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IN 'I'HE CENTRAL ADI'1INIS'IRATIVE 'TRIBUNAL 1JAIPUR BENCH ,:JAI PUR. 
,' 

* * * 
D3C: <.:>f Decision: l.S.5.2000 

. OA 221/97 

Chhi tar Lal Meena, EDBPM 1 Ballop, Tehsil 'l'alt>r-a, Dist t .Bundi (Rajasthan)·. , 

Applicant 

Versus 

1. Union of India ·through Secr.etary, Ministry of Communic:aU on, Oak 

Bhawan, NEw Delhi. 

2. 'l'he Chief Post Master General, ·Rajasthan Circle, Jaipur~ 

3. Supdf.oi Pose 01Hces, 'l'onk,Dhrision, Tonk. 

CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR.S.K.AGARWAL, JUDICIAL MEMBER 

HON'BLE MR.N.P.N~WANI, ADMINISTR,ATIVE MEMBER 

For lhe Applicant 

For the Respondenes 

Mr.A.L.Verma 

Mr .K.N.Shrim,::tl 

0 R DE R 

PER HON'BLE MR.S.K.AGARWAL 1 JUDICIAL MEMEER 

Respondent:= 

In this OA the· applkant mak12s a prayer to res:rcin .the n?sponden:s 

from termi'~at:ing the ~ervices of the.'applicant and fur-ther oirection.s·wet-e 

also sought not tc appoint any fresh candidate in place of ~he applicant. 

2. In . brief., the case of th<:o applicant ls that he was ap::Kdnted en _the 

post of EDBPM 1 Ballop. 

applications vide Jetter dated 11.3.93 fcom the digible cc;ndidates fer 

appointment on the pczt (.f EDBPJ.Vl, Bc:.llo[)., but ncn2 was ovailable fo.t the 

apj?oincmenL 'Ihe appl j cant fur-ther .submi ~.s that the cesponcen~s have Et Hl 

invitee fresh application2 in 1997 and ar.;: going to make appointm;.-:nt of a 

caooiaat·2 in place cf ~he applkant1 which is .acbitcary, ill.;:gal and against 

th~ pr-ovisicn.s cf Anicle 21 of the Consci:u'dcn. 'I'herefore, the applicant 

filed this OA for the relief as mentioned atov2. 

3. Reply was filed. In the: reply ·jr has been made clEar that. the 

applicant' has nc leg.sl dghi.: io:::- appcin:::ment en ttl.:? pc.s:. I'c js alsc stated 

that ~he applicant was apj?ointeo on substi:ute basL::: and aiv<:n charge on 
J I. . 

!'::,.12.91. 'I'her.eafter, a regular selecUe:n procf?ss wa2 start:ro fc~ appointment 

cf EDBPM, Ballop, and Shd Nand Lal Vecmo V.'<':lS ·selectee on tbe post and he has 

joineo nis duties in the month of July, 1997. It l.S also statea in the reply 

~that t:he applicant dces_nct fulfil c.h.,:: :=Jlgibility criL?da. as the r2ligib.ility 

cri teda fer the pest of EDBPM is Matriculatk·n 1 •...Jher.e3s the applicant :is only 

8th Clas2 pas2~. 
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responden'cs have cequested to dismiss this OAhaving no merit. 

4. We have h-2·3rd the l..?arn.ed couns:.:>l jor the par~ i-::s and also perused th~ 

whcle record. 

~-.. ·It is made ·clear by the respondents in the reply that the applicant was 

appdnt·:d jniUally as Subs~itute EDBPM, Ballop. Therefore, Subsdtu::.:e has no 

.right to the· post. Not only this, he does not fulfil ·the eligibility criteria 

as he is on~ y '8th Clc,ss passed, 

post Of EDBPfl'i is Matriculadon. 

wh-2ceas the r--2quLsite quaJificadon for the 

As the applicant was merely appointed as 
' . ' 

Substitute, who has no right ::.o \:he post and moreover the appl~cam also aces 

net fulfil the eligibility_criteria for the post. 'Ihe re.spcnO.snt o·:?pactmem. 

has also selected Shri Nand Lal. Verma on the post and he has join-ed hi.s duUes 

and wo.rkjng on the post. Thereioro2-, we are oi the consjdered view that the 

applicant has no case and this OA is 6evoia Cf any me:ri ~ and is liable to be 

dismissed. 

6. We, .therefore, dismiss this OA at th0 s:.age of .::.amission with no o.r.dec 

as~[L 
(N.P.NAWANI) 

lY!Er'lBER ( A) 

~L) 
MEMBER (A) 


