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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRA IVE TRIBUNA~, JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR. 

0.-A No.27/1997- Date of order: 08-.02.2001 

1.·: 

2 ·-

3. 

Chhote Lal, ~/o Shi.Ghasi Ram ~i, R/<;> Kh-at ikon ki Mandi, 

Jaipur, workirig ak ,M-ailman ( Zamada:d RMS Post Office, 

·J~ipur ._-
- -1 

! 

.••• ~pplicant .-

.. Vs. 
I - . 

Union o£ Indi~ th~ough Secretary to the Go~t~ Mini. of -I . 
<::ommunication, Deptt. of Post, ~ew Delhi.-

. Chief . Post 'Maste1 General, Dept t. of Post, Rajasthan 

Circle,, Jaipur. I 
- I 

The Sr.Sup~rinteri~e~t, Deptt.·of Post, RMS Post Office, 

Jaipur. _ 

••• Respondents. 

Mr.·surender S-ingh eoun e,l. for ·the applicant. 

Mr. N.c. Goyal - Counse 1 +\, ~espondent s Nos .1-4 • 

CORAM : . \_ -··/_ ' 
I -

Bon • ble Mr. s .K .Agrrwal, Judicial Member 
- I 

Hon•bl-e Mr.N.P-.N+'. ani, .Administra~~_ve Me~ber~ __ 

PER.HON 1 BLE MR.S.K.AGAR AL, JUD;I:CIAL MEMBER. -
' / 

In·t~is Origi~al~A~~~ication filed under Sec.l9 of the 

f'Ad~inistrative _ Tribunalrs- _Act, 19~5, -,the_ applicant makes a 
- .i. 

prayer that the applifant Should be deemed to. -have been 

d~clar:ed successful i,!1 i the ex~mination for promotion 'to the 

post of Sorting.Assista~t held_i~ the year 1996 and ~e-should 
- • I -· - , 

·. ~e treated .at. Par witt the Candidates who. _appea~ed in the 

examination held on 30.f.95. 
. I 

I 
2-. Facts of the case- as s ta·t·ed by the applicant are that· 

r 

the appli¢ant was servi~g as Mailman (Zama~ar)· of ~_roup-D post 
- - - I --

at RMS,.-- Post Of_f~ce_, · J1ipur. An examination for promotion to 

the post. of Sor.ting -Assistant (Group-C-) ·was "held -onr30.7.95 at 

Jaipur·. Th!= applicant ,eing eligible also _applied for t~e same 

but he w~s not allowed1 -to appear in the said e_xamination. It 

I . 
• I 



-~ 

2 

• 'I I 
is stated that · on· the ! Notice Board_ a· notice was_ affixed 

mentioning. that· the pape~ will be completed within· o'ne hour 

from 1o.·oo AM to 11.001 ·AM. The applicant .reached at the 

Examinat.ion Centre at 
i 

lP. 00 AM'- on_ ,30. 7. 95 but h~ was not 

allowed t·o appear. N·o i~format·ion· was ··given to the applicant 
' ' 

regarding' the change of ;time-table. It is stated. that· due to 
I • . I , - • 

negligence· and lat·ches pn the part ·of the. respondents, the 
: . . 
[ -

appl:Lcant cannot ·be dep~iv~d . of his legal right 'to appear in 

the examination •.. The . ap~licant also serye.d a notice to ·the 
-: ' 

respondents through' his.· ?ounsei bUt with no result. Therefore' 
. . I 

t.he applicant _f:lled the Q.A for the _relief as rrienti~ned above. 

3. Reply was filed. I In the reply 'it is sta·ted that the 
• I 

' i . 
applicant reached latf more - than half an hour after 

I - ( . 
commencement of the exam~nation, _therefore, ~e was not allowed. 

I . . 

to appear in the exami~ation as· per the- :provisions· given in 
./- . . . I . . . . 

. i . • 
Rule -14, Part III· of· ~ppendix 37 of Postal Manual, Vol.4, 

. I . 

