IN THE.CENTRAL.ADlIﬁISTRATIVE’TRIﬁUNAL |
PRINCIPAL BENCH: NEW DELHI

1. 0A RO.118/87 DATE OF DECISION:10.04.1992.
. NANAK CHAND - | " ...APPLICANT
o VERSUS - |
UNION OF INDIA & OTHERS . ...RESPONDENTS
2. 0 NO.452/87 |
| LM,//f/EZ;zIRSINGE B " ...APPLICANT
o ' VERSUS
UNION OF INDIA : ' " ...RESPONDENTS
CORAK:

THE HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE RAM PAL SINGH, VICE-~CHAIRMAN(J)

-8 THE HBON'BLE MR. P.C. JAIN, MEMBER (A) .

FOR THE APPLICANT SHRI G.D. GUPTA WITH SHRI
RATAN PAUL, COUNSEL.

FOR THE RESPONDENTS MS. GITA LUTHRA,'COUNSEL.

JUDGEHENT

(DELIVERED BY HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAM PAL SINGH
L 'VIEC-CRATRMAN (J))

Thls Judgement shall also govern the d1sposa1

- of OA No. 452/87 (Balblr Slngh Vs. Union of India) as

';,giljhe questions involved are. identical in both.' : SRR
S | The applicants, by these Original Applications,
filed under Section 19 of the Administrative Tribunals Act,
1985, have challenged the order of the respondents in which
'theylhave qompulsorilyiretired them after the csmpletion sf
.'30 ysaEs of_serfice. 'They, fhefefore,‘pray forIQEashing

‘Annexure 'A', the impugned orders dated 19.9.1985 and

. 18.9.1985.
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Litw mepl @8 SUThyapplieant;t Nanak Chand ‘was' appointed in Delhi

HES

TERAY PPolite’ a's ‘FOOt Constabléon”4.1,1951% and’ was confirmed in

8

piow nusst Tbeng Fank Wl € £ ﬁ3¥3a1954.5%ﬁéiﬁas profioteéd to the rank of
momiRato vl pead’ Constable b 2446 1957 gnd ‘was ' éonfiried in this rank

“wielt? ISATi196277HE was promoted as AISiI. on 8.1.1975

Cee®LF Onidiand T vas fidenfiriied iw. el £2771,8.51080:  “He “'wals promoted as

! 5Sub-Thspector’ (Exedutivé)on #dhoc basis w.€.f. 6.10.1983.

g silund. fhe - applicant i¢ontends that ‘he® was never communi—
i sirTurnsiony g tdd Twith S the ‘adverse nemarks whlch have" ‘been taken into

L ERetiTie gonsidetation Bfifhéi%espondéh%s ih ‘passing the impugned

S RSSO BEY oRderiiHe "Has stHT1 “fouriyedrs to reach 'thé ‘age of 58 years

wad 120k GRéd He -SHail rétire “on ‘Supéranfuation. “Thé ‘applicant also
3 %87 7051 ichaliengés’ hib:‘bYematuré Fetiferht oh thé ground that hg
ERE R S v ot ' beeh -paid” three’ ‘months - of ‘tiotice, salary and
(RORIHTAS 2Ug116uRhoeB. " He  “FUFtheE - cohtends that Hile 4 (1)(b) of

pEEons G Géitrdl T €171 Servites i(Pension)” Rules "dF 1972 have been

“63665%%a6éﬁé& by *the’ respordents’¥n etiriag® the applicant

-

PFEMEturél§ o From® serviicel *HE " 41567 bon'telids ‘that there was

“ho*ﬁétéﬁiaﬂﬁ%%Toreﬁ%ﬁé fespoﬁdéht§“When he was compulsorily

“:f§¥ffédvﬁfa ”’hoﬂ“‘ﬁﬁaﬁ” ‘He " Béing ‘retired in public

.Iie
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i he 4, ' On notice the respondents appeared and f11ed their

o

PRIt hs atg A
ATIIRRIEE ST R SUnteRLa P Fidavi i ey Phave opposed the contents of the

O.A. and inter alia malntalned that there were several bad

3 N2 ,\,f
entries‘in“

.“n’ a

15 85T

v —
;%“ ‘f%eﬂrecord )Y the applicant and he was
i3 f'.\ kot et RBED i F )

N .y, bunished. departmenlflly-v\ .

