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Hon' Mr. D .S . Mishra, A.M,

Hoii' Mr, D.K. Agarwal, J.M .

Shri V.K. Chaudhary learned counsel for the 

respondents is present. On the request 

received from the learned counsel for the 

applicant the case is adjourned to 4-5-89 

for hearing.

J.M. . A.M.
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19.3 .1990 Hon.Mr. t .K .  Agrawal, J.M .
Hon .Mr. K . Obavva* A.M.

Shri. P .N . Bajpai, for the applicant 

is present.' None for the respondents. The 

case is not reached. Therefore, adjourned 

it. .

List it for hearing on 16 .7 .1 990 .

s d .
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J.Ki.
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CENTRiflj ADMIMISTRATIVS TRIBUNE, ALLAHABAD

CIRCUIT BENOH 

LUOQJOW

T.A. 1920/87

(Writ Petition No, 4054/85)

Ashok Kumar

. versus

*

Union of India •& others

^plicant

Respondents.

Hon. Mr, Justice U.C* Srivastava, V.C*
Hon, Mr. K . Obayya, Adm. Member.

(Hon. Mr. Justice U.C.Srivastava, V .C .)

The petitioner was appointed as casual labour on 

IB. 1.1983 in the R«M.S.\According to the applicant 

there was no c©n5>laint or adverse raia rk against 

him, but vide order dated 27.4.1985, terminated the
/V

services of the applicant. It  was directed that t he salary 

will be paid in lieu of notice. The applicant has

contended that the Postal Department is an Industry 

within the meaning of Industiral Diisputes Act and 

the termination would be retrench-ment under section

2 (g o ) and as such the termination order is illegal 

but his services have been terminated retaining his 

juniors. He has given the names of his juniors. There 

is no d enial by the respdndents that the juniors have 

been retained^ They contend that the Industrial 

Disputes Act is not applicable and stated that the 

conduct of tte applicant has not been found good.

He was an accused in Criminal offences under sections 

147/148/149/307 of I .P .C . recorded in register maintained

. . . . 2
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at Police Station and the c a s e  was under trial and 

that he was found guilty for beating Shri Sukh Mangal 

Singh, Sorting Assistant at Lucknow.

2, The applicant may be a casual labour. If  his 

services were terminated by^^way of punishment, 

opportunity should have been given to him. We take

it that it may be by way of punishnent# but so far 

as termination of service of petitioner retaining 

the juniors are concerned# the same is violative of 

Article 14 of the Constitution of India# in this 

way the order is atbitaary andmnnot sustain. The 

respondents are directed to re-eijgage the applicant 

on priority and preference basis, the applicant will 

be first appointed and thereafter only any outsider 

will be appointed and the age bar will not stand

in the way, as the respondents are themselves responsible
/

for putting an ^ d  to his services. No order as to

. Lucknow Dated: 5 .8 .91 .

V .C .
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(Chapter XLI, Rules 2, 9 and 15)

Nature and number of case . .......

Name of parties 

Date of institution Date of decision.

File no.
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Serial 

np. of 
paper
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sheets
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stamp's

Value

Rs.

/-a- (jr̂

CKi
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admis­

sion of 
paper to 
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of

document

Remarks 

including 
date of 

destruction 
of paper , 

if any

j I have this day of ' 198 , . , examined
' t h e  record and compared the entries on this sheet with the papers on the record. I have made all neces­

sary corrections and certify that the paper correspond with the general index, that they bear Court-fee 
Stamps of the aggregate value of Rs. that all orders have been carried out, and that the record is
ĉ omplete and in order^up to the date of the certificate.

Oate......
Munsarim

Clerkt
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In The Hon'ble High-Court of Judicature, at Allhabddl 

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

Writ petition No.

Ashok Kumar • • * . .  • . » .  • •  Petitioner,

Versus ^

The Ubion of I n d i a ,. ,  , , ,  , . ,  Opposite parties.

