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IN THE CENTRAL /ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, .Û LAI-iABAD 
CIRg-IT BENCH AT LUCKNOW

T .A . n o . 12^7/87 (T)

(W .P .N O .6530/83)

I

All India Telegraph, Traffic ......... .
Srnployees, Union I I I  Pratapgarh 
& Others. Versu:

Petitioners.

RespondentsUnion of India, &";Others ...........

Hon. Justice Mr. K, Nath, V .C .

Hon. Mr. K . Obavya, A.M.

(By Hon. Justice Mr, K. Nath, V .C .)

No one for both the parties is present. No amendment

application or rejoinder affidavit has been filed , asper

the order d a t e i ,1 2 .1 9 8 9 ,  Ihe relief claimed in this case is
I y

to declare Partapgarh city as class ' C  city, which brings S'Ome 

monitary benefits in the form of allowance to the applicants. 

According to the applicants the actual population of Partapgarh

may be held by this Tribunal to be 50 ,000  or over, in the

th s
counter affidavit, it has b©en stated that according to^record

of the census of li81 the population finally  recorded is 49,932- j

It is pointed out that the fi»^re of 5 0, 188 relied upon by the

applicants was only provisional pending enquiries and verificatiDnl

and that after fin a l  assessment, the population has been found

less thl®n 50,000~ 
i-

No rejoinder affidavit has been filed in rebuttal^ We do not 

think any useful purpose is likely to be ser\/ed by keeping this 

petition pending. Therefore, this petition is disraissed for de-

VICE CHAIRMAN.

Dateds 1990 

sd.

i
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*

Tlie humble petition of the abovstianed 

petitioners most re^ectfully begs to submit as 

unders- •

1. That petitioner oo.i is a registered aiid

reco^sed body of Telegraph and lEr^fis anployees

Union Pratgpgarh which is affiliated to National
c<*— —■

Federation of Post and Telegraph Snployees 4/28 

Karolbagh New Delhi, The petitioner no,§ is the ’ 

branch secretary of the said Union at Prat^garh.

&  this writ petition is being filed on behalf of 

petitioner no.l aPd its maubers and also on b e h ^  

of petitioner no.2 ijsthis capacity of the Branch 

Secretary as well as ^n’̂ s  ika ijindividLir«i£&rcapacity 

aPd farther benefit of its members mentioned herein-
U—

after.

X

2» That the m^bers of petitiotier nb*i at
\

Pratapga^h Brgpch are as unders*

1 . R .N .S in ^  Telegraphist.

' 2. Manna Lall u

' 3. Chedi Lall »

4 i R.P .Dubey i*

5. H an  Kan ■ * ,

6 . Prayagdin ••

7 .  R.P .^n gh  i«

3* That on the basis of population figures

of 1981 census, the final population of M.BiBala '



V \£,

Pratal)garh was acSjudged to be SO, 3S8 *

■ ^

*

4 . That acscording to last pâ /' oammission

report of U ,P . the anployees of the City having 

population 50 thousands afid above would be entitled 

to House rent allowance*

-3 -

■'•i-

X

: • i\

Jhat the State of U .F . considered this QLty 

as Glass '*G'' for having population of 60 thousand and 

above and for the purposes of grant of compensatory 

CGlty) Allowances and House Rent 4l3owance to its 

employees*

6 .  That the State QDvemraent issued notification

dated 12.81, on the basis of b b i  Censes and granted

house rent al3owariG@ to state luployees posted at 

Pratapgarh, This was-done keqping in view of the fact 

that population of tnis CSLty was ajDove 5o thousand 

and tnus with the eTs anbit of Glass '«G>*. 4 true copy 

of the notification of the State Cfeveriiient showing 

grant of (House Kent jiJowance) to its ©nployees at 

Prat^garh 1, is  .^inexure No.]./'

7 . Ihat A<3tiistiashi Adta.karl M.B.Prata>garh

also stated in r^ly  to our letter that actual population 

of the City was over SO thousands on the basis of last 

Census of K81 . a true oop-y of the statement is

iinnejture Mo.^.
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8 . THat LtLstrict Genses Officer/ I).M. also

infojcmed ttie Gsiaeral Meager Telecommunication 

Lucknow by letter dated 8 .11 .83  that,the final figures 

of population of tliis Glty of Pratapgarii as sutaitted
L--

by him to JJirector of Census U.P|.liUcknow, for the 

Gsqsus of 3981 was 60388. A true copy of tne letter 

of information is  Jnnexure i^o.3.

9.. That sanctioning noi^ns of Houge fient allowan­

ce for t'he employees of the State Q^verran^t epd that 

of central Gbvernment are the sane i .e ,  final population 

of a city must b© SO thousand and above.

10 * > That petitioners were a>nstrained to learn

that on the basis of sane censes^population figure of 

50 thousand ahd ^ove ^ d  taking this city as class 

"G« the state Government has granted the allowance 

with effect from S .9 ,8 1  whereas the Central Gbverrtoent 

held by notification dated 7 .2 .8 3  that this was not 

a "C" class city being, less than 50 thousands population.

i4

■ *

11. That a repres^tation was fiiade thereafter S&gr

to Union of India, that some clerical error has 

c r ^t  in noting the final figures of population and the 

employees of the Gentral^vemment (Post Telegraph

■Oepartttent) at Prat^garh .jyy^^ntitied to this

mowance as being enjoyed by tneir counter parts of the 

^tate Qoveminent,

12. 'i'hat thererfter the Union oi' Inaia iraomea
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the petitioner that smce the finaX populatioa
fe—  M .A 6---

figure ot’^Bela Pratapgarh as published was below 50

thousands i*e . 49, 932, hence the Glty has not been

classified as Class '‘G“, On the basis of final censes

figures of 1981. A true copy of the reply is  ^

Atmexure t o .4 .

r -A

J-

■ A-- ^r(''

'h. ,

1 3 . That again on our representation that there

was a cleHcal error, a letter was receivea from the 

office of i)irector of Censes dated 6 .6 .8 3  that final 

population of M .B . Bela Prat^garh was 49 , 9 3 2 . A true 

copy of the letter is  Jinexure i^o.S.