3ot R JimT A
) - o . L& i)

para -2 of the

5

counter—affidavit a detailed reply with regard to the ‘bad
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QEQ;“;:_' 19 9 1985.:. They Justified theiru stand that compulsory'

1retirement1,of the"applicant is in public interest., The_”

wtkg; respondents further proceed to contend thatnthe applicant s

’a;qrwgfq.,if name. finds place .. in the +1ist of ; the, police off1cers of

s 1y ”doubtful integrity in the year 1983 . when he was posted at
~e T +-é7;g;3;Police StationP”Sarai Rohilla, Delhi. A long 11st has beenf
. .';kéﬁlﬂfwfxglven by the. respondents,showing that .the applicant vas a
e e ﬁpolice officer with doubtful integritm. They, ‘therefore,

ST contend 1n their counter—affidav1t that the compulsory

-0

;retirement of ‘the, appllcantyfrom servmceuwas 1n accordance

-uufgfct5 rﬁgwith Rule 4&(1) (b) Of, Central Cimil Services (Pension)

et e a,m,Rules of 1972; (herelnafter referred ‘8§, Rules)

R R - PO ,.The-impugned ordenfpassed by the respondents on

. e . _'

Services Jension) gule$r~197zr the;. Addl.fC P.(A.

}Police) (apprOpriate authority) hereby‘retire Sh,

- ‘ % 2.9 Jjmmediate .effect,
i

paid a,-sum equivalent to. -the. ramount of his" pay

T plus allowances for - & period of three months.
A ‘calculated at the same rate whichrhe was drawing;
}them immediately, before ‘his retirement. :
AR i ARt " sd/- K.SINGH

Qesiggationggf the apprqpniate Authority.
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e poe oo A -similar, order .was passed in, the case of Balbir

;:Singhyon:18.9. 1985 by the competent authority.

I

%-=."::6.;-;.¢;~.-,'. Constable _Balbir .Singh din oA ,,,,, No. 452/87 also
challenges his pre—mature retlrement order (Annexure A 1)
dated :18:.9,1985, at the age. of 55 years of age under the
-;Rules. = He contends that he has a right to go in service
upto the - 8Ee- of superannuation, t111 the age of 58 years.
,rThis applicant Balbir Singh JOined the Delhi Police as a -
“waons:tab-Le»;_on._;‘ :2,1.“8..1,952_.,___ He was promoted in 1954 and his

“name «was: . (entered :Ln List B' of the promotion in 1957

.:uziedns different -Police . Stations, of Delhi.i L He - was

- promoted; to. ;the-post of. Head Constable on 1 10 1961 and waSg.
= posted--in. SpeCLal Branch o:f different Police Stations of
De‘lhlh—»This applicant appeared 1n the quallfylng test for

.rpromotion in-, 1970, and was deputed for A S I.__. course at

......

ek Qg_ﬂ_;i_gg-,_r:};.;ﬂl‘n'ag:lnzgf_-;!}'g:!.:,:_,lg‘(‘)llege;, Phlllaur ,and was promoted as

AS?In on ;6;.3:4;;;-1971 Consequent upon this he was promoted'

ma*s Sub- Inspector WeC f. 8 8 1980. N According to this.

’na“pplicant o he, obtained 34 commendation certificates and"w

27 cashy awards -in different periods of h1s service. He . was

*communicated 5adverse remarks for the i‘irst time in 1974 for"'

SRR L !

? ,'f‘”~the perlod between 1 4. 1973 to 5 7 1973. He submitted hlS :

'repnesentatlon against the adverse remarks.'w The adverse

LR
LA

"‘::-_/ wemarks-ﬂacoording to: him, were "should work hard to improve f

sty \.;.\

1h1mself"_awhich were expunged_ on representation by order' ‘

~t

sredatedr 26.14; ﬂ97& but other remarks remained 1n their place,

“u -

.though he filed rev1ew petltion.___ According to- the

zgpplicant he: WaSs,: given.. three penalties of censure in 1976

;z:satand othersli,n 1982 and 1984. The penalty in 1984 was for

: :fii“,habsenting himself. for . three days without permission from

dmy.slﬁe‘, contends that the impugned orders oi’ compulsory‘

retirement .amount - to punishment because they are based on

L( Hv .
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allegations and without departmental enquiries, he Ca‘

