing a photostat éOpy of
certificate of 4cting Pradhan of %émih Husainabad showing
that Satyanam Singh is permanent resident of Pure Krehan
as Annexure A-3 to this application and copy of B.D.O's
Certificate as 4nnexure A-4.

4, That the 6ther true and real facts would come
to the nofice of the Tribunal for correct adjudication
of the case if this Hon'ble Tribunal directs to Supgrintendent
of Post Offices Bababanki to produce Ofiginal}record relating
to applicant,as in the’Original record>there are certain

documents of verifications done by S.D.I.(East)namely

- Sri C.L.Verma.The said verification has been done thrice

which is against procedure and is the result of malafide.

Wherefore it is respectflily prayed that

this Hon'ble Tribunal may graciously be pleased to

suumon the Original record from the office of Superintendent.

of Post Offices,Barabanki so that just and correct
Judgment may be delivered by this Hon'ble Lribunal
for which the applicant has got sanguine hope of success.



= - 3 .
\ ' w

-3
Verification
I,Jagdish Prasad Yadav,applicant,do
hereby verify that contents of‘paras I to 4
are true to my personal knowledge and I
have not suppressed any material fact.
(Qamruleﬂaéan)
Advocate
\ 20 - 34 1990 " Coungel for the applicant
N

-
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Before the Hon'ble Central Administrative Tribunal

Amendment epplications
Misc.Application Noy " Q&

-

Jagdish Prasad Yadav aged about 3% years sm

of Sri Sripal Yadav redident of village and

Taheil Haidargarh, Distt. Barabanki.

1o

Dus

Additional Bénch Allahabad Circuit Bench

Tncknows.

'In Re:

In re:

Application O.Ay No.198/1989 (T)%

Versus

Y

K os 1‘989{:’_‘, (V)

i
"

post Zanmin Husainabe 4, Sub-post Office, Subeba,

Union of India through Chief Post Master

General UP Circle, Lucknows

The M.rector Postal Services, Lucknow

Region, Iucknows

The Superintendent of Fost Qfficesy

Barabanki?;'

Sub~Divisional Inspe ctor(Fast), Sub=

Division, Berabanki.

F o~

Satya Nam,. Branch Post Master, presently

posted in Brédnch Post Office, Zamin

Husainabad, Sub-Post Office Subeha Tahsil

Heidargarh, Barabankie -

. ¢
%W
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>

g
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.o .Appl'i cant:

'..‘ .

ey e

e S

B4

Phbouly

.
'
. - T g ot A
s ';‘\’ IVEROAT A '.’tf’l
s



15y

~ A

The éppliqant‘aﬁove named most
humbly sﬁbmits as unders-

For the facts; ;ircdmstances and
reasuns stated in tge accompanying Affiéévit,
it is respectfully prayed that this Homourable
Central Tribunal may graciously be plea;ed to
allow the amepdment applicatim and to pass
orders foi impleadnent. of Shri Katwaroo Ram
as respondent No,‘é in the pregént application
and the same may be takgn;on record in the

interesl® of justices

.( Jegdish Prasad Yadav)
Applicant.

MM

( Qamrul Hasan )

- =Advocate
Incknow Iknted:

bctober, i% 1989@

F

Counsel for the applicant,

.



BEFCRE THE HON'BLE CENTRAL AIMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

W o™

-

ADDL. BEVCH ALIAHABAD, 'c:ié'c:tim‘imfwﬁ ‘LUCKNOW,

N .- . ' - L -

v | \
AFFIDAVIT A

P e i ﬁw
. iadtd 2 i 3 LS ;o {-
Amendment A ggllca ion T NE -g R ey

Miscs Application No. S 1989 S
oo\;ecmmvn ',
HIGH CO l
AL;A}_ABAP

In re:

Application O«A No. 198/ 1989 (IL):

. .
R e T R

LR

P . u ;
Jagdisl'_l Prasad Yadav aged about 32\yea;rs, s/o Sri
Sri Pal Yadav xr/0 Village & Post Jamin Husainebad

- Sub-post Office, Subeha, Tahsil Haidargarh, Distt,

Barabankie - ‘ - . :
@ i 0o Applicants.
Versus t
o Union of Indie through the Chief Post