•/

I ND E X ,

! f  n  U  11 1 1 I 1 i I I n  I M  1 I 1 i ! £ I n  I ‘ i i ! 1 ! ! ! ! 1 * I M  1 ! I ! i 1 1 i

’l,No, Subject. Page No,

1, Copy of the Writ petition Ito 8 ,

2,

3,

4,

5 ,

Annexure N o ,l , termination 
ordeif dated 27 ,4 ,1 9 8 5 ,

Annexure' No ,2 P .I .R .

9

Affidavit,

Vakalit Naraa,

I 6 U

1 n 1 U i i 1 i 1 I ! 1 ! ! I ! i i ! I II u I M 1! !•! • n  H ! i ! i u  1 n  I I ! I I

Lucknow dated * Ŝ -̂ jSffingh,
Advodate,

Counsel for the Petitioner,

I
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In The'Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at Allhabad 

Lucknow Bench, Lucknowa;

1-

' ‘ 1

Ashok Kumar  ̂ aged about 28 years Son of 

Shamshear Bahadur Resident of 266/129, 

Nai Basti , Bhadeva, Lucknow*

.Petitioner,

1 -

2 -

Versus.

The Union of India.

Sujjirintendent-R.M.s., Lucknow Division,

Lucknowi

►Opposite Pp^rtiesl, -

■WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226/cONSTITUTTnM: 

OP INDIA.

\

The petitioner most respectfully begs



/

w

state as f*ll*w s;^

i- That the petitiener was appelnted as

•asual lakeui en ani ne appelntment

letter was Isstaed te the petitiener.

2- That the werk and eenduot •€ the petitioner

was always f a n d  there were ne eeinplalnt ner 

any adverse remarks In the eharecter rell ef the 

petitioner and i£ any same has never lieen cemmunloated 

te the petitioner se fer.

3- Tliat the eppeslte party Ne»2 vide Msme Ht

R->2|z/li/AKS/94-tS at Lueknew , 27-4-19S5 ordered
the Inunedlate

termination of ehfaferoent with/e££e€t on adminstratlire

frounds and one month Wafos eqpilanent to ine Month

pay was also ordered to be paid forth with in lieu

o£ the notice* % e  tote eo»y of the Termination order
27 .4 .«4  --- -----------

DATED IS BUNG FILED HERS WITH AS Annexure No .i

to the writ petitiona

'-/B
. ■*

'cl,

Y~

MX,

4- That Seotioc 2 (oo) of Industirial

Dispute Aot# of lf47 defines the retrenohment as 

kelowy-

V

• (oo) Retrenchment' means the termi­

nation h j  the eiEq»lyer of the service 

of a work-



>:

t/e ll'd^

(a)

(b)

(bb)

(c)

man for any reason whatsoever# otherwise 

than as a punishment inflicted by way of 

disciplinary action but does not include- 

Voluntary retirement of the workmaa; or

retirement of the \-70rkraan on reaching the 

age of supernanuation i f  the contract of 

employment between the employer and the 

workman concerned contains a stipulation in 

that behalf; or

termination of the service of the work­

man as a result of the non-renewal of the 

contract of employraffibfe between the 

employer and the workman concerned on its 

expiry of of ' such contract being termina­

ted under a stipulation in that behalf 

contained therein;or

Termination of the service of a workman 

on the ground of continued ill-health.

(3)

^ And as such the termination of the petiti-'

oner a5s>  ̂ retrenchment as provided in the Indus­

trial gispute Act, 1947,

5- That according to the Section 25 F (b) ^

of tne Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 a workm an^has|^..

5 4  ^ ^ iS:
been paid, at the time of rerenchment, compensation 

which shall be equivalent to fifteen days' average 

pay for e-^ery completed year of continuous service 

or any part thereof in excess of six months;hh^ 

but in the case of the petitioner the very perusal 

of the order dated 27-4-1985 shows that no compen­

sation was allowed to the petitioner which is a



r

y-
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(4)

condition precedent to the retrenchment 

^  itee cjW U ju- vs;

6- THAT Section 25 F (c) that notice in the

prescribed manner should also be served on appro­

priate Government or such authourity as specified 

by the appropriate Government by notification in 

the official Gazette x^^to^tx but in the case of 

the petitioner no notice wane served which is a 

condition presedent to the retEBDbhment •

7- THAT Section 25 (B) of the Industrial

S' ■ ^  ■
Dispute Act# 1947 d e f i n ^  contin^pus service

according to which where a v/orkman has compleated

240 days in one Calender year# h® will be deemed

to be in c6ntinous ser-vice and the petitioner

has work&^ore tha& 680 days as such he will be

deemed to have been; con-di^us service ijf the
/i

opposite parties.