14 . That by letter dated 30.6 .83 the Gbvernment

of India Ministry of finance infoitned the petitioner 

that it follows strictly the Censes report of Registrar 

General of India. In other wards the Central Cbvem- 

ent was not Sound to follow the noms and criteria 

of population for the grant of aouse Alowance 

adopted by the State QDvernment thou^ the basis might 

be the ssme. a true copy whereoi is  .itfinexure

I

15, That when none o^^^the^nj^erned Ministries

of the Union (ijverianent, our request, then ^

the petitioner made a r^resentation t ^ l ^ t  M^gieẑ ^
P

of India dated  ̂ 2?.7.83 and copies to all concertied 

departments offiaLais of including Registrar General 

of India, the Director of Census, Gc>vejmery^.p the S 

d m . and others, stating inter a U a  that r ^ i r e d  

minimus population for grant of n o a s ^ m i ^ o J ^ c e  in

i
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K

»G" Glass Cities is  50 thousands ior

as'State Qoverrsnent of laployees the/population
's.— cUjCLê f̂ VLuĈ , ^ ^  u

figures of 2981 d&-Q@ia3. Census arrived at was 50188

and on the saaie basis the ^tate Qjvernmsnt has ' 

sectioned the ai^wahc© to its  employees. It  was i

further stated that mrector of Census operation U , P ^  

Lucknow either by clerical error has raists^sn this 

figure 49932 as final population although in fact 

and the report of mstrict Census Office/ D M , was 

that final population was 50288. It  may be stated 

here that there was no other source of actual figure 

of population with the I^rector of Census U .P , ejsc^t 

the one furnished by the District Census ^

true copy of the representation to Prime Minister 

of India and copies to othei' <x)ncerned is  filed 

as Annexure iNio.7.

r^resentation ronalned 

that our ill India Body the iMational 

Federation of Post ^ d  Telegraph ifeployees, wew lielhi 

agein requested the Erector General Post ahd Telegraph

concerned aep^t-

raents|^and get the clerical .mistake rectified md to

provide the said house rent allowanoe iSToi^aust"

great i|in,justice to its constituents tnsnbers. But the 

said representation still remains a dead letter, j. true 

copy of the representation is  Annexure Imo.r .

P

17
- T h a ^ e r e  is  no rational basis or criteria

to defferentla^bet»ee*. the ™ployees^t^‘̂ teh^ver«>.ent| 

and the Central Poste(at Prats)garh in ^  much
as on the 

<—
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basis of sane figure of pig population i .e .  accepting 

it to be above 50 tiiousands the State ijtaployees 

have beeri granted House Rent iO-lowance where as 

those of Central QDvernment hafeibeen refused 

population being below 50 thousfeids. The order of 

dentral &vernment is  discriminatory and voilates 

Act 14 of the Constitution of India.

18. That on the basis of last pay commission

report of ,U .P . only the employees of a "G" GLg^s 

Glty having a population of 60 thousands ild above 

axe entitled to (his allowance aiid the state 0)vernffient 

haa accepted this population figure of M»B,Prat£pgarh 

being 50 thousands ^ d  above for the g r^t , there 

is  no reasonable basis for the Central ^vernment, not 

to accept, this fi@ir© as final population and refuse/f^ 

allowspce and thus the order is  discriminatory, ^

That clerical error as crept in the Census 

report of B 8 1  could b© corrected at any time or 

igior^id and the authorities have erred in law in 

SK refusing to correct it*

a). ' That exc^t the final population f ib r e s  

as then subnitted by the JJistrict Census Officer 

D M , Pratapgarh to be over so thousands there was 

no other material which sjpM  empowers JJirector of 

census U .P . to record actual population figures below 

50 thousands.



2 1 . That the opposite pa^ty (of the Central

Governraeot) have failed to exercise juiisciiction 

vested in the under the law for not correcting deri. 

csO. error. '

-8 -
i

r ,

22, That eaiery raonth the Post and Telegraph

anployees of Ufiion, including the petitioners are 
f U ' IT 0—

b ^n g |^  financial loss of House Hent allowance for 

which they are entitled under the law.

That on the ba^is of population to be more 

than 50 thousands, the M#B.Prat^garh is  entitled 

to be declared as ' G* Class City as has been done 

fey Urdon of India by notification of finale© Ministry 

, dated 7 .2 .8 3  in respect of other cities of U .P , like 

BarabaPki, Oia^iabad, L^himpur, Lallitpur, l^agabad 

T ^ d a  and Urmgp etc.

24. That the petitioners and its manbers

are being deprived of the property regulaxly and a 

to their fundanental rights to hold properly are ^  

being violated irrationally, ^ d  arbitrarily.^^'^^-^’̂ ^

26. That the petitioners request to declare

this City as Glass *'G'* ^ d  also grant than House 

Rent ^lowance on tne^asis of parity of U.P .state 

Inployees have been arbitrarily rejected.
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or criteria to differential between tiae employees

of State Qovernment aPd the. Central p@sWtat

Pratapgarh irl ajiy much as on the bst^s of sane/
figure of population i .e .  accepting it to ‘be above

So thousands tne State ibiployees have been granted 

House Rent iillowajice where as those of Central 

(government h a ^ e e n  r e f u s e d ^  population being 

below SO thousands, Tne order of Central (i>v8mment 

is  discriminatory and voilates ^rt. i4 of tne 

Constitution of India*

Jr  ‘

" r

|B) Because on the bas of last pay Commi-
y

ssion r^o rt  of U ,P , only the ^ployee s of a “G*' 

Class d t y  having a popula.tion of, so tnousafids and 

above are entitled toltiis allow^ce and the .State 

Cbvemment has accepted this population f i ^ r e  of  ̂

M.B.Pratapgarh b«iug 60 U  thousands a?id above for 

the grant, there is  no reasonable basis for the 

Central ^Government, not to accept this figure as 

tinal population and refuse^^lowane© and thus the 

order is  discriminatory.

(C) Because clerical error as crept ii, the

Census Keport of 1981 could be corrected at ahy time 

or i^jored and the authorities have erred in law in 

refusing to correct it ,

«D) Because, except the fitial population figures

as then sulmitted by' the lAstrlot Census Oiiioer /

0 ^ .  Prat«>garh to be ov.*^ so t,,oustf.Us « „ /



>
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no other material which empowers QLrector of 

Census U.Pe to record actual population f ib r e s  

below 50 thousai:icls.

-  30-

(B) Because, the opposite party ( of the Gea-

tral Gbverament) hsiwe faileti to exescise juris<3ic- 

tion ‘Vfe'stg'd ill the uiider the law ioi' uot coriccting
V

ele^leal error.

X. (F) Because every month the Post ahd 'I'elegrggph
i

@npl^ee|^of Union, including the petitioners are 

beinf|^^E'fioahcisi loss of House Rent allowance for 

which they are entitled under the law.

CQ  Because, on ths basis of population to be

Q-iOi'e thaii 50 thousands, the M.B.Pratapgarh is  mu 

titled to be declared as »O' Class a t y  as has been 

done by Union of India by notification of fiuaAice 

Ministry dated 7 .2 .8 3  in re ject  of other Cities 

of U .F . like Barab^&i, Gha^iabad, L^himpur, Lallit- 

pur, Nagaland, Tahda aiid Û iiiaP etc*

CH) Because, the petitioners and i t s  members

are being d e r iv e d  of the property regularly aJid

to their fuiidameutal rigiits to hold properly are

being ^ o l a t e d  irrationally , a*id arbltrarily*€Af-«'^-i,.^— . 

O w d {7  ^

®^caUse, the petitioners rsguesiJ to declare
r

this a t y  as Glass *« C" and also g r ^ t  t h ^  House



X

f •
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s'̂

^4

• -1 1 -

Rent ^lowaPce on the basis of pgu?ity of U.P*5tat@
>  * '

^ployess have been arbitrarily rejected#

PiUYiR '

It  î - therefore prayed that a- writ 

of maadenus or a?iy other order, direction or writ 

in the nature of raandssnus be issued directing the 

opposite party concerned to grarit House Keiit 

.£LJbwaAio« r«gulaJ‘ly to ptttitionars »id its  

manbers.

