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Ill THE CENTRAL All>iINISTRATIVE TR_IBUNAL • JAIPUR BENCH. JAIPUR. 

l)Qte of Orde:r: /'4).~lo 20.00. 

\ Maheshwar Dayal son, of Shri Shambhu nayal aged about 31 ··years \ 
resident of J.]?o C:Olony • Rarigpur Road. Kota Junction• Kota 
and working as Ex. E_DPA Engineering college. P.o" Kota. 
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• Cl •• Applicant. 

·Versus 

Union of India . t~ro ugh the Secretary." to the 
- Govt. qf Ingia. ·nepartment·-\af Posts. Ministry 
0£ communications. New Delhi-. - · 

· -'Me~b~r (Personnel)~ Postal services Board. 
New Delhi. · -·· -

Chief Postmaster· General .• __ Rajasthan Circle., 
Jaipur. / · 

Senior Superi'ntendent of R>st Offices.· 
Kata ·.Divisi9n. kot;tj_. _ 

Asstt._ Superintendent of Post Offices. 
r<ota Tt>uest Sub Division. Kota. ' 

••••• Respondents.· 

-~ Mr. K.L •. Thawani •. _ Counsel £or the ;applicant. 
·Mr. Hemant Gupta• .Proxy ct:> Un_sel - for _ . _ 
Hr. M .• Rafiq. ():)unsel for _the respon_dent~-~ 

. CX>RAM: . 

Hon'ble Mr~ S~K., Aga·rwal. Member.(Judicial) 
Hon~ble Mro NoPo Nawani~ 'Member (Administrative) 

ORDER -
' ' 

(PER ·HON 1BL E MRe N oPo NAW'ANJ'.. ·EMBER. (ADMINISTRATIVE) -.. -----------~--------------.!..------------------------ . 
. I 

Aggrieved by .th~· terminatio.n: of· job as E_xtra Depart-. 
. ' 

carrier (for short Ea-IC) at_ t~e.Engineering -
- I 
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Col~~ge Post Offi9e vide order dated 17_._6.1994 (Annexure .A;-5)., 
-~ . I . . 

_,"tb~--?ppl-49C;ln,~---J~as approa'ched us pray-?-~g for· a direction to· 
\.__:~~=.:.~~~-:.___~:~~,=-"' -(j_J ' 

the respondents' to reinstate him and regul,ai;-ise. his app:>int-

m¢~t. 

2. W:e -have heard the letj.rned counsel for the parties and 

perused all !the records_. including the rej_oinder 1aken on record. 

prior to the_ hearing 0£ the caf?e-•. , 
- \ 

. \ 

3. on consideratiori qf the rival contentions., it appears 

". that the· appiicant was engaged, as EDr1C on ofll$hih_g of a new 
~c 

\ 

Post Office at Engineering college on purely tem~rary bcasis 

,pending sel_ectiol} of a regu~ar candid~te·. He assumed charge 

on 20.;2.93 (Annexure A-2). on 17;6.94, the Superint;ndent of . . ' 

Post off ice -infon,ned the _sub-Postinaster ·that the- ternpo~ary 

arrangeroerit made by him regarding -engagement of tlie ~pplicant 

is to be discontinued with immediate1 effect (Annexure A-5) ~ _, 

The _charge·-of the ,EDMC was made over by the ~pplicant on 

18 .6.94 ·(Annexure_ A-6). During- the l.,ntervening period,." the 
' . 

resp:>ndents proceeded to reg'ularly fill up the post and 

" - ~ ... accordingly selected QJ;le Shri Kishan Lal~after ob,taining d 

names fr<;>m the EmplOytn'?nt Exchang~ arid go"ing throllgry the 

process of. selection and by Annexure -A.~1 dated 19 •. 9.1994 

terminated the _s ervi~e of ~the a·pplicant. The regulk;,rly 

selected ca-ndid~te., Shri Kishan Lal;- i.Ja:s -app:>inted. to the 
I ·" . i - - • • - , • 

$aid !=Ost on 21.9.94. ·.There' is no need for us to - go into 

the deta.i·1s· of Civil ~uit(/ and eC!-rlier OA filed by the appl 

cant as these have no material bearing on. the controversy 

~t ~nd,,t~\W·,l'~· c~ . . . . · .. · · . 

,;vL~~ 
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4. The terminatio~ order -was i·ssued on 19.9.94 but··tQe 
: . . ' ' 

app;l.icant hae: filed this OA on 5,.10.9(3_ i.e. after ~-delay. 

-C?f m~re: ~hC;ln foil; year~o: The _representa-t~ons filed by hi~- on .·

1 

, 

2.11.94. and 10.-4.97 neither extend :the limitation nor do the 

reasons given in MA no.: · 1a7/98~ conv~nce us to -condone the 

delay; The OA is,_ 'therefo-re., hopelessly barred l:?Y limitati9n 
• I ' • 

\" 
·and 1,ikely to be dismissed on this ground alone. 

s. · · The OA also .do~s ~ .. t suqceed on merit-$, The initial 

· · engagemen ~ of the appl_icant. on 20. 2. 93 was 'tem.Porary and 
. - . -

.in the na;ture ~of· stop gap arrang~roent Vih'.ich created no right 
,;"\ .. 

~.,. i'n £a_v6ur of the applic~nt. The a.pplicant also s.:igned ("').an 

· undertaking regarding. tem,POriness of his .engagement a_nd heo 

.' I 

was·,, therefore·,, aware that .it was only a temp:>rary ·arrangement 

The respondents s_imul tan~ously proc~eded to· fill up the ptis~ . 
\ 

on regular. ]:)a.sis and as per the· ·rules prevailing at the mater. 
' . . 

~ 

ial tirne · soU>Jht names of :s,uitable candidates fror,1 the Employ-

, men_t· .Exchange, Kota (Annexur~ A-7 refers)_;tih:i.Ch, duly spon8o..:. 

r.ed ·. 20 names,· which did not include the .narrie of the a.p.plicant 

·No' fa~lt qould obviousl.y~~-n~ed on the resµ:mdents for this. 

-~ ·In his· rejoinder .• the applicant has stated that Selection· 

cannot be restricted to candidates sponsored by ;the· Employme?J 

·Exchange but - has not shown U$ any rule_ or authority. to suppo 

such a contention. The.applicant had to therefore vacate-the..; 
' . ·. ' . 

' . 

post he held on terr,1p::>rary (stcip-gQ.p)arrangement basis in ftll 

favour of regularly s~le9ted basis and w~., therefore,· do not 
~ 

find any mer.it .. in the a~rnertion of the applicant that he' 

st1ould be reinstated and regularised on the said post. 

) 

6. The OA is,, thereforeg not only hopelessly barred by 
! 

~1 limitation but is ?llso devoid of any ·merit and is accordin~ 
I ·c -. '"- . 
\ . .- \ 

\, \· 
I ,'\;' ''~ 
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dismissed :with no order as to cqsts .. MA also stands disposed 

0-f in vi~w 9f this. 
; · c- - . -
1- • 

'C\J~~ 
(N .P.- NAV~I) 
Ma.iB~R (A) 
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·~··. 
(S.K. AGARWAL) 

'- ME;MBER (J) 
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