
IN THE ENfRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIB AL, JAIPUR BENCH, JAIFUR. 

Kota {. 

Beawar~l 
1 

02 in OA 212/2002 

d son of Dhannalal aged aboJt 32 years resident of 

and Post Office Khera Rashi1pur Tehsil Ladpura, District 

and working as postal AJsistant, Head Post Office, 

~f•~··•; Applicant •. 

VERSUS 

1.' -•K•· Sharma, Chief Postrnaste ~neral, Rajasthan S'oul:hern 

Region, 

2:;~ ri J ~Pi Sharma, Superintendent of Post !Offices, 

Beawar~ 

None p esent for the applicant''i 

Mr·~l P •• Sharma, Proxy counse 1 for 
Mr•, Sa jay Pareek, Counsel for the .respondentsti~ 

CORPM: --
Mr • Justice G;;,L~~; Gupta, Vi e Chairman 

Hon'b A~;f>.i~ Nagrath, Member Aclministi-ative) 

OFDER 

!:§_R MR. JUSTICE G .L GUPTA 

This Contempt Petition has een filed alleging that the 

respon ants have not implemented t e directions c~tained in the 

order 

by the 

a ted 2fi17~~2002 passed in OA 12/2002-' 

In the reply, respondents• jase is that docunants filed 

applicant have been found t be not genuine and the 

petiti ner did not co-operate in t e inquiry;! 

3 ..r,, .- Rejoinder has been filed by the peti tioner:;J 



-2-

4~i_\ · l5~ll'i~2003, we had heard t e arguments"•~ li~ had directed 

the res en dents • counsel to submit e copy of the FIR lodged in 

err~ The leamed counsel fo the respondents submit.& a 

copy of the FIR No~ 230/02 lodged i .Police Station, Beawar 

City;~ 

5i We have gone through the re~ord of the case~~ It is seen 

that p rsuant to the notification ~ssued in the year 1995, the 

applied for the post of Postal Assistant and he 

the security of fonn of Kishan 

Vikas atra~~ In his application, t e applicant had stated that 

(' he had passed Inter Science S.'xanin ition in First Uivision from 

Bihar 1 ntermediate Education Council Patna as a regular student 

of AJ/1 ,, College of Patna'i! 

6::1 The applicant had filed f~A Jbifil 3!6/97, which was allowed 

and th respondents were directed to appoint the applicant on 

the ~1t of Postal Assistant after completing all t~e fo:rmalitie 

_ requJ.rid for the purpose~ The respfndents gave appoJ.ntment to 

the ap licant and he was sent for training als o ;~~In the mean­

while, an inquiry was conducted anh it was found that the certi-

~~ ficate filed by the applicant werl not genuine•· When the appli-

asked about the genuinene s of the certificate, he 

vide order dated 

dismis sing the ·ifo., the following obse rv atiom 

were made-

"However, the respondents w~ll get the educational 
documents submitted by the ~~plicant ,· verified in 
the light of our aforesaid observations as expedi­
tiously as possiblet.~11 

- --- -- -- - - __J__ - - --
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7~; T e resQgndents have placedo record the inquiry conducted 

by them fter the order of the Tribunal.~ Xt is seen from the 

communic tion of Annexure B/3 t~at tJe applicant did not co-opera­

te in th inquiry;< It is further see~ that the !'mbika Madhuri 

college ould not be traced ll'bere f~m the applicant claimed to 

have app ared in the Exaninationi·l It is further seen that Shri 

Dioeshwa Paswan, Secretary of the unci! had denied his signa­

tures on the applicant's certificate~rlett~r•· It is also seen that 

the name of the applicant was not fo d on Roll Code No;i 136 and 

Roll No-''! 11561 of the year 1993 and he registration of Shri 

Rathore as also not found against tJe sai'~) Roll number ... -1 The 
~·~ ----

inquiry as revealed that certi ficatel not genuine~ The respondents 

on holdi g the inquiry have found thf the applicant did not 

pos~es s the requisite educational q ali fication~· He did not 

appear i the Inter Science Exaninat~n·~~ ·It is mticed that 
I 

have lodged FtR at iPolice Station Beawar the Post 1 authorities 

in this Jeg a rdr~~ 

B~l Jeping in view the steps tak n by the respondents after 

the of the Tribunal, it cannot be said that the respondents 

have voi ated the directions of the ribunal~; No case of Contempt 

is- made Petition of Contemp is, therefor~, ;::r~ 

(G.L. GUPTA) 
VICE CHAI Rli\ AN 