”be punished He thus prays * for quashing the order of

compulsory retirement on’ the ground ‘that- they ‘dre- illegal

;void ineffective,i ultra vires,7~arbitrary, malafide - and

A . ) L. .
Tt faawgern - M . oo

tgtdiscriminatory. %”féh%ff:7*?~~ O }»;haarjﬂﬁ

_7. " The respondents notice

<fp~

appeared “and - filed

counter, controverting the contents ‘of the 0.4+>:'They admit

_ithat he was confirmed in ‘the ‘ranki: cof 'AS. I, w.e.f.

x3 11. 1976. According to them in para 25 of theﬁcounter the

zappllcant was awarded punishment“whrle*hevwas:posted in the

”Pollce Station, R. K. Puram by ‘the’ ‘Superintendent sof Police,

“LSouth Dlstrict. the punishment “ofi censures - iThe appeal

agalnst thls order was reJected by “Additionals Comm1551oner

%of Police.-fz Wh11e posted ifn" Police - Gontrolﬂ;Room the

Lappllcant is alleged 'ha ‘have committed grave: ‘misconduct,

negligence and carelessness ESE the ‘dischargeiofshis duties

:whlle he was detalled for diuty on “p.CIR. VanoiniHe: abstalned
'fffom7duty::contrarehihg the” procedire -oft ‘standimg: orders of

¢.c.8. “(Teavey Rules “in” 1973. ~'Hénéé He was”awarded the

chéf&*thé‘:Screening Committeeiuandﬁ

Hiublic interest

)/\f"

the impugned orders it has also been mentioned that the f‘>
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before his retirement. The Rule provides.
T EHES v NS L, it

R s - s B -"-'_-’ o .. ".1‘

L adr o wcngmyﬁ“;.ﬁ@? "48" Retirement thgcompletion‘ﬂof’ 30 years'
‘ e ‘ qualifying service.“j”_ R

1) At any time after EE ‘Govérnfient servant has
i o completed thirty years qualifying service-

daind F R ;ﬁ,a) he may retire from . serv1ce, or

b) he may ‘be requlred by the” app01nt1ng authority

v MY 1 d S by e B0 retire. . Ain the public, interest and in the
" case of “uch retirement” the “Government servant
St oy 1L ;ewishall be entitled to a retiring pension'

[ S e

S Tis 'gaw;igﬁa Pnovidegithat:—

.,;,“ ,.;,.

. Cammey o ogn o wado oman. - 8) &, . Government servant shall give a notice in
% writing “to the’ app01nt1ng “aAuthority at least

f e R L I T B ..three months. before the date on whlch he w1shes
5 ' " to retire,"and

h AN 2 i o * LAt . . . .
p b) the app01ntment uthorlty may also give a

AT iRt ~;: notice .in_ writing . to a. Government servant et

' least three henths ‘befors”the*date on which he
s requlred to retire in the public intérest or
: fhree month's pay - and aTiwances in lieu of such
fn¥ senaia ppeqn BORlice proyided further that where the

' - *Government servant g1V1ng’not1ce under clause
Q»~(a)ﬁnof the proceeding prov1sro is under
) . suspen51on, t’%hall‘be open to the appointing
DIV CORKRIY owan zinkisk J};gauthority to. withhold perm1551on to such

o

% PR
Y IR g Zormer il Y

ey b

t servaﬁt to" retire”under this rule:-
; 2) P government $8ivENtY who' has ‘€lected to retire
G osEedt DIL LPiaved resvy o ;under. . this rule and ‘has. given the necessary
5 - . N 1ntimation “£6 “that “effsdct™ 10 the appointing
A L o shal; be precluded from withdrawing

g4 LS50 Lna o Crane T e o authority‘, 2
g‘ ’ _ ; L ‘his’. electpon subsequently ‘except w1th the
Foosd oysme goidn aeiaeeling Speci£1c~approval i'such’authority

T

Prov1ded that e request *for *withdrawal shall
be w1thin the intended date of his retirement.
B rp thev“pupqse Yof “this rule the. expression
,fwappointing authprit 1- ' shall mean the authority
‘ which is competent“to ‘make appointments to the
;.serv1ce.wor post from which the Government

‘.

"‘g;eat length;

‘.laﬁéAM

&L of the Review Committee; The;respondents have produced for

oauLLL‘}J




of the decision taken on the representation of the;u?

""\ .~i ,“\'3‘1

applicant.