(i) To issus any order direction or 

writ to correct the clerical mistaK© in the 

records. . '

C i i ) ' To issue any order direction or 

writ in th6 nature, of m^dasnus commanding the opp- 

party concerned to treat the actual popuxation?to 

be 50 thousands aiid above and to declare this 

City as Class (C)^ GLty, "

Ciii)y To quash the ordersi.^s€i«d in so 

for ^th £ j^  go" against tn® petitioner

IajuU L  ;

Civ) xo gx’ai'it a;*y iurtner or otaer relief 

that the petitioners uiay be ©utitled to in tae 

circumstaiLices of the case.

Ludcnow Bateds

Wov®iber ,B 8 3 .  CK.P..^ngh)
 ̂ ■ - Advocate^'

; Counsel for tn© Petitioners.
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IN THE HOW’ BLB HIGH OjURT OF JUDICA'iURiS a T 

k l T O  G 4T L U M O i ,  ' ■ ^

WBIT PEHTIOlNi m . OF 3383

 ̂ iO.1 India Telegraph Traffic iihiployees 

Union I I I  Frataipgarii& ajiottier* ....Petitioners

Versus ' •

Union of India, Ministry of

flnafic0 & others. ................... . Opp .P it ie s ,

4

4

M

No .866/S.IICB)/83 

(bvsmment of India 

Ministry of FLoance 

CDepartment of Expenditure)

Wew Delhi, the ,|)ril, 4 .5 .3S83 .

)
■Sri Em  Vishal Pahdey, ' 
Br. Secretary jX i India 
Snployees Union Glass-Ill 
Pi’atspgajph CU.P,)

• • • •

^ubg- Glassifioation/upgradation of cities on the

basis of final population figures of 3B8 l.Census 

Case of Classification of Bela, Pratapgaxh in 

U .P . as a ‘ C  class GLty regarding;

•  • • •

Sir, '

. I an directed to .refer to your letter 

coated ^ ,2 .3 3 8 3  addressed to Snri iUJ.iyer, General
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- 2 .

/

4

Hew Delhi with a copy thereof endorssa inter alia 

to this Ministry on the subject otted above aPd to 

say that the matter has been exanined in consultation 

with the EegLstrar Oeneral of India, a s  intimated 

by them according to final population figures of nssi 

Census the population of Bela Pratapgarh (MB) of 

Prat^garh Tahsil in Pratapgarh Dis tr ic t ,^U i , is

49,932 which is  less than the minimum population of 

60,000 required for c3.assification of a city as ‘ G« 

Glass, It  has, therefore, not been found possible to 

classify Bela, Prat^garh as a ' C» class d t y  on the 

basis final 1981 Census figures*

Yours faithfully

Sd/- V.G.Tewari)
(V.G.Tewari).
. 3 .5 .83

Under Secretary to the Qoverriment of 
India.

m jJGOPY

II

fi
'



IM m s HOi\i»M.S HIGH COURT OF cjgDIGi'JIJftS

' s i t t i n g  ^  m M o w .

« # • • #

WRtT PB'ilHOiM wo. OF 1983

All India telegraph, Iraffis 

Snployees UniiDn I I I  Pratapgarii

Versus

Union of India, Ministry of 

Pinanace & others.

..  .Petitioners

• • • Opp .Parties.

1^0.5

, No.P .C .1 1132

(BYBBiMMT Olflî jDA

MIWISTHY OF HOM^ AB’FiIRS
- /

Office of the iJirector of Census Operations, Uttar 

Pradesh.

(Planning and Go-ordination Cell)

. 25j l̂ awal Ki shore Bo ad,

Lucknow: 2^ 00i(U .P .)

Bated June 6 , B 83

The Secretary,

ill India B.M.s.Employees.
Union Class III  ^
Pratapgarh (U .F .

Subjects- Classification/up gradation of cities on

the Basis of final population figures

3SS1 Census Cass of Classification
f

of B e la P r a ta p ^h  in U.i^. as >C» City.

Bear Sir,

With reference to your letter



7 i >

-3 -

dated 24.5.83 addressed to Siiri V.G.'liwari, 

under Secret.ary to QDvemment ot India, Ministry 

of finance C^«0«3«), lielhl arid copy endorsed
' r

to this oiiice. I nave to state tiiat according 

to “Census of India 1981 Series 22, Uttar Pradesn 

p ^ e r  I of 1982 ilnal Population Tetals” the final 

population of Bela P raW garn  M.B.Urban is  ^ j 9 3 2  

only.

Yours faithfully

ScV-Harbiiajan Singh 

Ciiar Bhgyan Singh)

J

ssistant jJirector.

V- THJ'B COPY
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IK im  HGM» a S  HICH 03U RT GF JU.UIC4'i)JE^ Si

¥/KtT PSHTIOW m-. OF 3J3B3

A

jai India Telegraph Trattic Jtaployess
{

Union I I I  FrS,tg$)garh & another Petitioners

Versus

I

Union of India Ministry oi Finance 

& others. ♦.* , Opp,Parties*

^NSXUiiS i\i0\6

4 -1

X T '

No.l366-B,IlCB)/83 

Gavemment of India 

Ministry of FLn^ce 

Department of iJjcpenditure)

New i-»eliii, the 30 June, 1983

To:

Shri Ha3i. Vishal PaXidey,

Secretary,

All India fMS.Snployee,

Union Clerk I I I  

•Prat^garh CU.P,

Subjects- Glassifi cation/up gradation of cities on 

the basis of final population figures of 

1981 Census Case of classification of Bela 

Pratapgarh in U .P ., as ' G« class city- 

regarding, ,



V

- 3 -

<31.3? j  . .

I am directed to refer to your letter 

dated 20.5.1983 on tne subject citea above and to
A,

say that tor purposes of classification of a city/ 

town on the basis of population criterion this 

Ministry strictly goes by the decennial Census 

Report of B .G .I . only and'is not guided by the 

criteria f olio wecy info m at ion forw.arded by other 

sources. In case there is  any doubt about the 

corrsctaess of figures of population furnished to 

this Ministry by R .G .I ,, the matter may please be 

taken up witn the office oi Heglstrar General of 

India*

Yours faitnfully

jSd/-.V.C.Tewari 
C V.G.i'ewari)

26.6^83
Under Secret.ary to the Government 

of India.

THJJS
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IN m  H0W»HLS HIGH O T R I OF JU'DICA'JUiS 4T 

' SETTIiMG A'i'LQGKi'lOW*

A
--4

wfai'PBiiTiow wo OF B 8 3

All India Telep-^li Traffic iitoployees 

Uoion II I  Pratapgaria & another... Petitioners 

Versus

Union of India Ministry of Jinanace 

& ottiers. * .•  • • •  Opp.Parties*

India R*M.S.Biisployees Union G la^ III  

Pratsipgarla (U«P«)

No.ii/tiJy/Bela Pratapgarh dated 2? .7 .83 .

