
IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, JAIPUR BENCH, 

JAIPUR 

Date of order: 21.12.200] 

OA No.594/2001 

Mahendra Kumar Tanwar s/o Shri Inder Sen Tanwar r/o 106-A 

Goverdhan Colony, New Sanganer Road, Sodala, Jaipur 

, •• Applicant 

Versus 

1. Unj on cf Ind j a through the Secretary to the 

Government of India, · Department of Poets, 

Minist~y of Communications; Ne~·Delhi. 

2. Cl:def Post Master General, Fajasthan · Cjrcle,' 

Jc:d pur 

3 ~ Se.nior S_uperintendeilt of Post ·Offices, Jajpur 

City Postal Diviejon, Ja~pur. 

.4. Assi et ant S.uper int endent of Post Offices, Ea et 

Respondents 

Mr.C.B.Sharma, cou.nsel for the_._a'p.pUcant 
_;,· 

CORAM: 

aon'ble Mr. S.K.Agarwal, ·J~dicial Member 

ORDER 

Per Hon'b:le Mr .• S.K. Agarwa.!_.!.. Judic~al Member 

The relief sought by the applicant in this OA 

is to declare the or-der at Ann. Al issued by respondent' 

No.4 as arbitrary, illegal and be quashed. 

2. The case of the.applicant, in nutshell, is that 

he was 
( . 

piovisionally appointed ae Extra Departmeryta1 Stamr 

/ 
( 

( 
\ 



"' 

.-

-. 

- ·-

2 : 

Vendor at' Shastrj Nagar _Head .P·ost O~fic,e · in place of Sh-ri · 

Raro · Babu · Khandelwal, - who :was put off duty due to 
·' .. ,,.,, . 

' departmental/judicjal ·pr6ceedjngs- pending against him. The 

applicant w~s appointed vide ·order dated 21.5.99 and he~ 

took over 'the charge of the post. It is stated that 

respondent .No. 4 threatened the-:-" applicant to· dis-_engage in 

the year 2000 tot whith the applicant app~oached this 

Tribunal in oA-No. 3/2000.and th~s Tribunal dedded the 

aforeeaj~ OA vide its order d~ted 23.3.~2001. It is stated 

that applicant has completed two yea~s and _.eight months. of 

service ~ith entir.e satisfaction of respondent- No.4, but 
. . . ' ' . -

respondent No .4- is adamant to dis-engage the applicant who 

is not competent t'C' take decision regarding aboliticn or 

creation of the ptist.· Thereiore, a~tion 6f the.respondents 

to dis-engage the - -applicant is . totally· artibtrary, -

unreasonable and li~ble to be quashed. 

3. On perusal:. of the_ averments and documents 

submitted by the applicant it becomes clear that~app1icant 

WqS pr ov'i ~ i cna 11 y appointed and -in the . order · of 

appoi ntT!lent. it - lias been. wade clear that services of the . 
applicant - would be' t:erroi nabl e without any notice. On 

perusal . of the order at Ann.Al, it appears that the 

-department has abol {shed the s·yst'em · to continue - the 

provieional · appointe~s. Therefore, 
I 

in view of th j s the 

services of the applic~nt i~ to be terminated. This order 
- . 

h.as been issued by the Assistant Superinterldent of .Post 

Offices to Da~pa1,· Shastri Nagar, Jaipur, but 'in pursuance 

·of this no order cf.termination of_the applicant has been 

passed so far,." 
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4. I.n Super j nt erident of P.oe't Offices and crs. v •. 

, I 
·E •• Kunhiraroan. Na'ir Muliyar, .( l 9 9 8 ) ~ s cc - 2 5 5 , · H 6 n ' bl e the. 

Supreme· CourJ has observed tha_t temporary and. provj sional 
f 

apppintmen_t _of EDBPM with -the e'tjpulaticn that--the saroe 

would .be termjnable ·at any time wjth6ut.~ae~jgning ahy 
.. 

reason <;lnd. that his se.rvjces would be covered by the Posts 

and Tele9raphe ED Agerit (Cbnduct and Service) Ru~~s, 

-termjnation bf ~uch_.appojntment' on adroinjstrative_ground13 

. is the terminatjon s{rriplicitor and·_riot· stigmatjc. -

5. In this case rio .order of terrrdnatjon ha~ been 

passed and this OA ap~ears to. be premature. Therefor~~ in 

view' of the law laid down by the Supreme Court as 

•.aforesaid,.the"'·applicant''S ~ase'is pr~matu~e as ~ell 
. . . . . . as 

does not sta~d on merits. Therefore, this OA is dismissed 

jn liroine. ,-k. ' . ' 

..... }\.~~v . 
. vw-~ 

.. ('S.K.AGARWAL) , 
. ' ... · 

· .Judl •. M~mber 

" 


