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DATE OF DECISION 26.12.1596

— Smt.NipmalaNaryla— — Petitioner

Shri R.F. Aggarwal _Advocate for the Petitioner(s)
Versus S ' '
Govt. of NCT & Ors. Respondent
Shri Raj Singh Advocate for the Respondent(s)

~_ CORAM

The Hon’ble Mr.

The Hon’ble Mr.
> | - B : ' )
1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the Judgement ? X
2.- To be referred to the Reporter gr not ? M

3. Whether their Lordships wish to see the fair copy. of the Judgement/\’l e

4 Whether it needs to be circulated to other Benches of the Tribunal ? 0’(

_ JUDGEMENT
(BOWUDVEX B AKX X Wekares xB bk maaex (& X

(s:fv./ais/ua;),
Member(A)
26.12.96
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: & Kumar, Mrs. -Dhingra and Mrs. .~ Viiﬂa etC.- v - -

CENTRRB*ADMINISTRATRIVE«TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH-
_ ar 0A No. 2569/1996 ;1j“'
- New-Delhiy-this 26th-day- of December, 1996. -
. Hon'ble Shri.S.P. Biswas,Member(A)

Smt. Nirmal-Narula- =
s/o Shri RiK. Naru1a S
C-1/37, Janakpur1 )
-New Delhi: - SR e;fhw—: o e sisss Applicantse <o
-(By AdvocaeaShrﬁ-R.P,ZAggarwa1)ar~€ua ’

Ceogggee capenc o oac V@rsustee oo

10 Lt Governor e -
-« Govti of NCT..of De1h1, Delhi--

- .2.- Director of Education- - -
-+ Govt . 'of -NCT-of Delhi, De1h1~-«»u

-+.. 3. Principal- - - )
- 66558 No. 2 Janakpur1, New Delhi: - Responents
- (By Advoqate;Shri Raj.Singh). o i

4w s .. ORDERCOrald ~w -

>App1icant-hereﬁn 1§>aggrievéd.by A—i and A-2-orders. .-

ldated 6+2.96: and 26.11.96,-- respectively, by which - the

- respondents have initiated action:for effecting recovery

to-the extent;-of Rs.8,872/-. -1t was admitted by--both. - -

the partﬁes;sthat these orders-have npt'been preceded by

A

any-prfor:;notiee:giv%ngAan»opportunity~to-the~applicant-n.~:u

to represent-her case. wiso

“.-. In- support-ef-her contention against- the-arbitrary---

recovery ‘as-in A-2, the applicant-cited-the decision of

[

the Hon'ble- Supremef,Courtv.jnAthe_casem of -Di¥visional . - .-

- Superﬁnténdent,riﬁastern Rail#ay‘Vs. LN,  Khatriy -AIR

1974 SC. 1889, - ﬁpp]icant»~aﬂse - submits- gﬁhat - the---

e respondents have' picked up peop1e in a. -discriminating
manner for the- purpose of effecting recovery 1eav1n9 out

similarly -situated ﬁEEEEi@sane~‘ Mrs.- Ba1an1,-'Mrs.

N




i b

Y S

N .lj - B R 2~ R
Ea;:“ 20 STr»-EdwardxCoke described-requirements.of . natural--
justicewfaass'theycduty~nn"to~mvocatey<~intérrogatem and- -

-adjudicate™:-.. It has been said that:

- "Evens God -did- not pass a sentence upon - Adam; »- -
- before-he was called upon to mgk@lhis defence”.
- (Cooper —-Vs. -.-- - Wandsworth - Board: . -of .- -.-
-~ Works)1863(14)- ER- 414, _— .
= The«~Hon!ble-SuprememCourtsof India has: highlighted-this - - .
s S-requirement- in-a long Tine of -decisions e.g. . of - State
of - Orissa~ Vs...Dr.+ (Miss) A«Bina Pani- Dei, - AIR- 1967 - - ..

(8C) 12695 e e

=3 BQf%‘Administrativeaandnquasd—judiciaie~authoniﬁies'w111~uv

- do well - to -.remember that‘fa - decision ... made in

contravention --of-- principles of. natural justice-.~cannot. .-z,
coz-stand in-the eye of law..: -

{

3 : %xw**ln»*the~fcircumstancesri:the.Tribuna1~~quashe5n the: -

~impugned A-1" and-A-2 orders::-If the- .respondents- are

~rs

- still ofléﬁhe'opinion-that-theaamountlmentionedniﬁ« the.» -
>tb.'~*impugned orders are to-be recovered, they shall issue a
show;tauseﬁnnotioe> to:-the-»~applicanf,<-hean -her- and
wconéider=»herv-defenceaand:take appropriate decision in

the matteri. .=~

WA 5@f -&hea~app1ication~is4aJ]owed~and~d&sposed~oﬁ-at;~the;-.n-

sk

. - -admission stage as aforesaid. =+ . . ...

o (S.P.. BiswasyT L .
' =~ Member(A) « .
lgtv/