8- THAT no senionity list  was published

prior.to termination of the petitioner as required 

under the Rules.

9- THAT the follov/ing persons who are junior

to the petitioner and whose work and conduct are 

also not good have been retained in the servic©^ 

while the service^ of the petitioner has been 

terminated in the garb of the simplieiter order.

Name

I- Ashok Kumar' Srivastava

Days • 

680.
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(8)

A

X

ialery to the petitioner.

3-

4-

TO issue a Writ , order or direction 

in favour of the petitioner as this 

Hon'ble Court thinks/and proper in 

the end of justice.

The cost of the petition be allowed in

/
favour of the petitioner.

Lucknow dated (s.i
Advocate. 

ÂtTOC!T;>T.~'-FnR THE PETITIONER.
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D-

E-

F-

1-

2-

(7)

BEC0SE# the principle of last come

first go has not been followed by the 

Opposite party No,2

BECHSSE, the termination of the petitioner 

services is a retrenchment as defined 

^nder section 2 (00) of Industrial ^ ig . 

pute Act# 1947*

BECAUSE# the order of termination is 

arbitraey, I'felafidy# J^iscriminatery and 

illegal.

e 1 i e f .

V-Jherefore# it  is most respectfully 

prayed that the following reliefs 

may kindly be granded.;-

To issue a writ order or direction In 

nature of Certioari, quashing the 

Annexure N o .1 passed by opposite parfe?' 

No.-2 , dated 27 .4 ,1 985 .

TO issue a writ order or direction 

° ® o s i t e   ̂ t l j p

. r : : r
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In the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at Allhabad 

LuGkno,w-Bench Lucknow.

'" Writ-petition No, O f 1985.

A
Ashok Kumar  .............................   .Petitioner.

Versus

■îhe Union of• In d ia ............... ............. Opposite parties.

_A F P I D A V I T.

I# 4shok Kumar aged about 28 years son 

of Shamsher Bahadur R/o 266/129# Nai 

Basti Shadeva, Lukn6w, do hereby solomnly 

affirm and state on oath as follows;-

/ I

<'V'

1-̂ 'Ĵ 'hat the deponent is the petitioner in

the above noted petition so he is well acguinted 

with the facts deposed here to hnder.

That the contents of paragraph of the
5

accompanying ppjbition hxk 1 to are

perdjnal knowledge and those of paras

believe to be true and those of paras I 

on legal advice.

are 

are ba'sec

3- That the Annexure no.l and 2 are the

true copies of the originals.

Lucknow dated 1 Deponent



V

A

the^ above named dpopnent do hereby 

verify that the contents of paragraph 1 to 3 of this 

affidavit are true to .my personal knoledge and no 

part of it  is false and nothing material has been 

concealed, so help me ^od.

Lucknow dated 

II /f /1 9 8 5  .

^eponent

1/ identified the deponet who has signed 

before me.

IVOi ;e.

'-•rs

Solemnly affirmed before me IC  

on June 1985 at

K ^ a r  who id identified by the 

Srisp|=^=:^3±frr:^Advocate High court, Allhabad

Lucknow bench Lucknow.

-^have satisfied my self by examining the fifeponent

■
•• ■ /; that he has understand the contents of this affida­

vit which hsree been explained.

9 - ^ "  p U

Co if
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

CIRCUIT BEICH, LUCKNOW

TA No.l920/87(T)

Ashok Kumar . . .  Petitioner

Versus,

Union of India and others^ « . . .  Opposite parties. 

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT ON BEHALF OF OFH PARTIES.

I , J.R . Kamal, Supdt. of R.M. S. L.Vif. 

Division, Lucknow, aged about ^  57 years

son of Shri ^  C K x t U .

do hereby solemnly affirm and,state as under:-

1. That the deponent is Opposite party no.2 in 

the above noted Writ petition and he is also

authorised to file this counter affidavit on

behalf of oth<?r Opposite parties.