. Part-II. It. is also sta~ed that the applicant reached at 10.40 
'1 • 

. - I . . . 

hours whereas: the caqd~dates -reported· late upto· 30.30 !'J.:r;s. 
i 

were allowed and 'the applica!lt was no.t allowed to appear in 
I 

- '. 
the said examination a~ per ru~es. It is . further stated ·that 

the legal notice given f·by the. appl'icant ~as duly replied and· 
. 'i 

the applicant has no case for· inter terence by this Tribunal, 
I . 

• I 

therefore) it is stated1thai the·P.A may be dismissed. 

Heard tl:le -~ounse~ for: the pa~ties for final.disposal. of 
I 

4 •. 
' . 

the- O.A at the Eltage or' c:tdmis.sion a~d also· perused the whole 

recor.d. 

Admittedly, 

T£~enti oned as 

1 
irt _fhe ·time-table, by mi~take ear.l-ier it 

9.00( AM to lO • .AM: for the· ~ex.amiriation 'but 
i 

U!_ . · 1-atero,n. the. ~aper:...I, for RMS.:candidate wa·s ~allowed 10.00 AM ·to 

; . , 12;.00 hours and ~1:1~· candidates fro~ RMS division coming late 
, _____ .. r _ 

·I · were allowed uptd 10~~0 hours. On the perusal of the report of . . . . . I . . . . I' 

respondent- No.2 which r is ·filed with the ·r_eply makes. it very 
t 
I 
I-



clear that the applicant :came after 10.'30 hours · i ~e. 10.40 · · 
~ 

hours, _·therefore, he _was_ 9ot ·p~rmitted t.o appear in the First 
• I 

, . . . I ' • -

paper._ On a perusal o~_thf ~verments made before_Qs~ it.'does 

·.not appear that the _appli1ant made any _protest. then and th~re 

before the ~epartmental au~horities. only the assertion of t~e 
• I .. 

applica~t t~~t he reported at 10.00 houts i~ not belie~ab1e in . . I . 
view of the.detailed rep~it at Annx.R2 in which it has beeri 

. I . . 
specifical·ly ment·ioned thalt the· applicant was not permitted in 
. ' . . . . i . . . . . .· . . . . . '' ·.· 
the First- Paper- because h~ carne .at 10.40 hours. Rule 14, Parf.,... 

. . I . - ' . 

III ofAppimdiX-37 6f Pos,al M~h~al: Vol. 4, Part II_, makes it 

very. clear that candidate~ arr1v1ng late upto half-an-hour may 
I 
j 

· be allqwed. to sit for __ thle exarni~ation bu·t candigates coming 
. . . i . . . . . I> -

late should not, howev-~F, f be allowed any extra t irne after the 

expiry. of the h~u~prescrlbetl .for the close ~f the exa~ination 
. I , - - . . 

. . I 
in ·the paper concerned. !I'his rule makes it ·abundantly clear 

I . . "I . .. 
that a·fter corn·lll:encernent. of the exa~ination upto hal f,-an-hour a 

.. 

candidate can be allowed ~n the examination but any candidate 

who comes·. late after' nalf-an,-hour cannot be allowed in the 
• I - ' 

I • 

exaiili na t.i On. ·There fore, fn ·our considered view, di salloWi ncj 

the appli·cant in the exam-ination by tE-e respondent department 
J I .. 

_is not in . any . way ~rbi trlary '. ~llegal and ir; .c~ntravent ion of 

·any rules_ and we do not f!ind- a~y rneri t-< i~- the 0 .-A and tbe same 
- I 

deserves ·to be dismis~ed having no merit~-
. . , I . 

'· 
we, .thetefore, diJrniss the O.A, having no rne~it with nri 

I 

6. 

order as to costs. 

·oAJ ...• 
-·~ 

(N.P.Nawani) 

Mernb~r (A). 

·I 
I 
I 
I 

- I 

I 
~----·-···_.,.. 

(S.K.Agarwal) 

Member. (J}. 

/ 


