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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
' ' 

JAIPUR-BENCH:·'.:-', -
' . ' . ~ ' 

!-·· I 1,; 

: ) ' 
. f 

Jaipur, this the _3Qth doy of}v\orch, 2010 - -

CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. M.L.CHAUHAN, MEMBER {JUDL.) 
I 

I, 

i 

Original Application No.521 /2009 

Roop Narain Shar'lla 
-1 s/o Shri Dwarika Prasad Sharma, - '· 

r/o Village Rajakhera, Mohalla Nayawas, 
Ward No.24, Tehsil Rqjakhera, Oholpur, 1 · • 

Working as postman,
1 

in the offi~e of _' : _ 
Post.Office-, Singawali, Rajakhera 
Distt. Dholpur. 

.. Applicant 

(By Advocate: Shri Pawan Kumar, proxy ~ounsel for Shri 
D.P.Sharma) · -

Versus 

1.; Union of India thr-ough '_the-· Secretary to the 
, Gov~rr:irnent _ o_f India, o·epartment -of --Posts, Oak -- -
- Bh-awa-n, SGnsad Mc;irg, 'New Delhi. ' 

2. Chief Post Master General, ~ajasthan Circle. 
- Jaipur. " i ' .• "! 

·,1, 

3. Sup~riritendent of. Post Offic~~, .Qh9Jpur__Division, 
- __ ;; Dholpur. 

. .. ResponcJents 
(By Advocate: Shri Gaurav Jain) 
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Original Application Nq.522/2009 . 

'/ish·,Jmbhar Dayal Sharma 
s/o Shri Romdeen Sharma, 
r/o J\/1c·halla Jariha, Ward No.7, 
Rajakhera, Distt. Dholpur, working as 
Postmon, in the office of Post Office Rojo khEfra, 
Distt. Oholpur. 

.. Applicant 
I 
I 

(By Advocate: Shri Powan Kumar, proxy Counsel for s~:ri If 
D.P.Sharmo) 

I 

Versus 

1. Union of. lndic· through the Secretary to the 
Governn1ent . of ·1 ndia, Department of Posts, Oak 
Bhawan, Sansad Marg, New Delhi. 

., 

2. Chief Post Master General, Rajasthan Circle, Jaipur. 

3. Superintendent of Post Offices, Dholpur Division, 
Dholpur. 

· ·: Respondents 
(By Advocate: Shri Gaur~y . .Jain) 

··! ORDER (ORAL) 

' 
By 

1
th is .common order,· 1. ~ropose to dispose of these 

OAs as scn1e question of law ard .facts is. in.valved. 
. . : ' 

2. . The :applicants are working as Gran1iri. Dak Se,wak 

v- ith th~ : depart1nent. The· responde·~ts intended to 

conduct: Po~fman: E0
1
or:nfnation

1
. 2009 and for that purpose 

I 

list of eligible persons was prepared, The. applicants were 
. . ~ 

; 

held not eligible for the· Postman E:.:_an1lnation alongwith 
I . : '. 

.. • :.; 

·;., 
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i 
other persons and their canqidat,ur;e was rej~cted on the 

. ; ' ~ 

gro~nd that they ~er~ overage.: ;When the matter was 
i" 

listed on 26.11.2009, this r·ribunal p~rn1itted -the applicants 

to appear in the ex(]mination provisionally ar d result of 

the app.licants was ordered to be kept in sealed cover. 

~· 

Pursuant to the interim direction grant'ed by this Trib·Jnal, 

the opplicants were '.permitted t.o appear in ·the. said 

examination. This Tribunal vide order'! .dated 23.2.201 O 
i 

passed..in OA No.522/2009 direct~d_)he respondents to 

produce the record/result of the appliGqnts kept_ in seale.d 
. ' • . • ' - I • ; I -- - ~ ' 

cover. Today, the respond2nb have pr.oduced the seale.d 
. ' 

covers c_ontaining result of the .~oslman ~xamination .. From 
, ' •,' : , t I , I,. 

perusal of t~e lbt so pre_par.ed by ~he r~~P,C~_9~nts i~ 
·. ·-- -1 

respect of the Postman Examination hE;ld on 13.12.2009, it 

transpires that nam= pf applicant Shri Roop Narain Sharmq 
I 

. . i 

appeor~ of ~l.No,.53 qnd he .. obtained 34 tnorks in Pap~r-A1 
I ' j • .< i ~ l · I 

0 mark i,n Pqper.-B qnq 7 Mar.k~ ih Paper~<: .and total marks 
' I . . ' . I ' • -·· • • - . . ' . I 

are 4.1, whereas. nanie of .app~icant Shri Vish.ambhar. Daya! -
I ' ' . I • ' . • • ' 

Sharma .appears at Sl.No.54 ar:id he obtained 18 .morks in 
. . .· : . : . . : 

Paper-A, 7 ~arks in Paper-a and 15 mar~s ,jn Poper~C .~ith 
' , ' ~ : . • ' I ' ' • • • ' ' . • I ·/ J 

I 

total marks 40 .. From this Jls.t it. is als9. e_~tid.entJh.aL.bot.h _th~ 
; i . .. ; .... --•· . •' ' . I · .: '· - · l . •• 

applicants. could not pass the; P~st_man Examination and 
. . . . ~ l . 
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I. ·- . 



······-·-··----··------~------___ -__ .-_ -.... -.. -. ...... ··::::-.;.:;;:"'.::::~.:-;:·_ ...... ~-- .. -··-~··· - . ······-······-· ····-~·-·--" -···---~--~----- .,.,.~ .. -. .... -· ··-··· . ··~· -------... -. .. r~-=!2~~ ·- ; 

they ·,have been peclared. failed.,· In View of this 

sub~ectuenf ··development, 
" ,. 

the qiJestion 
. -- . 

whethe1 the 

applicants \Vere overage and could not appear Li the 

Postman Examination held on 13.12.2009 need ncif· be 

gone into. 

3. In \·iev1 of what has be2n stafed above, I find no 

rnerit in these OAs which are accordingly disn1isst d cf f 

with no order as .to costs. 
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( M. L. C liA-UfiAN) 
Judi. Member 
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