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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISfRATIVE TRIBUNAL,JAIPUR BENCH,JAIPUR~ 

·!· . * * * 
Date of Decision: f 3.t.. )_ ?Ol 

OA 270/98 

Mahavir Prasad Shringi~ EDDA; Keshorai Patan Sugar Fac~ory 

P.O., District Bundi. 
/ 

.Applicant 

Versus 

1. Unioni of· . India' through Secretary I Deptt. of Posts I 

2 .• 

3. 

Min.of Communica~ions, New Delhi. 

Postma_ster 

Ajmer. 

·General, 
i 

Rajasthan Southern 

Supdt.of Post Offices, Tonk Division, Tonk. 
i 

Re<;, ion, 

4. Sub Divisional ~n~pector (Posta~), Bundi East Sub 

Division, Bundi.: · 
i 

5. S.D.Sheikh, Sub pivis~onal Inspector (Postal), Bundi 

East Sub Divisiob, Bundi. 

6. Satya Prakash. Sharma s/o Ganesh Dutt r/o .Katar 

Bhairon GalL 'Yo.gya Abhyas Ashram Ke pas, Bandi ki 

Gali., -Bundi. 

Resflondents 

CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR.S.K~AG.ARWAL, JUDICIAL MEMBER 

· HON'BLE MR.GOPAL :_SINGH,-··ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER-

For ~he.Applicant 

-For the Respondent~ 

'/ 

Mr.K.L.Thawani 
i 
' .-

Mr.Hemant Gupfa, proxy counsel 

for Mr . M . Rafiq _ 

0 R D E R 

PER HON'BLE MR.GOPAL SINGH/ ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER 

C~14'c;~f---. - ---~-·--..-~.___.;, 

• I • ~ 
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' . 

In this 

2 

applica~ion u/s 19 of the Administ~ative 
1 ,": . 

Tribunals Act, 1985, applica0nt . Mahavir 
. I • • • 

prasad Shrinc:ii has 
;, 

I 
·prayed f·6r . quashing _ the impugned order date,d 

I . 

) 

26.7.98 

(Ann.A/I) and for a direction to'the respondents to 
~ i . 

consider, 

tii·s name for . selection \ to the post · o:E:_: Extra Departmental 
I 
I 

·oelivery Agent (EDDA, ]for short), Keshorai Patan Sugar 
I 

' 
Factory, by givin~.due ~eightage for his exper~enpe on the· 

I 

\ 

post. It has further b~en prayed that the entire record of 
x \ . • . 

" selection· . for . the .· af9resaid · post be scrutinised an.d. 
I 

appropriate order be passed. 
I . 

. l 

1-' 

2. ·Applicant's 
~ .. 

case : ;1-S tha·t he is · workiny as_ EDDA, 

· Keshorai Pa tan Sugar Fa~t'?ry P. o., . since 8. 2. 9·6. 
/ 

Desp_ite 
I 

repeated requests made b~ the applicant, his services have 
I 

I 

not so far been regulartsed; It has been alleyed by the 
I 

applicant tha~. h~ fulfil~ ~11 the eligibility ~riteria for 

the post. The Sub Divi~i~~al ·Inspector (Postal)~ Bundi East . i . 
·sub Division~ had approa~hed the local Empioyment Exchan'::Je 

. ~ ' . . .. . . \.. . 

'for f~lling · up the . post ·of EDDA. The for CP:lling names 
. . . 

Emp.loyment Exchange 

applicant's name had 

had. sponsored 20 names ·but the 
' 

not been· sponsored by the · Empoyment 
I 

Exchange though he_ had_b~en registered with the 
. . I . . -

Employment 
. I • I i . ·~ . . -

·Exchange. It is alleged: by the applicant that 
. . \ - ' . . . . -

one Satya 

Prakash Sharma has been :appointed to the said· post vide 

imi:mg-ned order dated 26. 7 ·j98 (Anz;i .A/l) · iynorinc.:i the claim of 
I . . 
I 

It is a11leged by the applicant that Sub . ( . the ·applicant.. 
. ' . '1 ..:. ·.""' 

Di visiofral Inspector, ( Postl,al) I Bundi East Sub Di vision,' had 
. I \-

1 ' • 
demanded Rs.10000/- from· ·\the appl~cant for appointment t'o 

the said post, hencci this application. 

3. 

I . 
I 

-\ 
i 

In the-counter it h~s been siated by the respondents - . ' ~ 

I· 
l 
I 

\ ' 

_, 



.,.· 

' ,J, 

I 

3 

. ' 
that. the appointment- · o~ S'atya . Prakash Sharma . ( Re:spondent 

l ·-~ 
No. 6) · has been made· as per rul'es and there . is no illel.:Jali ty 

I . 
committed by the department. 1 

. . I , 

i 
·. I 

4.. By way of in~~rim reli.ef · dated ·. 5.8.98; the 
I . . . ;· . . . 

respondents w~re direct,d that in case respondent No.6, Shri 

Satya Pr~kash Shat~a, h~s not ta~en ·a~er the charye on the· . . - . I . . 
.· • I 

,post of EDDA at Kes9orai Pata~ Sugar. Factory, (Bundi 
. . . : . I . 