Master Gerieral, UsPs Circle ’ Luckiiow,
2 The Director, Postal ’éervice,uliucknow

| Region, I:ucknoﬁ,ja

3_ The Superintendent of Post Offices,
) Be.l'.'a.laalfﬂ:::i.o§
4 Sub=-Di vis ional Inspect or( I‘ast) s Sub~

IDn.v:.s iony Baraberkis

“ .
Hew Satya Mam, Branch Post Master, presently

posted in Branch Post Office, Jemin Husai-
 pabad, Sub~post Office Subeha Tahsil Haidar=

sese 2

AN LS ‘ ' | a

[
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I Jegdish Prasad, aged about 32 years

son of Sri Sripal Yadav, resident of village

end Post Zamin Husainabed, sub=post offiee
‘Subeba, Tehsil Haidergarh, District Berabanki,
the deponent do hereby solemnly affirm and

state @8 underi=

1',“_—7 That the deponent is applicant in the o
‘ above noted case and is fully conversent with

the facts deposed below.

24 That the applicant aggrieved by the

impugned memo No. HI’F/TIQB/EDA'/\%amin Husa:inabad
B . J .

dated 26,6489 issued lz«y respondent Nos2 appoin=-
- ) N NG ' ‘
ting Sri Satya ]él,a.e\giﬁ Singh (Respondent No,4) ' .
- .« mental - '
as extra dep@igt{fﬁ Branch Post Master vige Annex=

N ure 3 to the applizfation; The applicant elso

challenged the wvalidity of.ﬁ.nnex.- 5 o 8 of the

. .o Contaim 1na, : A
applicatim coneddeding the charges against the

e | That on 228489, this Hon'ble Tribunal
after hea.ring the counsel for tﬂe apﬁlica.nt
adnitted the present application with the
directions 'to Réspcmdén‘bs to file counter
affidavit within 6 wecks and rejoinder if any,

. N
within two weeks angd further ordered for hea;:pﬂg

of the case on 14,111,894

4, That after ﬁassing aforementioned order
of the Hon'ble Tribunal,the Sub-Divieional
Inspect.br (Sri Katwaru Ram) visited depments
Office an 6/749489¢

3 Y 03

=Y '5‘(; 2;‘5?7 i, 1754
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angd issued put off memo againgt the applicant
and relieved him from the post of Extre Depart~

mental Mail Peon( BE. DM ,B‘) .

5 That aggrieved by theaxtion of the
aforesaid Su~Divisional IrisPector, the appli=-
cant filed supplementary affidavit dated
1449489 alongwith the_‘ applicatiqn through his
counsel Sri Qamyul Hgsan, Advocate, & copy of
‘which hag already been sent To the comsel for

the respondent.

6 That in such circumstances lthe applicant
felt nécessaxy to. make amen_dment in izis appli=
‘ca.tion for just and correct adjudication in

;his aase) there is certain important and relea

vant material which is necessary to be em records

7«  That it would be in the interest of justice
thet the Hon'ble fribunal may kindly permit the
app‘lica\;';\.v:: :;:o z‘naice the following amendnent in

the applicatiqn .

8l That after para 4423 of the application the

: fdllowing paras may be permitted to be substituteéi /

in hié applications=

Pexe 4.24s That the respondent Nos 2vhile

" appointing the respandent Nos 5 _EsDeB.P <M,

completely ignored the priority as well as the .

field of eligibilitys

sevsced

GTIRTET I IG 274 9
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B R, L — o

Pare 4, 5__3_ That it mey be noted 't:ha.'b a
-9.89, 'bhe appl:.can't went ‘to his office for

discharging hie duty as (E. NP, ) He was

forced to sign on blanh papexr by Shr:. Katwaroo -
Ram who ;s respondent No, 4 but M he refused

to put his signature,

Paxra 4.268 That que to the aforementioned

| "

action of the applicant the respondent No. 4
be came annoyed with the a pplicant. He agéin
visited an 7.9.89 the Post Offise, He was served
with & put off memo dated 649489 and also passed
relieving order dated 7+.9.89. True photostat

\V/ copy of the put off memo dated 649489 and relieving

order dated 7,—9',_'.89 are amnexed herewith as z}nnex-

ure 7(4) snd 7(B)s <
NG P R

Pare 4427t That it is pertinent to mentiom

‘t;!;at ‘t;he :;espondent No 9;-41 on account of f£filing

" of the application iﬁ the Hméumble Tribunal
starteé& h2 ving pexsseiial grudée'a_gainst him and
on '7.;9,’8_9 made the following rémarks‘ ggainst him

