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CIRCUIT COURT SITTIMG AT BILASPIIR fGHHATTISG^BH)

original Application No. 247 of 200Q

Bila^ur# this the 24th day of September, 2003

Hon*ble Shri Justice V.S. Aggarwal, Chairman
Hon'ble Shri Anand Kiaar Bhatt, Administrative Member

P,D. Babhre, S/o Shri Oewaji
Babhte, Age about 55 years#
P/R of Village t Bhilewada# Post s
Kardha# ThanV^^siV^^^^* *
Bhandara* ••• Applicant

(By Advocate • Shri S.T«H« Rizvi)

V e r s u s

1* Union of India# Rep^ through the
Secretary# O^tt. of Communications#
Govt* of India# OOP# Dak Bhavan#
Mew Delhi •

2* The Director General# Deptt# of
Posts# Mew Delhi#

3. Oiief Postmaster General#
M.p# Circle Bhopal#

4# Sr* Svpdt* of Post Offices#
Durg Dn, civic Centre# Bhilai.

5. Shri R.K. Maltare#
ASP (T)# Vidisha. ••• Respondents

(By Advocate - shri p. Shankaran for official rei^)ondents)

0 R D B R (oral)

Justice V.S. Auqarwal •

Shri P.D. Babhre by virtue of the present application

seeks a direction to consider his claim for promotion

to Assistant Si^pdt. Post office cadre from 02.06.1995 i^en

his jtsiior was promoted with all consequential benefits.

2. Some of the relevant facts alleged are that the

applicant was working at Durg. He is senior to the private

re^ondent Mo. 5. private respondent Mo. 5 was promoted
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earlier on adhoc basis* ihe applicant claims that he should

have been given and offered the said promotion before the

private re^ondent*

3. The petition has been contested*

4* fiespondents No* 1 to 4 contended that one post of

Assistant Si:pdt* Post office was vacant at Bhqpal because of

adhoc prcMBotien of the incunbent in the grade of PSS 6roup*B*

This short term vacancy was filled vp on 2nd June, 1995 on

a<3ioc basis from the senior eligible persons from the feeder

cadre froa Bhgpal Headquarter region* Vtoen vacancies occurred

on regular basis a panel was drawn and after that the

ipplicant had also been promoted on regular basis*

5* During the course of submissions the learned counsel

for the re^ondents adnitted that the ipplicant has been

promoted on regular basis in the year 1996 (5th August, 1996)

and is senior to the private respondent No* 5*

6* However the grievance of the applicant is that idien

adhoc promotion was given to the private respondent the said

promotion should have been offered to the applicant*

7* It is well known that adhoc promotion ordinarily

would hot confer any right to a post to an individual •

When the applicant represented, he was informed that SfOioc

promotion has been given to the private re^ondent purely on

adhoc basis as a local arrangement. He was the senior most

eligible person at Shopal* Therefore adhoc promotion was

given to him*

8* in such a situation the civil rights of the applicant

has not been affected. The applicant has been regularly

promoted and as per the merit list of the appointees he
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remained senior to re^ondent No. 5 i«ho is not hexe to contest
the petition, ttieiefore we have no hesitation in concluding
that the petition has no nerlt. The OA is dismissed.

(Anand Kwar Bhatt)
Ateini strative Member

(V.S. Aggarwal)
Chairmen
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