Ih© Prime Ministrer of India, 

iMew Delhi.

Subjects House Rent ^Howance (Bala Pratapgarh) step 

montherly treatment towards centra  ̂ . ■
■K'

anployees by depriving of thair

U

Most Hei^actfully Prime Minister.

We the thousands of GentraJ. employees ' 

working at Bela Pratspg^jh CU.P.) most rsspectfuiiy 

put forward the foliovdng points on tae above sub- 

ject in expectation of your honour's intervention 

towards redEessal of our above ^nuine grievance* 

C,l) The required rairdmum population figure for 

granting house rent allowance in »G> class cities 

is  60,000.00 for Central GDvernraent employees as 

well as for state ®nployees of Uttar.Pradesh,



>

%

-a.

2 , The popula.tion figure of 1381 deceriial

censes arrived at is  50,338 (Ref e census of India 

2B81 Series 2S-Uttar P^afiesh paper 1 of 1981 supple­

ment pag© 85, Bela Pratap garh 50 ,338).

\

X

3 * On th© basis as mentioned in  para 2

above the Dttar Pradesh Goverranent granted 

for Stst© employees vide G.0.i>io*(Li-2632i!l/3D--2)9- 

81 (H .R*a .) dated 29 Decsnbsr B81# Photostat 

copy of the ssoie is  attached*

u '

4 . But iiiractor of Census operation

Uttar Pradesh Ludtnow either by Clerical error or 

otherwise mistaken this figure as 49932 (Ref, Census 

of India 2981 Series 2a-Uttar Pradesh P ^ e r  l of B 8 2  

final population totals# ■

The above error committed at the 

V '^ '^ f f ic e  of i)irector of Census operations U.P,Lucknow 

who have contradicted their own worked out" figures 

as referred in para 2 and 3 from 50388 to 49932 

deprived Central government employees of their 

genuine due demand of H .R .4 . whereas U.P,state 

employees are getting the same since 29 September 

1S81 as per census figure of 3S81 as referred in 

para 2 above.

Rejected Prime Minister we have 

t^ped all and every book and corner (either by 

corre^ondance or by personal contract) concerning 

to the above subject but unfortunately^all turned



wm ̂

A

a (leaf ear towards our genuine demand and being 

hopeless for all sides we are seeking tne supreme 

shelter and noping a positive response by eilecting 

^an t  of house rent allowance to central Government 

employees working at Bela Prat^garh (U.P-.)liice 

state employees of Uttar Pradesh,

Thanking uour honour'in anticipation.

Yours Sincerely.

Branch ^lecretary H.M.S.Union 

Glass IJl, Pratapgarh (U .P .)

Copy tos

1 . Sri W.J *4yer, G.i>.A*I .S» employees Union 

Class I I I  C»M.Q»i'^ew iielhi for necessary action*

2. i^e^strar General of InaLa î ew iielni.

3. Sri J.L .Bajaj Secretary finance U.P,CVita 

Sannaya Jnubhag-l in reference to nis U O . 

i'io.a 2532v w 239-81 (H.ii.Ac) for intimating 

basis of granting H .R ,4« to U«P. acpioyees working 

at Bela Pratapgam CU «p «) a?id its justiiication 

in respect of this err@Beous population figure

the 1981 Census i .e .  603B8/4932 as detailed above.

4 . lUrector of Census operations U.P .Lucknow 

regaroing justiiication or two population ligures 

of Bela Pratapgarh CU.P,-) 5031^/49932 as 

referred to above and correcting tne latter 

figure*
I

6 . The Gavsrnor of U.P.Lueknow.

6 . Sri S.K.Vyas, General Secretary confederation of 

Central Qovernment employees wew Delhi.



■- -t

/S:.

7« Sri G«P,Ghpta Secretary General wSPin 

, Mew Delhi* 

a* I'he District Magistrate Prat^garh.

9* Shri aiiv % b «Shukla^rcl@ -Secretary R,M,S. 

Union Class III jHaiiabad*

. C KiM YisMa VMimr)

Branch Secretary
\

R.M *S«Uxiioti Glass II I  Pratapgarh 

U .P .

I d *
THJg OOfTC
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IN THE HOIM'aiB EKE  GOJRT OP JUDI.CA2URS 4'I 

S i T M G  AT UJOCkOW*

WHt T FE'II llOK WO. OF- 19S3

<

-HI India Tele^apii Sraf'fic %ployees 

Union III Jeratapgarl:! & ^otoer. . .  .Petitioners 

Versus I

Union of India, Mirdstry of 

Elnance & others* . . .  Opp.Parties#

- (

S M J R B  WO48

1̂ 0. F/ 12CHEi) /BF . Dated*, gust 25,1B83

The rector General,

Posts and Telesf^hs,

Mew Delhi.

Subject: G^ant of H .R .4 . .to tne P & T. employees

posted at Bela Prat^garh, Uttar Pradesh. '

Sir,

The mirdmum population figure necessary 

for grant of H .H .4 . in ‘ C» class cities is  50,000 .

The population figure oi Bela Pratapgarh as per 1981 

Census in 60,188 (Hef. Census of India 3J981-Series 

22-Uttar Pradesh, Paper 1 of 1981 supplanent page 

C5) on the basis of the above,figures the Uttar
r

Pra,desh Government has granted HH4  to tne employees 

vide G.O .î io. Gfc. i« ^ 3 2 ;^ 30~ 2)9-8ICHR;^ dated ^ * 12.81 

(photostat copy attached.

Unfortunately throu^ clerical error or 

othervd.se, the final Census figure of Bela Pratapgarh
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<

\

t
, I

\ I

- a -

been sHomi as 49932tHef . Census of Itidla 1981
\

Series 23-Uttar Fraciesli p ^ e r  1 oi’ 3982 iinal 

population totals). IM s  error nas aeprived the 

P &■ T employees of their legitimate donaAd for graAt 

of H .R .a. at the rate admissible to • G* class 

cities. , ‘ '

We will be tharikful if the case is  tajcen up 

vdth the appropriate authorities to sort out the 

matter with a view to facilitate grant of HR4 to 

the P&T employees of U.P .posted ih Bela Pratg^garh

CU.P.) as is  being enjoyed by the State GDvernment
f

anployeas.of U ,p V

Yours faithfully

s<y-.

CO.P,(ijpta)
, ' ' Secretary. General.

. r-

' Sncls One,* j

^  to^CD General Secretary A*l*m .S&

' iS.U.ta.ass II I  (CBO),l\io.

C 2) The Braftch Secretary, 4 .I ^MS &

S.U*Class i n  y Pratsgpgarh

•Set/-0 *P «Ĉup ta. 

CO.P.Ci^pta)
^ecretajfy Gexieral.

■I'

m
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IW THi H0i\i»HL3 H I(51 COURT OF JUDIC-iKJiiiiJ AT

SI TTli\iG aT'lilOCi^OW.