2 . That the deponent has read and

understood the contents of the writ petition

filed  by the petitioner as well as the facts 

deposed to herein under in reply thereof.

3, That the contents of para 1 of the writ

petition are not correctly statecfand in reply 

is submitted that the petitioner was not



-2-

appointed but approved as casual labourer to be 

engaged whenever necessary on duty vide SHi'l Memo No.B 

SRM/Con/os/83 dated 17, l;-83.

That in reply to the contents of para 2 (i)- 

of the writ petition it is submmtted that the conduct 

of the petitioner found not good. He was an accused

in Criminal officences. under Sections 147/ l 48/149/307 of

/'

I.IP.C, recorded in Register No.8 for the village Kasimpur 

Biruha, maintained by Fblice Station Goshain ganj^ 

Lucknow. The case is under trial.in  the Court'of 

.S ,S , V III   ̂ Lucknow,

5. That in reply to the contents,of para 2 ( i i )

of the writ petition it is subrnitted that the petitioner

was found guilty for beating Shri ,Sukh Mangel Singh

Sorting Assistant at Lucknow(Air Mail Sorting Office,

Lucknow) on 7 .1 .8 5 ,

That the contents of para 3 of the writ
km \

^- ^^«® ® ^3.tion are admitted to the extent that the amount

paid to the petitioner was eouivalent to one month’ s

wages,

7 . That the contents of para *4 to 7 of the 

writ petition are incorrect as stated and in reply

(T ^ia  c c-c_c2 _ _
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it  is submitted that the petition was not in ' 

connection with retrenchment from the service

/•
as alleged but his candidature was terminated 

after follov<?ing the, usual procedure prescribed

by the Department, The provision of the Industrial 

Disputes Act are not applicable in his case.

That the contents of para 8 of the

writ petition'- are incorrect as alleged and in 

reply it is submitted that there is no such 

provision exist in the rules of the Department.

9. That the contents of para 9 of the

writ petition are not admitted as there is no 

adverse report about the work and conduct of any

other official named in the para under reply.

c4v\

That the contents of para 10 of the 

^ r it  petition are not admmtted as the provisions 

industrial Disputes Act are not applicable in 

se of the petitioner.’

That in reply to.the contents of para 11 

of the v^rit petition it is submitted that there is 

no such- provisions to disclose administrative grounds

'•■’ to petitioner. Engagement of Shri A^shok Kumar,

Casual labourer attached to I-ERO FWiS *LU* Division,

cv
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Lucknow, was ordered to be terminated on

the 3d mfiaistrative grounds. An a ount .of,

Rs.249/-  ecfuivalent to one month's wages was 

paid to him in ac^o rdance with the instructions

contained in the Director General, FB<T Co munication 

N0.49-58/84-SPB-1 dated 12 .2 .’85.

12. That the contents of para 12 of the

writ petition, the reply given against para 2 

of thê  writ petition are reiterated .

13. That the contents of para 1'3 of the

writ petition are not admitted as Shri Dilip  Kumar

is involved in a theft case, which is under 

police investigation. The termination of

engagements of the petitioner; has no concern 

with the case of Shri Dilip Kumar as stated by, 

the petitioner*'

14: That in reply to the contents of para" 14

of the writ petition a'Sid^ t is submitted that the

- - ’.1 petitioner had not availed the opportunity to

appeal against the orders to his higher

\

authorities of the Departmsnt of Rosts. The

facts of the case which warranted terTiination of engagdt-

civi a
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merits are as under:-

Ca) That a report from Shri Sukh Iviangal

K
Sorting Assistant, Lucknow, Air Mail ^  

Sorting regarding beating to him by

Shri Ashok Ku-nar Srivastava and others 

on 7 .1 ,8 5  was received by the deponent.

(b) On enquiry it was found that 

Shri Ashok Kumar, the petitioner was 

guilty of beatinig the complainants.

15, That the grounds taken by the petitioner

\

are not tenable in the eyes of law and the

SJ9J?- petitioner is not entitled to any reliefs 

as sought,

16, That in view of the facts and circumstances 

stdted above, the writ petition filed by the 

petitioner is liable to be dismissed with costs

opposite parties.

