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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE tRIBUNAl.:. 
JAIPUR BENCH 

ORIGINAL APPliCATION NO. 14l /2006 

HON~BLE MR. M.l. CHAUHAN·, JUDICIAL MEM\?ER . 
L;IAN'R! j:: r"'·1R B I 1/J-III'RT 1\ I""\~ .. 1TNT~-rn l\TI' tr:;:: ~.iiC!\ifOt=KJ"\ 1 lVi ~._._ 'I • ,I.., i'\.1 I'"\ I :;. 1 1""\LII'I.i. ,i._, I 1"V"\ J. V ,_ l'iLl'IO'-

.\ 

Li\1. Narwaria son of sl1ri Ja.muna Lal Narwaria by caste Narwaria, aged 
:::bo·u·t r:;2 \t·.=.:::·,·~ -. ~s1 d·;::.n~ o.c,. H',-··u··:::e r-.•o c .. J. S.;::,cto:-, A v,, c."'hv'"'P'u· ·~.;::; Kot::; '"' ~- 1-'"' -, <;; 1 ~ ... I I. ;.., ~ l'i ,•-' I '-- " ·"Tt ~'-~ '-'t "~r 

presentiy workin·g as SA. in the office of Raiiway Mail S~rv1ce, Jaipur.1 , 

O z:z:; -e o.r: .,..sn 1\ll "~P D11 "~at·p· ·r · · i I IL I ~ 1"\.l'li .J • .J U., 

..... APPLICANT 

(By Advocate: Mr. P.N. Jatt'iy~ 

I 
1. Union of India through the Secretary to the Government of 

India, Department of Posts, Dak Bhavvan, Sansad ~'larg, , New 
Deihi. 

"2. The Principal Chief Postmaster,. Rajasthan Circle, Jalpur. 
3; The_ Senior Supdt. Railway ~·1aU Sei\llce, Jaipur Division, Jaipur. 
4~ The head Record Officer. Jaiour ·Division: Jalour .. Ooo. ·Radio· 

I I I :1 I I 1o ' 

. Stat:on, ;vi .I~ Roadf Jaipur. 

. ...... RESPONDENTS 

(By Advocate: rvtr. Gaurav Jain) 

·oR.DER lORAt) . 

. Heard learned counsel for the pai·tres. 

/ 

. The· grieva~nce of the applicant in this case is that in fact no 

adverse· entrv below the Bench marl< has been com·municated to him. 
' . ' 

as such the same could nc)t have been found ground to deny the 

' b .c;,'" fTBQD S ' t h" ~ ~h . . ·t -· "h" ·. t..·th .. ene,_;~, o. __ , cneme o 1m rrom l. e ewe a a e. :,mce t. IS iS no..- e 

· specific pleading made ·in .this OA and the. stand taken of the 
- ' . 

resoondents in .the reolv ls that the oerfo:mance of the aooilcant was. 
' - ' ' .I • • - • - • ) • 

- . . 

·not satisfadorv·, In other words,. the ·case of t!•e res~...oondents is that 
~ .... 
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the applicant vvas not found fair C'"' good fo;~ the .Comrnitte.e for 

placement under TBOP Scheme. As such,. he vvas not grar;ted the 

benefit ·:Jf TBOP Scheme. 

2. view the aforesaid fact,. learned counsel for the 

~oo'l•c-~t -u'om''"- t. :...al· ·n· ~ '"''l.i t-; 1,., ~'"·'"'r'"'·s~,.~i--+-•o··· 'o~<=or~ t:...~ ., .. o.:..:.~~·l'"\t c, 1· 1 O!i • .::> .II!L:::> •1 '- 't: 'Nl! ,,;;:: 1<:::!-' t-;;: c•!t..cu Ji '~! }.':::! · pt:: q.Ut.tiUl.\. 1 

concerned in view of the law laid do\Nn by the A.pex Court ln the case 

of nev Dutt as the Aoex Court has lleld tl1at 0.!ntry tiP-low the Bench 
\' 

rnar.k has to he comrnunicate.cL 

3. In vie~.tv of what has been stated above. the ap9~1cant is di•ected 

to file represent:a.tion befo:·e the arpropriate authority vvithin j 5 clays 

srefl k~[ n g order 

·\t,·,_·i.'-_,,.,,·n rl. r. __ .o. ... ri_(_,_.d_ of h_,\._r,o ,...,,Ar:r!·~s fr"'·r. ·~··!1t:> r!""'"t""' c,-,-- r""'c"r·r~~~- l"'l" t 1·,(:"· ' __ , _ • " ''./, 1.. • <J! . , . , . -· . n <::; . ":': e ;·'. .)! .I .:: 

;i 
. -;-·. \_.~,f-itll. tl'~c,-~- r·hse~··a .. ir-ns ., _ .Jc:~:::: .. _}V ~t.·.!~,...J1""'i 

to costs. 

AHO 

the OA. is ciisposer:l .:Jf \Nith no order as 

U4-~~ CHAUH._\.N) 
11-se~~~t:::'ll"!o .r•p. 
Pii a;; i'iliiJ\1,;;~ \.•.:0 J 