*T Shri G D. Gupta,_counsel fornthe applicant in”

RBu fthellaw\ha

ﬂthe Hon'ble Supreme;Court in the case of Sh. Baikunt Nath_

een finaily‘settled by their Lordships of

'f‘Baripada and'Another '(JT; 1992" (2) SC page 1) \In. this

Judgement ‘the Apex Court has~»rev1ewed all the old.-'

.»udgements ;of“ thatdeourtf“and discussed them in great

detall The "Judgements,_ass fsed in ‘Baikunt Nath Dass’

FEEA

(supra) ,are Vaidhyanath ,}Mahapatra (JT 1989 (1) .SC 360),

1984 (2) S.C.R. 466 Amarkant

( pulsory retirementpis not a:i
] o stigma n nor .l

opinion ‘th , : 46|
j to'” retire - a government servanth,

compulsorily.»The order :is passed .on the subJect-

ive satisfaction of‘the government.‘ ; :

iii) Principles of natural justice has no . place in
...the. context of an order of compulsory retirement.
‘[This does "not meant““that?®'judicial scrutiny is -

excluded.gltogether. While .the High -Court or this .

“could-niot exatiine the “mitté&fs-as ~an  appellate
uthexnmay interefere if .they are satisfied
16 3 is‘passed (af”malhfide or (b)vthat{,




(iv) The government (or the Review Committee, as
" thé case’may be) shall have’ ‘to’consider "the entire
-,record of the service before taking a. decision. in
“the matter-of ‘course attaChing MOre importance to
record of Lany performance during the later years. * .
" The’  record to "be.'s0" congidered’ *would ‘naturally .
_Anclude . .the Lventries <o, the,gwconfidential

o 1“'records/character -rolls, both’ “favourable - and =
s b - o n mw”;:adverse. If a”government servant is promoted toa .
et - higher post notwithstanding ‘the "adverse remarks, -

el g et o Such, remarks losg .their, sting, more . so, if the

- promotlon is’ based upon “merit (selectlon) and not
o Y IEY . B pedoss upon.seniority.?"ﬁ Aﬁ;fﬁfffﬁ_.fg;mQEﬁﬁmwhf ' ',

(v) ~ An order oi compulsory retirement is. not
"liable to be 'quashed ’by' a’ Court ‘mérely on the

coin e shaowing ., .that . while passing it ‘uncommunicated
” _ ‘ adverse’ remarks were “also’ taken into consider-
et ot 1 ation. Jhat - circumstance byritself cannot be ‘a
oo © “pasis’ . Tor 7”"1nterference. " Interference ' is
£- . permis31ble only on. the grounds mentioned in (111) ,
. ' above,"™ """ : . E
averEaniiast eo il adnwl el Dos sria uihdaed 4 '
o e A0. . . Thus, :QHQECi&l" serutiny, . of an . order of %
exnmx ,ncompulsory/premature retirement .has, been 11m1ted ‘The “E

;n;;x( 4~order CAN, be 1nterfered w1th only when the order 1s passed

LRSI A

}1) malafide or, ii). 1t As, ‘based. .on..no ev1dence, iii) it - is

Ll e iy

unnarbitrary or pervenset_ g shall, . therefore, limit our

R SR
S-S

;dg scrutlny .To. these three. L+ on perusal of the 0.A. it is

meen alleged.by the applicants - - =~

Br iy clearthat no: malafide h

evidence has been produced 1nkj};

this regard. We have examlnedbthe serV1ce records of the.”}{j

applicant .'recommendations of-tth Internal_ Screeningaigfsvniﬂ

fﬁf:gj Ebmmitwee and thezM1nutes ofﬂtheéReview Committee. A close-";ﬁ

ﬂnfﬁj**: “‘édmpuiSory;retfre theuapplicant alonguwith other Policef'”T .}

3$Zf€Vﬁ @fficers. Perdsal’of thesexdodnmente alsofindioates that

2533' the ﬁoncbﬂs1ons of"theﬁ'ReV1ew Committees meeting dated

>%ﬁﬁ3A I7a9n88W1s“based upon ev1dence. These :‘conclusiéns cannot-
bewa“qn'be saidttouber;ererse because«theyxhave-arrited at- the

'._Lﬂuan'“w cdﬁclusion~that the COmpulsory«retiremeﬂt‘of:theﬂapplicant‘

E ﬂa“f&s;inupublio intemest‘iwhe R@view Commi%tee doe3¢hot appear'd;

l

;fo“w « fbe have Jarmived fat' the hénblusion*%only mon remarks:.i,




R

'

TYigllance,- Deputy

...carefully ““' service records

"’;";j'-'of “thé "A_'_Pfoli_c‘fA"\_"‘o“'i"'f'i':cfelf‘s of ‘Group 'C' old Police

Air Port, D.T.S.