- \

in the official applicatione

_a\a
Nl

A 1:7”"3f77‘cv/ %ﬂtﬂ g/<4L°/ )
v Tﬁm'“/ GIT CoT HICEH wz?“ﬁ/{wwvf 10

‘?40774’(2 -/fv/?/ d/ﬁc{ma&%/}ﬁf 7! WY ﬁ] 3’7;"%/4,-
g _4 L=
v ;Q//j,‘{(/kg %’1/£7 7 d—_—9-+z/< 3/E_H/ T TR /oK
. G ET F T‘—l@ <

e R

+



Uig 1) Jmavices

Pars 4,283 That the respondent Noe 4 did not

satisfy by the aforesaid order in passing @mainst

the applicant an'd)“bherefore/ in order to harpass the

applicant and to harm him from all corner, he

issued & memo of charge sheet under Rule (8)

o~ g

Bl D.A. Circular eated 25 9.89, copy of wh::.ch is

(Extre Departmental Act)

\)\ -~

amnexed herewith as annexure 11(¢c) to the appli=~

A

~

cation,

‘Paxe _4.29: That on the receipt of the memo,

.

the applicant submitted his reply by denying the
, A , VR oy

charges made against him on &ge ¥~ 10-1989 .

to respondent Nos 4 through Sub=post Master,

Subeha which is annexed as Amnexure 11(af.

Lt

Do “NEnat after relief(c) mentioned in pera

mr

7 of the application, the applicant submits that thw

W N
following relief (a),' whieh mey be addeds=

Reli g (gl -~ To quash the put off ﬁmo dated

e

6 ‘9.89 conta.in:.ng Annexure 7(A) and__gB) and also

s

quash impugned memo of charge sheet &ated

~ sgued 7
25. 9.89/by Sub=Divisional Inspector( Ee.st) Stbm=

" Division Baraba.nki to appl:.cant,

..QOC‘G

1.
— e



' ' 3

-5~ N\
- : 10 That after groungd (g)s ‘_the foll~-
owing groumds as noted in para 8 of
‘_t:he application may bhe pexﬁitted- to
‘be substituted:=-

A~
Groung Bo.{h): Because the mespon=-

dent No. 4 has acted arbitrarily, maliciously
w— ‘f”' i .
and against the pre8Ntfteesof law in issuing
put off memo dated 6.9.89 and thereafter
passing the relieving order doted T9.89
against the applicant, overlooking the

fact @hat the petition of the applicant

has been adnitted by the Hon'ble Central

- A

Adgninistrative Tribunal and the respamdents

N yl were directed to file counter affidavit
\ )

within 6 wecks but the same has not been

done till datee.

’

Ground Noe.{i): Because the respondent No.4
é;cted without juriedictién as the charges

M M

\';ramed‘ for the period 5. 9.i38, 17.9.88 and
19.9.88 when he was not posted as S.B.I.(Est)
Barabanki, but he was posted at Lucknow, The

chargzes framed against the a;pplicant are wrong

and false and they have been mischieviously

added in order to cause harm tothe applicant,.

a-occltt7

EETIhe ey

L
",

- g



(=121413) I N1 V//Q//

Ground Nos{j)l:s Because it may be stated
that there is no evidence against the appli-

cant that due to his acts and commissions,

~the work of the Government has suffered,

Groungd NOg‘kli Because ‘the applicent
naver amiled of leave known.ngly and without

prior information to the Sub-‘.E ost Master,

11 ‘That the applicant may be permitted

to imple:%.& Shri i<~a.‘t:_wa,nc'oo Ram Sub-Divisimal
Inspector as respondent Nos 6 by nmme in
'.bhis gpplioation as there_ are personadl malow
fide allgations against him, His full name
and a.dd:ess is as undérz-

*Shri Katwaroo Ram,

.