District),, bef9re today:,. 'i.e. on 5.8.98, the operation o·f 
. I • 

the impugned orde~ d~~ed '26.7.98· (Ann.A/l) ~hall remain 
l 

stayed till the dat~ fixed. With , a view to settle the 
I 
I 

~6ntroversy in ihis.cas~, we ~ad· dir~cted th~ respondents t; 
. I I . . 

produce J:;>efore us the f~le. relating to. recruitment .for. the 
I 
I . ' . . . 

post in question., as d·~mande,d by the applicant throuyh MA 
. 1 · . . . . . \.. 

184/2000. The said fil~ has been ~reduced before us tod~y. 
· (I · I 

j. / 
I 
I ', 

5. · We have heard· th~ leaJ:"ned counsel for the parties and 
i 
I 

perused the records 6f ~he c~se carefully~ 

I 
I 

i 

6 .• A close scrutin.yi of the recruitment f.ile ·indicates 
I 

. I 
that the ~espondents h~d i'nitiated action to fill· up the 

I ,e • ' 

I . 
post in question someti~e in.Mayi 1~97 w~th the receipt of a 

i ' I . . . 
list of candidates from 1the Employment. Exchan9e.office. The 

I . . . 
Employment.Exchange had [sponsored 20 candidates. Registered 

I • I • 

l letters were issued to all the 
! . 
I 

only two letters ~ere r~6eived 
I 

20 candidates snd out 
undelivered 
bac~t In response to 

I . 

of 20 

these 

letters, seven can~fdat~s had sub~itted their appiications 
l . I · 

I 
• •I I 

by_ the schedul.ed .date jwh1le. two candid~tes had submitted 
. . .. I 

.their applications·~ft~:u the scheduled date. All the seven· . . l 
applicatio~s ~ecei~ed b~ the schedul~d date~were ~onsiqered 

I 
: I 
I 

' . I 

l~~'·'· .. · Ct-- -- . 
.· .-. ~-..._~-~ 

' . 

\ . 
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by ·the d~epartment and l.:'Wo · C;andidates namely Satya Prakash 

Sharma _and · Trilok, Chand were considered as fit for 

appointment vide office: note dated 3.4.98, at paye 151 of 

the file. Shri Satya Prakash Sharma was having the hi~hest 

percentage of marks in Matric~lat~on Examination and, 

there:E;ore, he was ·kept: at S. No .1 of the selection J?anel .• 

Accordingly, he was asked . to submit necessary documents, 

which h~ submitted on 23.4.98, as s~en from paye 169 of the 

said tile. Thereafter, the case was moved for verification 
! 
' 

of character ·antecedants· · of Shri Satya Prakash Sharma· 

(Respondents No. 6) and final)Y: he was issued appointment 

order on 2 6 . 7 . 9 8 (Ann. A/ l ) . In this chrorioloyy of events, 

we do not find any manipulations or. irre~ularities in, 

offering a:i;>pointment to :respondent No. 6 •. It is a fact that 

respondent No.6 had initially repr~sented his case for 

appointment at Bundi City. In all, ~bout three and a half 

months' . have. been takeri · by the department . in off er ing 

appointment tri respondent No.6. The allegation made by the 

applicant that ~esponden~ No.6 had been offered appointment 

after taking bribe ,of Rs .10000/- appears to be only a wild 

allegation. The applicc;rnt has . also contended that he is 

I 
better qualified than respondent,No.6. In the O~ itself the 

applicant has. ,stated th<;tt he is 8th Class pas'ses I whereas 

respondent No.6 is Mairi~ulate. Thus, the contention of the 

the . applicant is not tenable.· ;Further, t)1.ere is another 

per.pan. on the pane'l who is also Matricu:late and better. 
-

qualified than the appli~ant. Thus, even if the appointment 

pf respondent No.6 is :cancelled, as prayed for by the 
. . appiicant ; ' 

applicant, the Lis not go~ng to get any benefit out of it. 
I 

Moreover, as has been pointed· out above, .we do not.find any 

. I 
(, ~ . r r--J-a_f: I . -· ··-
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5. 
'' 

ir~e~ularity in appoint~~nt ~f respondent No.6 as EDDA. In 
i 
I 

the circumstances, we a*e of the 'view that the OA is devoid 
I 

of any merit and deserv~s dismissal~ 
. " 

7; Accordingly, the :oA is dismissed with no order as to 
! 

co~ts. The interim ord~r given earlier stands vacated. 

c~y 
(GOPAL SINGH) 

MEMBER (A) 

! . 

' 
!' 

. ' 

! 
'! 

() . 

·~~~ 
/ 

/ · ( S. K. AGARWAL) 

MEMBER (J) 


