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'V~Xjlxx'" 

P-N.Kalibhat 	 Ve 
	

Direct or General, D/o Posts, ND. 

To 

Shri P.N.Kalibhat v 
C/o Sri M,Raghavendra Achar p 
No.1074-1075, 
Sanashankari 1st Staga v 
Bangalorej- 560 050 

Director General 
Department of posts, 
New Delhi-1. 

4. Shri M. Ra9havendra Achar 
4-I'Vocats 
1074-1075, Banashankari I Stage 
Bangalore — 560 050 

Shri M.S.Padmarajaiah, 
Central Government Standing Counsell 
High Court Buildings, Sangelorew 1 

Sub~ect: SENDING COFIES OF-CEDE:R 'r'."LSE-ED 

Please find enclosed herewith the copy of CEDERP~IIIWI~ 

WifR>&A X-F>D~xx- passed by this Tribdnal in the a'-)ove said 

application on —5.8.87. 

f&U\T'~~' REG ISTRAR L 
X 

(JUDICIAT) 
Encl 	as above 



B:--FURE THE CENTRAL ADMI' iz--,T~ 	T-.:F!YAL 

BANGALORE 

DATEO THIS THE 5th DAY OF AUCUST, 1967 

'Prasont 8 Hon'ble Justice Sri ~.S.Puttarwamy 	Vica—Ch6irmzn 

Hon'ble Sri L.H.A.Rage 	 member (A) 

~Mlication No o 204~ZB6 

P.N1 Yalibhat9 
C/o Sri M.Far,,havondra Achar, 

Ne.1074 and 1075, 
Ec-nL5hankari Ist Stage, 
8~-nqalore. 	 0-0 	 Ap pliC2rlt 

Sri M.Rac,havendra Achar, 	Ajvoe-- te 

Vs . 

Director Ganaral~ 
Department of Posts, 
Now Delhi - 1. 	 R&F;ond3nt 

sri I.S.Padmarajaiah 	Advoc,-te 

This application has come uF before the Tribun---1 

today. Hon'ble Justice Sri K.S.Putt&.~wmaY, Jice-Chairman 

ma ,-e the following : 

R D :* R -.-- —tz 

In this application m@dc un-~er Section 19 Lf the 

Administrative Tribunals Act 1985 the &pplieznt hes Euucht A 	 f 	9 	 - 

for a direction to the rasF:ond,3nts to promete him to the pust 

of Postal Su~.erintenlont Service Greup-F(SU.At.) frLm the VoEt 

sf AssiFtant Suparintendant of Piost Lffiees(ASPC). 

2. 	The applicant~is working as an ASPO in Karnataka 

Circle. A Departmental Promotion Committee canstituted for 

the purpose in its meeting hold from 10.3.1985 to 22.3.1966. 

A CA' 44 

considered the gases of the epplica~it an4 all other eligible 

officers to 160 vacant pests of Superintendent.s then existing 

in the various circles and made its recommendations, which 

W 



— 2 — 

has beei i~ccopted zind ected by the a~~Di:itinc ~,utholity. 	The 

applicant who was critled a5 coed', wa!! lot rigmiited, zn-1 the 

4, there who weia graded as loutstandi-ic' or 'very ~vxd l , ware 

premoted. Accriev;Ed by his ri on-salcttio-i, the i!:-plir,~nt he-, 

bpproachai this Tribunal for ap.~ropiii~te diiscti,~nF. 

In justification of the sui--zrFe~sio-) of the 

A 	 the respondont~ have filed t.heir re-. 
ly  zn~ h~~vB z.1!o , -.o 2,jced 

the relevant DPC records. 

Sri M,Raghavendrachar, le~insd counFol for ths a.Epli—

e~,nt, contends that the crading of the ;pi.lic~-nt is lcosOl w~s, 

arbitrary and th,:,t an proper ev6luation of hi5 S erVit. e reCgrd 9 

he should h~:ve bs ,,3nciaded Es 'very ~vsdl and selected an 5uch 

grading . 

5, 	Sri M.S.Padmi---rajaiah learned, Senior Crvernment. St.nli-io 

CDunsol ap;-eaiinc for the repon--'snt c~--)ten -~s thz, thn cr~dinc 

made an an obiectijo evaluativi of the 53rvice r:-wcvi~ls, ccrinot I 

be examined by this Tribunal as if it is a Court of Apf:eal, 

and a diffs!79nt cancluEien ra=-chad. 

6. 	We have carefully sxL~miied the placeedincs of the 

DPC and all other relevant records. Je find tht the )P--- h~d 

r 	 --n2rit ~rads--J the EpFlicant and others with Lfue Tecard to t~;EiI 

and service records. 'je do not find any aibitrerine5t in the 

grading of the at-Flicant and othE-Ys. If the crading of ths 

applicant and others is upheld, then it noce,-;sarily follGL15 

o 

N, 	7~ 	 is that the promotion of others who w-ia cradEd from the s,an 

either a5 'outstanding' or 'very good' suparsodi--ic the aF.plicant, 

who was only gladed as 'good', as ruled by the Supreme Court in 

R*S.DASS v. UNION OF INDIA AND OTHERS ( AIR 1987 SC 593) is 

unaxweptionable. 
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7. 	Sri ALh:ii nmxt~Lrntends that we thould sunmen-all 

thg canfidc ,-,ti;~l rL(citF ~znd excmino the evaluation made by 

t'-,a DPC. 

a, 	Js 6re of the! iew thLt the request made by Sri Achar 

J~ unjurtified. je find no justifin-=tion whatteover to sufimen 

c,,ll the iccarzit, EX~'M4nad 
f 
nd 	by the DPC. 	If sush a 

csurE~e is cdepted, then w 
I 

will be auce6inq to the request of 

Sri ~ch6r to ex-mina the ~roceodincs, as if we are a sourt of 

&pf.eal, wl~ich *Lnnet Le el~nv. 

9. 	As L11 the ctntention5 urLed for the applinant fail, 

I 
this arplic~~tien is li~;bllo to be 	Jo, therefore, 

tit:mi~s this c:L,lic.-ti*n. 1 but in the circumstanSB59 we direct 

-.1 ~14 

r 

the pcities to teal their l own LfStE. 

C'E 	A N' ME:MaERC—A)* 

AL 

13ANGALORE 