WRIT FiSTITIOî  WO. OF 2983

‘T V '

Union I I I  Pratapgarii & anotner

A

411 India Telegr^hj Traffic iSaployees

. . .  Petitioners

VerbUs

Ui*iou o£ liiuia, Miiiisory ol ilnance 

& otners# . . .  . . .  Opp'.PaTties.

■ Aij’gl DAVIT 

I,, i^ud^a Prat^p angh aged, about years.

Telegraphis, Branch ^Secretary of Petitioner no .i
ta.— O'- „

D.T.O.Offlee Pratapgarhj the aeponent, do Hereby 

:ol8ranly affii» and state on oatn as under;-

1 . That the deponent is  petitioner n o .2 and

Pairokar of petitiouer tiO*i iii tne abovenoted Writ 

Petition and as sucn n© is  fully conversant vwith tne 

facts of the case .d^o^ied hereinafter.

That the contents of paragrapns

is ---

Of .triis Writ Petition are true to my own knowledge, 

those of paragraphs • %

iX
are baiievea to be



A

a
-S.

true on the basis of legaX eg■

■or

<
. ' o I 
' .•■ fj (f

That ipnexuras are certitiea

cjopies apci jiritsJiurtis i are true copieswhich

have bseo <ximp.â eci with their respective originals .
c

by the deponent.

Lucknow Dateds 
is-

D^onerit,

VJSHEPIG&TIOiNl

A

Ij the deponsnt ogned abov^, do hereby 

verify that the contents ol parags'sphs 1 to 3 of this 

affidavit are true to my own knowledge, m  part of 

it is xalse ^ d  notning material has been concealed. 

So help me ti>d.

Lucknow 1̂ 3,t@dj •

c_. cuib̂ :.r"’ , 3S83. 

02____ ___

before me.
I identify the deponent, mo hasa signed

Advocatc

Solemnly alfii^fd bei'ore m© on ’‘3> ’ ^ ^  "<5 
• st»rn •/p'.nr.at a.ra ./p-^tnrT^y Sri Hudra Pratap Singh, 

the'deponent, who is  identified by Sri K .P . Singh. 
Advocate,Hi^ Court, at /illahabad,

 ̂ .-I have sati^'ied myself' by exsinining the d^onent 
that h© under strands the contents of this g£iidavit 
fhich have been read over and explained before

O A iHC-'

No.
£>at
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IN THE H01'̂ «BLB HIGH ODUBT OF JUUIG43UHS 4T j:-Lj|iiB!4D

S IIT O G  Al

• • •
C «i '.J 1 .W0 .

In res.  ̂
WKT PE'II110i\l wo* 3B83

V-w v -  ^ 'w '-w V 'w  v-

'./KT " ' -x/

1 . ill  India Telegr^h & others. . .  .4)plicants

In res

1 . Jll India Telegraph ’Traffic Hnployees 

Union II I  Prat^garii, through its Branch 

Secretary Sri l^draPratap ^ngh , jJepart- 

mental Telegr^h Offic, Pratapgarh,

2. a id raP rat^  Singh, Telegrapiii st as 

well as Branch Sedyetary of Petitioner

no«i D .I.O .Office  Prat^'garh*., ,  Pstitionars* 

Versus

1 . Union of India, Ministry.of ELnancs 

(Bepartoent of expenditur©) i'̂ ew Delhi,

2* lirector General Post and i’elegr^hs,

Union of India, iMew Delhi.
s

3. Director of Census operation Ministry of 

Home affairsj tos:EB^k Government of 

Indiaf25 Naval Kishore Boad,Lud5inow.

4^r-^^e of>U.P. . . .  Opp.Parties.

_#^PLI 041101  ̂ K)H stay

It is  therafore, prated that this 

Hon»ble Oourt might be very graciously pleased to



3

ho

' H

direct the; opposite party Union of Ificiias’ jjpt to 

pay the House rorit aXlowahce on the sscae pattern 

as ©njoye'd by the State employeas,^subject to ' 

furflishing security if any. ^

Lucfc'flow Datedlt ; 

Nov amber ,1983,.

■K -

(K.P.Sidteh) 
.^liayocatQ ^

Oounsel‘for the 4 )plicaXits.

'• -V
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___ XH THE HON»BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT  ALUffiiBAD,

V.

LUCKNOW DENCH , LUG KNOW,

It

COUOTER - AFFIDAVIT 

in re?

Writ Petition No. ^ ^ 3  of 19S3.

All India Telegraph Traffic anployees 

Union.Illj Pratapgarh and another...

Versus

Union of India and others... . . .

fetitioners

*i*Oppo, Partiesl

> 0 " "

. <■

COUIfJER affidavit 01 BEHI^LF OF OPPOSITE PARTIES NOs. 1 & P.,

Ij R*K,3hargavaj aged aboat 52 years, son of Shri

Shyam Lai Bhargava, resident of 6 P&T Officers Colony.

Ali-ganj,' Lacknov/j do hereby solemly affirm and state as 

under:-

Tliat the deponent is Divisional Engineer, Telegraphs,/icr’r \ ^  ----- -a,-—

% M  T 1  competent,to affirm this affidavit

■v:'< }?/' on behalf of opposite parties Nos. 1 & 2 ,

That the deponent has read and understood the

C 2

contents of the writ petition and stay application and 

he is well acquainted with the facts of the case deposed 

hereinafter*

3. That the contents of paras 1 & 2 of the writ

petition are not denied.

contd, ,2
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4, That the contents of para 3 of the m it petition 

are denied and it is stated that the final population of 

Bela Pratapgarh (M.B*) is 49,932 according to the letter 

NO. P^G 10/DGO-UP/11-79 dated 3«1«€4 of Director of Census 

Operations, U*P», Lucknow, A true copy of this letter ,is 

filed herewith as Annexare Ho. Q^l. The final population 

of 1981 as reported by Director Census Operations U*P» 

m s published in "Census of India 1981'" Final Population 

Totals,” page 44* A photostat copy of page 44 of the 

^  aforesaid publication is filed herewith as Annexure

The figure of population 50,188 as given by the petitioner 

for the 1981 census of P3ela Pratapgarh(M,B.) is only 

. provisional and not final. It is significant to ps înt out 

that the word ''ANANTIM'' has been replaced by the w©rd 

’•AWTIM”, regarding 1981 population as given in the copy 

of letter dated 8*11,83 of the District Census Officer, 

Pratapgarh filed as Annexure No.3 to.the writ Petition and 

_ to that-extent this annexure is n©Jr a true copy of its 

original. This mistake of mentioning ^he word"AI^TIM" 

instead of -''AI'IANTIM'’ has caused/confusion* A photostat 

of the letter dated S ,11,83 of the District Census

, ^  ... Officer, Pratapgarh containing the word "ANANTIM" with

\ A  . . .  ..................................
T  ] population of 1981 4s filed herewith