I-' (?i>> CV.UC—C _«^

m $ m

^ ^ ^ k n o w ,  ■

Dated: <5T'̂  Dec. 1988.

erification

I,, the above named deponent do hereby

2  this

7
on

'B]



knowledge, those of paragraphs

are believed by me to be true on the basis of 

records and infor ation gathered and those of. 

paragraphs I ^  are also ̂

believed by me to be true on the basis of legal 

advice. No. part of this affidavit is false and 

nothing material has been concealed.

Lucknow,

Dated: Dec. 1988

I identify the deponent who has 

gigfied before me and is also personally known to me 

and signed on LucknoWp^ ^ p m

the Court compound at Lucknow.

^V.V^CHAUDHARI) 

Advocate, Pdgh Court 

Counsel for the 0pp. parties.

“6“

' Lucknow, 

Dated; Dec. 88

CK'ffi V f i. •

this afidavit whius ; -
agned^vine. Rece,v d

:,ir g th®

: ;vcs of 

. . j I  an4 
fee.

;jS
-..4\
%
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In the Central i^dmlnlstrativ e Tribunal 

M ditional ‘Bencli iii]a]aabad Circui t 

'Bench - Lucknow.
*

Registration no.T 1920 ol' 1987 

Fiz6d icr 24,10.38

M'- .' .

Asiiok Kuoiar " Appile ant• • •

 ̂ ' , v s .

Union of India & Others . . . .  0pp.parties

Beinlndfir Itfldavit

Ij^shok Kumar, aged about 21 years’

S/0 Sri Shaffisher'Bahadur, R /0 , 266/82, Nai 

Bastl Bhadawan, Lucknav,, cb her shy solaamly 

alfirm as under:- ,

1 . That the deponent is the petitioner

in the above noted petition. He had read the

Counter illidavit flJg d bn behalf of the 0pp. 

Parties .’ . . '

ofC..4.
,2 . That the contents of para 1/are

denied for want of knowledge.

3. That the contents of para 2 of the G.. A. 

are denied, for want c£ kno^Uadge.

4. That the contents of para 3 of the

O.h, are daniad. The facts iiBntioned In para 1 

of'thQ Petition are reiterated, it Is wr.) ng to 

say that the Petitioner was not appointed,but 

wasapprovQd as Casual Labou: . Further the

A
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2 .
Gontauts of para 3 ot the p^titlonare 

reiteratecl. The juniors to tiis deponant in 

the list mentionQd In para under reply are
I . . . . . .  , ,

still working against the regular post. The 

deponent is also entitled to get the regular 

post without any effect of terxilnatl on order.

5. That the contants of para 4 of the 

O.A, are dented, Thsra is no material on the 

racord to prove that the work and conduct of 

the deponent was not good, it is true that

the deponent was Inripllcated in the criminal 

case, but he has been acquitted in the case 

by the Court cf: First Additional Session Judge 

Lucknow, V i d a  Judgement dated 5 .5 .8 6 . The 

copy of the Judgement is filed herewith as 

AntB xur e-R»4i to this Rejoinder Affidavit.

The deponent is entitled to be reinstated in 

service as the only reason of .termination was 

the criminal case.

6. That the cont«3nts of para 5 of the G.A. 

are dented. The allegations of beating to Sri 

Shukhmangal Singh are faJs e.. The person who 

were found guilty in the matter were pla ced 

under suspension, but the d ^  onent was neither 

suspended nor charges^eted. if  the reasons 

of termination of the dei3onent was the case

of beating to sri sukhmangal, then the complia 

-nca Art. 3il(2) of the CotE ti tutlon g£ India 

was necessary* The order cf termination is 

liable to be quashed on this ground alone.

7 , That the contents of para 6 of the G.A

ara aamlttafl to the extant ol payment ot one
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aiODlHi sal-ry,'but rest c£ the Gontants are 

d6Dt d . The or der ot terrriiwatlor) was by

ol puDtehinent.