L1nes, Communlcatlon TRt hulmi
Traffic, Crime and Railways, Police Headquarters
Sécurity - and Licensing of“" Delni ‘ﬁSiice’ who
Tyhévéi“epﬁbiEfeat”BS '§é5§§?*8f\'age' or '30 years
ot igervice and’ having ~tiker  into “éénEideration
:J”fﬁéiaiééﬁmﬁgﬁdatfénéi'ng:fﬁe'yﬁﬁ%éfﬁﬁlifScreehing

i Bonnittes 6F the dbove ‘mentiodfed? ‘Thits” “recommends

-~

CU T patthiET 48 in S public® Thterest'd th Petire the

56

M'f0110w1ng officers ”prematurely uﬁﬁg¥ﬁ Rule

+ s0fnthis: :applicant,: sbut :has - also.:taken into.:consi deration
,"4w;¢he¢zec@mbeﬁd&tionsioﬁ&theflnternwkaereeningeeqmmiftees.

:@As}nmealaiidEihaSybeenﬂallegedabywxhe;applin&nt against

the:respondents in: the'o Aw‘we-conclude'thatkthe impugned

~-v»-;~orders were,not passed in- fmalafldesmanneruL\The evidence




s ﬁby the competent authority cannot ‘pesaid to be either

ﬂarbitraryuor perverse. A8 the order of compulsory retire-

ment is ‘not ‘a punishment;“*it carriesf*no stigma with

D4, T -
et T e

'it ‘nor any suggestion of misbehaviour. The -opinion has.

j‘been" formed to'ﬂretlre “the “applicant ‘‘compulsorily in

“fthe public interest has been‘*based ‘on evidence and -the

’;impugned orders appear “fo' have been passed on subjectlve

h - satlsfaction of the Government. The " principles.of natural
ﬁJustice His: not attracted “in - the context of an order
. ‘of compulsory rotireiient. At appears fthat the Review

: Commlttee has con51dered entlre records of-service before
ER . T ; . b
taking thls declsion. Furthermore;'an orderwof compulsory/

'premature retirement 'cannot ‘be quashed “on the ground
) that uncommunlcated . ddverse - remarks'‘iwere taken into

'conS1derat10n “by “the "ReVieW Committee. - The decision

T S e

toyretire a Government servant’ 1s ‘taKerw in” “public interest

which »is. paramount.‘ A dead wood wh1ch has lost its

e st
)

( ‘u o

When .the utility of a
fhe - B R N § ,’_. =
;”Government servant has diminlshed to the 1eve1 of zero,

! ’.\ i ;" esi g

assessed carefully,

oy v
O

" without malice

rs after 30 years

B o
f -«.,"‘E.-

He is given pension
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13. There is govsuch element of charge or ‘imputati

i in the case of ‘compulsory retirement or pre-mature
T 1 ;g;retirement-A -The, two requ1rments for compulsory retire-

) @1 oo iment. are. that. the offlcer has ‘completed qualify1ng
LI e to dlspense Jyith his further, serviceﬂr It is true
% ~that - -this power of compulsory retlrement may be used

TUTL e gﬁfomﬁtggingfthe the . provisions made

B R it»eabundantly clear that the‘ 1mputat1on of charge

vm@weﬁ Or I £ - not 1n turn made 2, cond1t10nufor the exerc1se of

; wu e g oo o the PQW?¥xu ;ID;QﬁherBWOrds._the compulsory retlrement
é’ L S ;,cap&clgy.l ;?hes§nﬁru}es_;§re. 1n“ parematerla with the
; - wwmzpyr o JFundamental, Rule 56 (J).

soe% o appr roll. -of..an. employee are ‘recorded by the superior

T 24 0fficer: while  assessin »
LE ;: '»":“{
e s or conduct. Some of . these ‘remarks may' be purely
oad InEir ety - , .
R0 *’:: {
a” part1cu1ar

‘ offlcer enJoys. It w1ll 1ndeed“be alfficult if not
PR RN R :“@‘1 &R R I \’L > i » e