Annegure N o / C-3> It is clarified that the figure 

60,188 was based on the crude totals arrived at immediately 

after the 1981 census, published as provisional in 

" Supplement tQ Census of India 19S1 Provisional popular 

tion totals- 19S1’' on its page 85. A photostat copy of 

this page is filed herewith as Annexure Ho. Farther,

^ photostat copy of page I of the instructions issued-on 

26*12,80 to the^ District Census Offices in connection 

with supply of provisional totals soon after the census 

is filed herewith as Amexuv^

. . .3
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/! . nrl 5  n f  the

, „ . P .  anaas saoa ' ,  g of tUe « i t
opposite parties. The =on.ents oi pet -

; i . o n a . s o . e X a . e t o c , p o . U e p a . t , . . . 4 , - S ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^

O f  U.P. Hovrevet, it is stated that the copy oi the Ac. 

f ic t io n  tiled as Anne.axe 1 to the vnMt petition does 

not in any isay indicate that ^bIr Pratapgd.rViGw.j.) has 

been declared as Class 'C  City or that fina,! populs.*olon

I on. the basis of 19S1 census is not 49,932 bat is 50 ,IBB.
i

; In fact, the population of 1981 census according to the 

final record i ^  undoubtedly 49,932 as already explained 

in para 4 above of this counter affidavit.

6. That in reply to the contents of para 7 of the 

writ petition it is stated that the ivdhishasi Adhikari, 

M.B. Fratapgarh vide his letter No, 248 dated 2 ,3 .23  

appears-to have intimated the provisional population 

figures of :Bela i^o^^^fe'fratapgarh as 50,188 as per 

the crude totals arrived at immediately after the census. 

It is em,phatically reiterated that the final population 

of i^ela Frate.pgarh(M„3.) according to 1901 census is

49,932 ana not 50,1SG as already explained in para 4

above of this counter affidavit.

7- That the contents of para S of the v.Tit petit/ 

are denied. It is stated that the Distriet Census c j  

fratapgarh had reported only the prnyUionaiam irii/

Dot fiiKl a a i M )  figu .̂̂ 3
m  census. The co

Positi.^^n has already been stated 

counter affidavit.
in para 4 of this/

C ,
J'-’iat the contents of

P ^ t r a S S Y Q f  V

S b L
p
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of the petitioners regarding the Gentral Governraent are 

not denied. However, the position of Gentral Government 

empleyees in the matter is as follcwsi-

(a) i\s per extent criterion of the Goverranent, which 

is based on observation/recorariiendations of the Third Pay

«

Comtnission, cities/to'^nis are cls-ssified into *A’ j 

*B-2' .and ‘ C’ classes for payment, 'Lnter-alia, of House 

Rent Allowance, to the Gentral Government Employees posted 

there on the basis of their population as reflected in 

Decennial Census Report of Registrar General of India* In 

r  ' ■ , such classification for HRA/CGA purposes the population

of the city with in its municipal limits is taken into 

account* For classification of city as ’ C* class on the 

above basis, its decennial census population should be 

over 50,000, I'

s

(b) . . The Ministry of Finance, Department of Expenditure, 

have recently done classiflcation/upgradation of cities/ 

towns for HR/i/GCA purpose^ on the basis of final popula­

tion figures of 1981 census. Accordingly, ,orders i-neve 

issued In this Ministry's CM No, 11016/5/82-Ea 1(B) dated 

7-2*S3F/D. As intimated by .the office of Registrar General

India, according to final^1981 Census figures the popu-

/;;y  lation of Bela Fratapgarh is 49, 932 which falls short of

 ̂ ■ r !
, ,  •%%
\-''V ;
\ '• " -'//
% ■■

the required minimum population of 50,000 for classifica­

tion of .a city as *G’ class city. Accordingly, Bela Pratap- 

garh could not be classified as *G* cL3,ss city for payment 

of House Rent Allowance to Central'Government■employees 

posted there. It may be mentioned that the provisional 

population figures of 1981 census published by Registrar 

General of India indicated the population of Bela Pratapgarh 

(I'UB,) is 50,188* Hoi,@ver," for. classification purposes 

Government of India has necessarily to go by the final 

figures and not by the provisional figures, which is also

contd® *.6
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in keeping vjith the past practice followed in this regard,

(c) As regards the practice followed by the State 

Government of U.P, for grant of House Rent Allowance to 

their empl©yees posted at Bela ..rratapgarh, it may be 

stated*that for classification of cities for payment of 

H.R.A, -to Centrs.l Govt, employees. Government of India 

goes by the census report of Registrar General of India 

only and 'the figures furnished from other sources and 

the basis adopted by the State Governrnent for classifica­

tion Qf cities for p&ymen| of House Rent Allowance to 

their employees is not acceptable.. The'Central Government 

fijilcws it own rules/regulations and procedures for grant 

of various allowances to its employees and it is not 

guiaed by the patfcern-follcwed by State Government,

9. That the contents of paras li, 12, 13 and 14 of the 

writ petition are hot denied. However, it is stated that 

the Central Government letters filed as Annexures Nos. 4,

5 and-6 with the wriî  petition are self explanatory in 

this matteir.

- 5 -

^
k

-10. . Jhat in reply tpi the,,,contents of paras 15 and 16,

of the writ petiti.^n, it Is  stated  ̂ that the final popula­

tion of 1931 census of Bela Pratapgarh is undoubtedly

49,932 as correctly reported by the Director of Census 

Operations, U.P. Lucknow, and there is absolutely no 

error in these figures of final records of the census 

operations of 19B1. As already explained in foregoing 

paragraphs the figuje 50,188 as then reported by the 

District Census Officer, Pratapgarh, was only provisional 

and not final. Further, in respect of representations 

referred to in these paras, it is stated that the subject 

matter of these representations has already been disposed 

off by the Central Gover-Mcnt, through the letters dated

30.6.33 filed .s  Ann^surc 'Jo, 6 alon-vxth this-writ .etiU nn .

contd. , , . .6
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11, That in reply to the contents of,paras 17 and 1§ 

of writ petition, it is stated that 'the position has 

already been explained in the foregoing paragraphs and in 

this connection the contents of para i above of this 

counter affidavit are reiterated. Further^ it is emphati- 

cally stated that there is absolutely ne discr&ninatlon 

and violation of Article 14 of the Constitution of India 

in any manner.

12. That in reply to the contents ©f paras 19, 20 and

^ . 21 of \^it petition, it is emphatically stated that there

is absolutely no clerical error or any,other error in the 

final census report of 1981 and as such the authorities 

h8,ve not in any manner erred in law as alleged by the 

petitioners. It is stated that the figure of 50,188 was 

only provisional as mentioned in supplement to the Provi­

sional Population Totals of Census of 1981 U.P, and the 

final figure came out as 49,932 as published in final 

population total of 1981,

13, That the petitioner's claims as raised in paras

22, 23 and 24 of the writ petition are denied specially 

in view of the averments already made in foregoing para-

i
Svv\ 5 -.f’ graphs of thiis counter affidavit,

,•'; // 14, That in reply to the contents of para 25 of the

writ petition it is stated that the petitioner’ s request 

to declare Bela Pratapgarh(M,B.) as class ’C' city has 

been rightly rejected ss already explained in the Central 

Government letters dated 4 ,5 .83  and 30.5.S3 filed as 

Annexures î 'os, 4 and 6 to the writ petition, respectively.

