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IN THE.CEN1RAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR. BENCH, JAIPUR 

.:.A. No. 147 /2001 
T:IA. No. 

Gn ~rakash Ko li 

_Mr •. V.K. Mishra 

Versus 

DATE OF DECISION ? / .!) ' ~ 2-.,,. 

Advocate for the Petitiooer (s) 

. U .o' I. and three otl}il=s ____ Respondent 

' 

i 

Mr . B N Sandh Advocate for the Respondent ( s) 

~ )_..t,\ 

wur \ "'vQ ~·vV 

CORAM t 

i'he f?on'ble Mr. Ji stice 6.L.Gupta,, Vice Chaiman; 

The Hon'ble Mr. A P.- Nagrath, Administrative Member;\ 

l. Whether eporters of local papers may be allowed to s1e the Judgement ? 
I 
I 

2. To be re rred to th@ Reporter or not ? 

3. Whether their Lordships wish to see the fair copy of the Judgemen~? 

4. Whethol'. it needs to be circulated to other Benches of the Tribunal ? 
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CENTRAL ADr~INISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JAifUR BE.NCH: JAilPiJR ----... 

Original ApPlication No~" 147 /2001 
2 

On Pra ash Koli 
S/o Sh i Ganga Ram 
r/o Gr, Naharpura, 
Kotdi oharvas, 
via Kh ndela 
Sikar , 1ist. : Applicant 

rep. by, Mr. V.K. Mishra : Counsel for the applicant 
' \ 

-verses-

1;· U Jion of India through 
t. e Secretary, 
G 1veenment of India 
M ·nistry of Communications,_ 
D1 · partrnent of :Post 
S nchar Bhavan, 
N w Delhi;i 

I 2. p, st Master General, 
R

1

jasthan, Jaipur. 
' I 

3. si perintendent of P~st 
I{ ad Office, Sikar.· 

4. B iva Ram Saini 
si, o Shri Ghas i Ram Saini 
r~ o Gram Rampura, 
s' b Tehsil Khandela 
s:· kar Dist. : Respondents; 

rep. ' y Mr. B.N. Sandhu : Counsel for the respondents. 

CORAV~: The Hon'b le Mr. Justice G.J .... Gupta, Vice Chainnan 

The Hon 1 b le Mr. A/!?. Nagr~~.h, Administrative }:iember~;· 

Date of the order: _J.1 · o q · ci .l--

Justice G.L.Gupta~ 

{:ffOfiR 

A notification inviting applications for 

of Dak Pal was issued on 1.1. 2001, by the 

Supe, intendent of Post Offices, Sikar ( the 3rd 

resp ndent he.rein) wherein it was stated that the .,, 

:Au~~·J_ 
,/i ""' .-----

,1 ,,~ _,... 
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I --i--
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could s·end their ap_pli cations by Regis~ered 

with required_ certificat~s within 31.1.-2001 

st was no"t m~ant for reserved category candidates. 

plicant also applied for @e post. It is averred 

·to know ab,out the notification on· the 

filing the applications and therefore 

he co• tgt~d R.3 to accept his appli9a:t,ion but R.'3 

did n t accept the same and asked him to .send the 

same : hrough Registered Post.· It is fu_rther averred 
I 

'· . 
-that : he applicant sent .his applicaticn Vlhich is 

said , ·o have reache9 the third respondent on L 2~'2001. 
-I 

It is, also averred that. R.3 has, given appointment 

·· to. R. 1 4 though he had ,secured only 63% marks in . the 
I 

, I 

i 

m atr· culation exa111ination, Vi.here as the applicant 

had 'e cured 75;"65% marks• He-nce this O.A. 

2. In the reply the respondents have denied 

·that, the· applicant·· had approached the respondent No.3 
I " ' • •. •• 

on·~ .l.2001 and he had refused to take 'his application~1 
I 

:i:t ii state~ that the applicatipn' sent by the appli-cant 

was ; eceived on -i.~2;2001, after the closing_ date 
' I 

31.1!~·2001. · It i_s denied that respot:ldent No;1 4 

was :appointed because of f avourtism;l It is also 
• I • • 

sta~ed th~t _the Employment Exchange had been asked 

to sponsor candidates for the1 post and public 
. ' 

rtisement was also issued and the.public notices 

_sent to the ~arpanch, _Gram Panchayat, Rampura 

Distt. Soldier Board, Sikar and Social 

Wel are Officer, Sikar, Inspector of Post Of fices, 
' . 

I ---- -- --i- -

public a ti on•-~1 



~~----·~~--

3-. 

the 

-3-

In the rejoinder, the applicant has reiterated 

stated in the O.A. It is pointed out 

'Gthat i ·the Annex; A;2 last date for acceptance of ,, __ ...__. 

4i Additional'reply'to the rejoinder has 

been iled by(©:ie respondents~' 

.. 
5.' wa heve heard the leamed counsel for the 

p·arti s and perused the documents placed on ,record~~ 

6. It is now adnitted position of the parties 

that the aPplication submi.tted by the apPlicant did 
I 

no~ each the off ice of the Respondent No~; 3 

with· n 31.-1.12001•' The averments that the' applicant_ 

had ersonally gone to the office of R.3 on 31.1.2001 
I 

and : anted to hand-over the application but was not 

acce ted by him, have bee~ emphatically denied.by 
. ' . 

th~ espondent No. 3 in the reply. The affidavit 

ha.s een verified by the respondent No.· 3 hjmself 

The fact remains that there was no 

for the appoin~ing authority to consider 
-

of applicant for appointment. It may be 

· the application of the applicant had reached 
I 

th?,' office ?f R.'3 on 1;'2•:200:~-but _tha~.2id_not give 1'. 

I~ ~..,,...:t-__.~--......._............ ... ~ ----~,,,,__----~ 

@j;_gj?_g)).cant -~(~c, right a f con_$J..~~:;-~tioJ:t...__9_L__.5'~" 

\JJ_i_ . c_a§B-~ for appointment·;( 

8 .,,!;j .. As to the avennent that no last date 

mentioned in Annex·•-: A~2, it may be stated that 

notice· was not issued by the respondents.- . 
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Some i information might have been stated by _the 

Em pl yment. Exchange •. Notice is sued by the respondents 

( An •3X. l\~'l ) indicates ·in clear tenns that the 

last, date for submission of the applica~ion was 

and the applications should be sent 
'' 

by 
C1 

gistered r~ost. If the Employment Officer 

did ot state the full infoimation in the notice 

th_e respondents cannot be said to be at fault~' 

In our considered opinion the applicant 

not have any case in his favour~' Consequently 

the application is dismissed with 

i• 
·--~ 

( A.P. N agrath ) 
,Administrative Member 

jsv~ 

( G.L .Gupta ) 
Vice Chairman 