1mposs1b1e to prove by pos1t1Ve ev1deﬁce that a partl—
- i 3

Al N s |
2L ROl A ,,; . L h"%’j{‘ ’,“x‘; »,-__',. ; \r

cular off1cer is dlshonest but those'ﬁwﬁo have had -

e

AR
|

ey = e of o ,S. 1
3% + Y ORI F oo v PR I .
5 v LA Pk et : [P S #@bserve St

% :q@ﬁ»

R g
Fa sk .f'». ; &5 -:-',«-_

doubt des1rable to'kmeke ah‘qover alll'assessment of

R SRR R T P A R R MRRE B

the government servant's record, .moreé thaﬁ,ord1nar1ly,

: < Sl en

-value should be attached to the confidential reports

pertaining "to the years immediately preceding such

i TR

consideration. It is possible that a Government

e

F ) servant may possess a somewhat irratic records ip-

H
A 0 1. +he earliv veare of <ervice hnt with the. passage of fa



~12-

NS
Ao

time he may have improved and it would be of advantage

YL

e to continue him in service upto the statutory age of

JE

Thus the entriesﬂ:‘“u:’

'a evaluating the performance of the applicants observed - f

‘?The service records of

' : “to" “time " Theser observations are- dated. 13.9. 85.
bt . s, THEC old punishments forfeiture’ of 6/5 years
' o " of frapproved - gervice: permanently.,k. ‘Censure by

el uvsredn e T ' D.S.P. in 1978, Censure by A.D.C. P., *New Delhi
: : - “yn - 9979, YiCensure: by :CsB.y  NEW. Delhi in -1978.
S N Then are warnings. to the applicant with regard
, : S “ro  the! ‘doubtful integrity., .the .applicant.
T ?roﬁa»?nm= it was observed. . (while posted “at - P.S. Sarai

Ca “t7eTev Rohilla) v hei’ hass investigated. ;324/34 I.P.C.
R Te o wmiiaain Thls A.S.I. demanded Rs.100/- from Shangu Ram

SV malfaor 1o PUE later accepted Rs.50. After ‘taking the

A EEEL LT ni i pery “theé ioALSsI sarrested the ,accused person.

e ag Ferrens but released h1m after taking the money;

ol aigy 44»11,The‘m1DUtQS-0f ‘the Review Committee dated 7.8.1985
L LS ISR S o 3. ey

-‘.,‘

vy, -
Lo

“5is

oi -Police,

‘":Deputy: Commissioner. ; .Crime Prevention and

ervice

dufing hig:’ ‘gervice ,caree» he _hasa he n. awarded'

“the éomplainant tO-uarrest -the .accused ‘person

nshew that_iit -Was . attendedghby Commiss1oner of Police,

'record;
:p:t‘ DAP DNS'_

,f"gm;' { ‘both, maJor and -minor. punishmentSf’ rom time>

into considerationﬂﬁ'

wening,:_,'

fpre—maturely‘u Jof’Fundamenta

Rules of 1972 '3 S N

Chand and 5 other; Police Officers.

show that the competent authority had applied its mind

mmunicated/uncommunicated

These remarks pertain to Vthe _applicant Nanak

w-Rule, 48, .9f the Centrali Civil Services (Pension)'

,“These materials :




______ e b o .
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= AN . P e .
53N . -~ ; :).“,?,.‘f
aLf;tjf Spreading to several lyears previous To' ‘passing” of the
. R . »;L‘ ,~ [ -1 vy o ., ‘ . PE pT oy e e . . ;
impugned order. This shows “that” ‘tﬁ'é ~““Ympugned order :
N :ls ,based upon evidence end it i neither arbitrary nor '.‘
. ! ’ . : T »-—l-e ;" ."""_'11 ;.'"‘""-t.\ T :
8 LR S I p}\_“..,,, R
perverse. As no malafide has been alleged as observed ) \
SN '1 “ X 00200 m DR DI B Rordu suley ’
‘“iwe place our reliance on the case e Shri Baikunt ?

L' ~ R BN g ey T
&

- i
n; -0 pl 'thora of case-laws ‘
!

ude i._that the impugned

not punishments-

e

c t1sfact1on ~of the :

J"'*"

f. natural

2

Ajustice ; have

] ment we have .cons1dered the c‘aSe'fbf th'"‘ appllcants whether
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