15, Ttet the deponent has been advised to state that 

the grounds as taken by the petitioners are not sustain­

able in law and the petitioner is not entitled to any

con td .  . . . 7
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relief prayed for. The vjrit petition being without any 

merit is liable to be dismissed' with cost*

Dated: Lackno'w the,- ^

Novembet 1984, DEPONBTT, . .

Y_J,_K I F I G A T .1 O N.

I) ohg' deponent, above namedj do hereby verify

?“■ contents Df paras 1 and 2 of this affidavit are

true to my mra knowledge, the contents of paras 3 to 14 
t ^

are believed by me to be true on the basis of information 

derived from the perusal of office records and contents of 

para 15 of this counter affidavit are true to my belief on 

legal advice. No |art of this affidavit is false and noth- i 

ing material has been concealed. So help me God, |

n
Dated ; Lucknow the,

November 60 "^  1934. D E T o W l ,

I identify the deponert who has signed before me 

on this counter affidavit. K a

:vl • f " |  AWOCATE.
;ai'

Solemnly affirmed before me on Sell-SH

, at 3--U, a ^ /p ,m . by Siirl R.K.Bhargava, the deponent,

who is identified by Shri V-K'

Advocate, High Court Bench, Lucknow,

I have satisfied myself by examining the deponent 

that he understands the contents of this affidavit which 

have been read out and explained by me to him.

iigtr Jourt. (oucktiow BeoOti)

'’fO ■••>•••• ..... .
Srti.t'*’ »*4 ^ « J 3» /
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ra ras HO'fBlB hiqh coTJET of JUMGATDEE at AUM AB&S:

LUC Mow BHICH : LUCKrJO' J,

i f

Annp'xurfe 

in re i 

Writ Pet-ition No. G of ,19a3,

All India Telegraph Traffic
«  Urvvt'ovVW

lo ye e oThe r s .
* .. .Petitioner-5*

versus

'Hion of India and others.

rai.JQAG.ria.

r  r

t!ai_£,£. i£iZK gjjpzii-7a

' ' Goverment of India
Ministry of Home Affairs 

Office of theDirector of Census O^Derations, U,P.
(P&G Section)

\ \ :x

I ■ •

c. 
1'^

To

■ Sub?

25, Hewil Kishore Road, 
Lucknow-226 001.

2a .ted .Jan. 3., 1984.

The General i-'Ianager TGlecom.
Indian '"osts and Telegranhs Deoartment 
U.P. ^ircle. Lac know -2 26QQ 1« ..,

Census Pod Illation of Bela Pratapg?.rh as per Census 
1981.
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With reference to your letter no. Estt,/G-15/ 

^h-II/Vf/P/2 dated 2nd January, 19B4 I have the honour ' 

to intimte that t he provisional population of Bela

50,188. it vas a rough total intimated to us by the 

District Censtjs Officer, "rataBgarh iromediately on 

comoletiion of the enumeration operation (I.E .filling  

up of individoBl slips one for each person). After 

Scrutiny and actual counting of individual slip 

the final population came to 49932. Former »fif ure 

¥as published in supplement to paper-1 of 1981 

which is a priced publication and can be obtained frcffi 

this office after necessary payment. The latter 

¥as published in final Dopulation Totals, a cooy of- w 

which is enclosed. '

8 ( N.L. GUPT, 

Director,

f

A

C; '

l̂ n̂cl: As above

s. in

TM S- COPY^
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IM THE HCN’^LE HIGH COURT OF JIIDICATDRE AT ALUHABAD, 

(LlJCKNOW BEiCH), LllCKMOW.

Annexare t© Counter-Affida^vit 

in re;

Writ Petition Ko. ^ 5 ^ 3 0  19S3,

All India Telegraph Traffic Bnployees Onion

III , rratapgarh and another... . . . .  ...Petitioners

Versus

Union of India and others...
j.Oppo* Parties,

iiNNEX'ORS NO. G-2
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POPULATION OF UTTAR

l^ame of Statcpistncl 

Tahsil/U.A..lCity

Towns

44

Total
population

t o w n s , 1981

Scheduled 

Castes

K u n d a T . A-

ManikpurT.A.

2. Pratapgarh Tahsil

B e t a P r a t a p g a r h M .B .

PratapgaA CityT. A. 
A.ntu T. A.
KatraMedniganjTA.

3. Patti TaViS.il

Patti T. A.

48. BASH DISTRICT 

^ ' 1. Domariaganj Tahsit

2. Maugarh-Talisil

Tetri Bazar T . A> 

Barlmi Bazar T .  A .  

Shohratgarh T. A-

, < r - S' Bansi Tahsil

\ .3\ B a n s iT . A .

. »
■‘r

r

4^ HarraiyaTahsil!

f
5. IVasti Tahsil'

Basti'M.

Urban
Urban

Total
Rural
Urban

Urban

Urban
Urban

Urban

Total
Rural
Urban
Urban

Total
Rural
Urban

Total
Rural
Urban

Total
Rural
Urban

Urban
Urban
Urban

Total
Rural
Urban.

Urban

Total
R\iral
Urban

Total
Rural
Urban

Urban

611,200

546,146

65,054

49,932

6,568

4,487

4,067

546,235

540,778

5.457

5.457

.3,578,069
3,406,164

171,905

574,205

574,?.05

513,935

4‘ 0,744

25,191

12,767

6,668
5,756

507,321

491,748

15.573

15.573

517.817

517.817

702,161

632.696

69,465

69,463

Scheduled

Tribes

SI.
>Jo.

2,075

1,678

114,946

109,966

4,980

3,343

673

519

445

106,631

105,752

879

879 -

715,947
691,727

24,220

89.025

89.025

\
95,993

93,776

2.217

1,053

758

406

95,149

92,887

2.262

2,262

108.955

108.955

159,944

148,169

11.775

11.775

7

7

91
91

89
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Ip rs;

•Jrib Pctl'.inn -̂-. 1̂ 5 ^ 3 0  ..r 19 :2 ,

..11 I.idir. -’r'iTficp >;pl'/rc s
U 1 .1 I I I ,  ?3̂ t:;pgarii 1 d - 1 : b’aer. . ,  . . .  i : 1 n-i j

Versus

oai M r iLdic. riTi Lthcrs... . . .  ...cp.- , 1-.rules*

*4 iiO. G—3.