8 . Tliattha cotttaDts ot para 7 of the

are denied. The coDteBts of para 4 to 7 of tli 

petltioD are reiterated. The sarvices 1b.ve 

beei3 taroTjlnated In an arbitrary mariDer. The 

enqxilry vtras necessary, if the servicas have 

been tarrrilnated due to the case at sri sukh- 

iTiaDgar Singh and due to the oil mlnal case.The 

anquiry Is being held against two other persons 

and Is still pending. The provisions of Ii^dus 

-trial Blspute Act are applicable and- the 

deponent couldnot be terminated from the 

s'arvlcf^s in the manra rs adopted by the Opp.Par 

-tlss*

9. That the contents of para 8 of the G..A 

are denied. The contents of para 8 of the Yeti 

tlon are reiterated. The juniors have been 

retained vtilch violation of Art.14 & le of 

the Constitution x)f ind.a.

10. That the contents of para9 of the G.A. 

are denied. The report against the deponent 

if  any has not been disclosed, hence the comp 

-arlson could not be nade. The Opp.parties 

are rsquir ed to produee the Character Roil g£ 

the Deponent and other juniors of the list 

referred In para *-3 of the W.S.to clarify the 

position.

11. That the contents of para 10 of the G 

are denied. The contents cf para 10 of the 

petition are reiterated.

5.



/fv

V.

■>

' " > v

tl's/ -'''>^

I'g

t
A

■ %  r
''ok ';/•

7.x 4.

12* That the contentB of p r a  11 of tiie 

C .i .  are detilQQ. Tiie raasoDs of tarrriiDatl otq 

must be disclosed In the written statement as
■4 , . ■ ■ ■ ■ . ■  - ■ ■ ■■ -

lield by the Hon’ble Supererne Court in case of 

Srl D .B . Vilappa- Vs.- The Manager, Govt.

Press & Others. Tha reasons were necessary to 

be disci®: ed to raach the Hon»bls Tribunal on 

the correct conclusion and to ascertain the 

nature of the teraiinati on,

13. That the contents of para 12 of the 

G,-A.are denied. The conttsnts of para 12 of the 

petition are reiterated.

14. That the contents of para 13 bf the 

G.i^.are denied. The retention of sri Dilip 

Kuiijar in service in connection with the theft 

case is discrl minatlon with the petitoner..

The reasons of termination were the misconduit 

Including the reasons stated in para 13 of the 

petition . The contents of para 13 of the 

petition are 1mxfes:ltijia^re its rated.

15. That the contents of para 14 c£ the a  

are d® ied . The departmental reniedy was not

necessary to exhaust before filing the peti-
. . .  *  . . • ’

tion under Art.826 of tha Gomtitution of India 

The petition was admitted and this point could 

not be raised now before the Hon’ bla Tribunal. 

The en(4uiry ?/as necessary If  the reasons of 

termlnati on were the sa'oie which have been 

disclOBed in para under reply. The enoiuiry is 

being-held against two other employees in the

same case.

16. That the contents of para 15 of the
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G.A. are deriied. The Petition l8 not only 

malntalDable , !)t Is liable to bR allowed with 

cost.OB the grounds taken in para UDiszxzS|ii^i^ 

15 of the Petition.

17. That the contents ot para 16 of the 

G .^ . are denied. The Petition is liable to be 

aliowQd with cost,and the onant is entitled

5.

to get tha reiials claioied.
\

Dated: 23.1.89 Depona:it.

I,, the above named deponent do iBraby 

veriXy that tha contents of paras 1 to 5 ,7 , ,

&  11 ot tha R.A. are true,to my Icncivie dge and 

the Gontante of paras 6 , 8 to 10 12 to

17 of the R.A. are be 11s ved by me to be true. 

Nothing material has been concaalad and no part 

of it is false, so help ms God.

Signed and verified today this the 

23rd day of Jan .1989, in the Court ^Compound 

at Lucknow.