Sub=Divisional Inspector( East)

Sub-'lhvn.s iony

-

Barabanki,"
- W;/-‘S)"‘q _Q)"%H

Luckmiow D:.te d:
oet. [0k 1989,

VERIFICATION:

I ab;n-re“ name d depanent Jagdish Prasad
son of Sri Sripal Yadav(Applicant) do hereby veri
that the contents of paras l...y.Li .f.@y:”. mﬁ
L T

are true to my personal knOWled@e&nd those of
paras Pm‘. 'qu‘%c‘:ﬁf’?&’ ‘PO.\/:/'."{‘ o v 4 o .8 ‘e w s e v N

-

cont Jeo o4 8



Advocate F{ 2% (39£LK} Lyt How

are true to.my velief and legal advice
preceived from his counsel end nothing

material has been suppressed by the

.\

-applicante

\
) me 1)3’5@’4"?5/

Lucknow Ieted:

- \/‘.-/ [ .
0ctober14&k’198‘_

\‘»\ ..
I identify the deponen‘t who hes

signed before mes! "
(PP |
/‘I
Advocates '

. . i (&1
Solemnly affixmed before me on- .‘..Lﬂll'.o.‘ . {

ad
v 0O M7 by D NI Pocvead Y
!’
Shri Cﬂ/aﬁ’\'b’()v[)v H ooy At
= O B NCH
AJ)CMLG40V

I have satisfied myself by examining the

deponent that he unders*i:ands the contents' |

of this affidavit which have been read over

and explained to him by mes

%&MWM

High Court, Allahat-
Lucknow Branc

J/

Onta
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Before the Central Adminlstrf*ive Tribunal

Lucknow.
Osh,. Noo. 178 (M)/89
J3ddish Pragad Yadav « esApplicant
Vs | u
Union of India & Others « ¢ eRespondents
ANNEXURE NO._ Y- A

%‘Z{'&_W m %‘Dﬂ'a,

| ,. SRS I sz:}a %ﬂz:[ Sr%"&lz‘aa’fa\?m%
i ¥ .W%f\% EPF- 9lt<3‘ve:a?r | &% “Tg*-’f*‘cw,‘ <. .89

—_— Y D e D g

N ohRET B wEs £ < o). \?En%.-

“%?;C Q?ﬁ\cn(na" TOPWJ'F\W (?H\-d—'?@ @E‘@mmﬂm&
,, \%u on o=

Soraizreler & oo s
‘%a:%;zl :iﬂ FTE mm;aw%ggmmm
» ST ) U, “Dﬁ/zﬁx %mmf}mv:ﬂm

3:1?:} = ?mﬁm Erax’é

| ,; p _.\;ég%ﬁ ( 8 @
i =
ai( - =t % SR

B e — W,E [ [U 7S é* &H- c;ﬁ .
A 3\'—\’”‘“ U &5 =T LTW"?—T
N (,m%, L é”“ A e m#mtrmmc;:\?V

2- :’271 =
'S)UI?{{ | ! m \T\—c‘s 2“ '\""\ ’lﬁ_‘_ '&Tﬁ A T5—

JEEMESCUR r o (:mﬁ@ %WZWW@E%
. . (3]

o mregNC >

7



V_)r" - Before the Central Administrstive

Ouh,.
Jagdish Pragad Yadav

Union of India & Others

Lucknow.
No. 178 (W)/89

Vs,

ANNEXURE NO, V- /-

EX}S’? o8]

p Lt T

SR svfore P arar @ fe
o . Certifled that the charge of the office of

m vetescseagrrrinene -"""“"‘(ﬂﬂ' a‘ ’\%‘S\&““W

Tribunal

e s sAPpPlicant

« ¢ sResPONdents

»s“‘“

w@o
K T4l 'ma‘mawvfam

INDIAN POSTS AND TELEGIAFKS
fm 267, A faw g, @ |, @

Ree

e RN

jwas made over by (name)

et & ™

- to (name)

at (place)

ardre \‘\ \2oy """ﬁ;q:gzm

‘on the (date\
S 91

121672 170 (7

<
I ——

¢ Relieved Offices

for

QhE’ARTMENT |

gera) -

’ v (See Rule 267, Posts and Telegraphs Foancial Handbook, Volume h Second Edltlon) A
LT o e e e fodd s e e fredf i

- Charge Report and Receipt for cash and stamps on transfer of charge
w ' Q1 R M

f

&mﬂ

Wﬁ \Qt\\\ 9)»0

----- noen,in accordance with

W‘WMNOE d EW/}R\N

e
Dated

/

e aferd \ AV Q”‘"‘“{

7}7 @3

- from

4“‘“87

¥ gaed far




Before the Central Adminis'trative Tribunal ) o/ //(o!

. : Lucknow.
S 0.,A.. No. 178 (B)/89 Leant
o . can \
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