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1. OA No.38/87¥ . Date“6f¥deCisibn: 24.07.1992
Avtar.Sinéh«';_-. - ...Applicant
_' ' _.‘ _ ' Vérsus. |
Union of Indid & Others . . .Respondents
2. °0A 43/87 ‘ - |

" Karam Chand: - - ..:Apﬁlicant
| | | i Versus
Union of Indié & Others { ..EReépondents
3. DA 44/87 | h
‘Nissar Abmed - .: | . . <..Applicant

'l Versus
Uﬂion of Iﬁdia & Others , Z..Resppndents
4. OA 46/87 | | |
Duni.Chand'_ L - . .e..Applicant
| B Vérsus N
‘Union of india & Others =~ - - .Respondents
5. OA 96/87 |
Kanéyalal & Others-  ...Applicants
- ' Versus

Unian of'India & Othérs o . « « Respondents

6. OA 152/87

Karam Chand & Others - - ...Applicants
o | Versus | |
Union of India & Others =~ ";,;;ReSthdents
. ‘oa 55/87 |
‘ Keﬁgl Krishan; . :: | : .f.Applicght
o h Versus
Union of India & Otﬁefs | * ...Respondents
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The Hon'ble Mr. Justice V.S. Malimath, Chairman
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