^ L -  J-

tr̂ rAT j^Tt/ “ 81 8-1 1-83

^T«p,

V vjifu' uiH'j’pTTr siTtT̂ i' I'iT

_y vT?TPTv? ^0TO
^  f^t>Tqi3- -̂Cl-PPT̂  JvV-4T(" v3fT-̂TH ^TcvIT viTTfcT f̂\■

--------------
fqtsrqs  ̂ m ‘ ^  /^fr-\5 / 2  30-5-

83 #  ^iT^T'fT 1981 ^

^  'viFriFT-Tr s,t 'Jft>Td f '̂ir a.t Trf.> 3F3tTTT

^TT Trf^FT 501 08 IlTJlTT cj? Fft'

^ c5THT ^fl’l ' ’ ; /■''

■■■ c- , '  W  J ^ '

■' ''}\ / [  (%^5?IT^”JTg
' ‘ S * /

'If

L w '6 '̂  eifvTcpTiT cTTT ,^?rrrr<^r5r i?1" ffVrai

 ̂ 2- v^f^aT MTt*Rq 5?i'n'JTJ ?:>t fj4Tr-’-f x  /
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IN THE HON*BLE HIGH GOUKT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD, 

LDGKHOW.BSHCH, LUCMOW.

, Annexure to Goanter - Affidavit 

in re;

Writ Petition No. ^ ^ 3 0  of 1983.

All India Telegraph fraffle itoployees 

Union I I I ,  Fratapgarh and another,,... .Petitioners

Versus

Union of India and o & h e r s . , O p p o ,  Partiei

C
!>>5 AM M JR S KO. C-4

>-

> ^ v .'

V -,



S u pplem en t  T a ble  2 

PO PULATIO N OF TOW NS— (Contd.)
1981 Census 

(Provisional Figures)

Size Class -

- r T

District Pop'ilation 1981 Proportion of 
Population in 
each size class 

to Urban 
Population

Growth Rate

Persons Males Females 1971 1981 1961-71 1971-81

Sex
Ratio
1981
(Fe­

males
per

1,000
Males)

■■ 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

(a) Nawabganj M .B . and

Military Petrol

Depot O .G . Bara Banki •’ 52,213 28,207 24.006 +29,60 +46.63 851

(i) Nawabganj M .B . Bara Banki 51,9.11 28,040 23,891 +.10.71 +46.72 852

, (ii) Military Petrol

Depot O .G . Bara Banki , 282 167 . 115 -46.21 +.12.29 689

(b) Banki T .A . . Bara Banki . Q.-MO 5,255 4,085 + 13.40 +20.10 777

i'i. x.-isganj M .B .  

23. Ba/lia

Etah 61..168 32,806 28,562 +23.72 +32.07 871 .

Ballia .. 

Khcri

61,359

60,110

3.1.178 

31,842

28,181

28.26K

+23.25

+35,52

+.10.27

+37,16

849

888
l V C .\ v .v W ^  ,
26.

js^ .̂Tpuri M .B .

Gliii/.Ipur

Mainpuri

60,707

59,816

32.416

32.154

2K,29I.

27.662

+22.85

+30.46

+33.03

+36.41

K73

860

ij^jglff.or M .B . 

2^La\'tpu)-M;B.

Bijnor 56,623 30,241 . 26,382 +28.00 +30.80 872

Lalitpur 56,417 30.220 26,197 +36.65 +63.71 867

29. Dcoria M .B . Dcoria 55,721 .10,413 25..108 +.14.34 +46.02 832

30. Utah M .B . Utah 55,348 29,984 25,364 +35.58 +65.15 846

31. Najibabad M .B . Bijnor 55,145 29,130 26.015 +24.12 +29.49 893

32. Tanda M .B . Faizabad 54,498 28,761 25.737 +27..10 +30.97 895

33.' Kashipur M .B . Nainital 52,025 28.1.18 23.887 +37.92 +55.50 849

34. Shamli M .B . Muzaffar-

nagar 5 1 ,7 % 28.179 2.1.617 +40.01 +40.14 838

35. Deoband M .B . Saharanpur 51,261 28,207 23.054 ' +27.40 +34.21 817

36. Nagina M .B . Bijnor 50,365 26,800 23.565 , +21.82 +35.88 879

37. licia Pratapgarh M .B . . Pratapgarh 50.IH8 27,610 22.578 +30.43 +79.83 818

C

0 ;k

' S'j '
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11̂  TH:̂  H0N*DL3 high  COIHT of JUDIGATUIxJ] 
LDGMOU }3SkGH, LUCEl̂ Ov;,

bo Couii'oer - Affidavit 
in res

Virit Petition Ko»£g^3£i.cf 13G3.

1 3

All India Telegraph TsBffic Employees
Union II I , Pratapgarh & another.;............Petitioners

Versus

Union cf India and ethers. -Oppo* Parties,

AMS;aJHE NO, 0^5

/

r ‘

/:■-

C

F̂ppipn

#BTTT-39 (3Rf%H  Slkff 1̂f 

3To?ino qwt^ 3 6 2 4 / sit—fqt 44-80

uPTWTT mR̂I'̂ T'I, W T 5f^ 

(PrtfK? tr# gTFfq- sTirm̂) 
25, r̂ar̂

‘ ■ ' ^T^3;-226001

f 5 [ ^ :f e n ^  26, 1980

■ ^̂ t̂firgpTT %

arnr̂ , ^  ^  ¥r«r f;i% ̂ «rr

? F R  ^  ^STTOWr, 1 0  ? I W  ^  3TT^ | ,  I 3TR-!PT^

V ^>TT 5TIFRT ^  sIT'TO)'

' apri^arr^'^ ̂  ^ f l w %  w r a  ^ n w r , ?ft% fen  ^  |,

i * f r i i T 5 i r T i i ^  «n-ir I

.1. ( M W r ^ T T ^ )  lTT=tl-5, 1981

2. iFT'W SKT ^STTiFP 31^ T̂̂ fT 6, 1981

3 r fw ^  ^  P̂T̂ rr

• , ' a / g r o r ^  §TO 3H% ^  ’TT# 7,1981

■ srfg^rrd'^FfTTT

■ 4. srfW fwf sm  3Rf%JT qfwjff % r̂r=# 9, 1981

■ 'T^ ^3TR  ^>T^r srr^i^ ^  HiIm 5f

^m rn r  sTfsmft ^sfFnmr frr^wnr ^

5, ^T^/5Tnx sRw rr srfEm f^ sirr qlwfff ^r# lo, i98i

% M  mr-'w OTTT f̂HTrr ^-
WTf tr# -iTK̂ % TT^'T^^, ̂  ^  ’TPT̂
'WJT r̂ qr zvft#T s m  'ffSRr

. . .  6.. f5r5n‘^q ^r3rF ?m M fsra  io?rM%3rfER?5rfrff©rr. . . rrr=# io, i98i

. ^  ^  %  snrf^ 3Tt^ d ̂  rc ̂ <.’̂rr ŵ rr

' P  5FP sr^TWTT tp mra" %  F̂Wf?PT, ^

.........

;
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In the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature ^t Allahabad 

(Lucknow Bench) Lucknow.

 ̂ Writ Petition No. (^SlJO  o f 198

?/

tc.

Versus

Respondents.

REGISTR4R,

I qjn appearing as the Central Government

>

Standing Counsel-, «n behalf of #s±^sfe^©?fgi^espondent/

Opposite Parties.

U.K.- DHAON'
Advoc^ta 

Additional Standing Coiinsel 
Central Government 

Allahabad High Court 
(Lucknow Beich)

.Lucknow.

K ^