Deponent,

I identify the deponent who has signed
A ■

before me

( P.N.
ii;dvr£ate. ^

Solemnly affirmed befer e me on 23.1 .89

at h /P.M.by the.  ̂ f3^Pon|nt_SrUshok
Kuma^l the abave name a ?®P 9?®^ rjISvi ponrt 
-flea by sr l  p . N .  B a j M i .  Aavocate. H ign  Court
of  jud icature  at A l l a n a b a a . ( Lucknow Baa oa ) 

LUOKYIOW. . OatB  f l 9 fl m y s e l f  by axamljlTig

’. a !  ? a i S i ? e i ’M S ' i a o 5 8 ? ’ s f

eipiainsd by 010.
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In the C ourt of 1 s t ,Additional Sessions Judge, Xucknow,

i'uesent; dri-£t.H,Tewi^ri, Judge. 

^esdiotiB Trial lio, 2 7O of 1981,

• • * •  . . . . . .  . . . . .  ' jprosecutor.

Versa 3

ILciJd tihunkjr cind otners. . . .  ........  acousede

' J U D G M E N T . /
«

accused I<i‘it)cj. dhunkcir, Uaia Jh^nkar, H^ri'Shankar.

3i<̂  R-a, J-g^t Ni^rdin,, Sdty^ ll^rain, Subhdsh, 5hiv Ni^rain,

, nShok, ;ihc)nkar cind. 3rij Behjri h;jve been coinaiitted to

the court of bessiona to st^nd tri^l undex' secs, 147/143 ^nd 

' ^  ^Cfj re-̂ d with .^ec, 149 » I . G  by the Munsif Mu^istrate ,Luclc'
/iy •

on 30, 0 , 82, Hy e>redece3 3or in office jr i  B .L . jachdev^j, 

fraiied tue oii^rges against the ^jccuaed. x'>ri bh'-»nli^r, Si^

iJji’uiri, outyj i\f jTJin , oubhijah, oheo ^aiiok

una n*yj oli-iLilui' st-̂ nd churned under sec. I47 ând 3O7 re^jd 

with i e c .H 9 i Ic ’G ■and tne oocuaed ri’iiJd Sh^jnkjr, Uaid iah^nk^r, 

and Brij Beh-ri sund  cndrged unaer ;aec .U 8 , 5O7 re^d v;ith. 

sec, 149 ili'’3 . 'i hey dll tJleuded not guilty, ■"

, nni

'\ p

‘ '' -f* ̂  -.•

The t>rosecution case dS detailed in written r eport

,.Xi:-1) . lodged Dy iti40endrd Jrusijd is  that the coanjPliJinant

i^nd u;n>̂  bhdnkar son of Indr^ BJhddur of the villd.^e the

entered in tne n^me of ShonlCdT Madhy^aik  

i'he conpldinant fixed  ;Je.gs to t i e  h is  cattles-on 

Idnd. Uaici ih-nkar .cind KritJd ;>hanker (Jioughed

i’i'^id and sowed Urd ,  oince  then there is enaiitv between

^ 2 , 9 . 3 0  dt dbout 8 , 3 c ji.oi, the f^itl.er and aotner of 

tue coai^lu inant were s i t t in g  on the door outside liie house of 

CiliaL'^1 .  .iccusea Uiia^^h-a'rncj'r- caae armed with doable b-rrel

^

•i^o< v ‘S»V'  ̂ '< ■ ' -

..
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.gun ne=r tha door of his nouse. „ooused Kti^a Shankar 

w-3 ‘>ooo.»,j.„yi„g him.' Ha was with country sude pistol.

Tney abusing nia f .t e e r ^ n d  said ''S .la  \u;ahur1 "

* •  •’o '  toooatey s^djy o»ln .*  His mother

3to ,,aa  thea i-roa, -busiag. In tne «,a.ntiao other ooap«.nions 

-ccuaad AT1.J- sh^nk^r naajsly Brij Beh^ri Bh=nj«> of Kx-ipo 

.^..‘•nk.r .rjiea witn raffle , oaty. aarcin. a i ,  Hari

^  ‘■‘"y-' ahiv «ar--in, Jajjat .,-araiii, „nd

^  DUbh.sh, Uno uraad wiui la t.ii and dandas oamĉ  tnere with

t.-e oo:.a.on intenuon w  kill ,i :,.,n ,i  i,i3 f . ^ l y  a,3=,bers.

accused u:ua dhauiiar lir-d with /h is  gun whicn struck his aiotnar.::

rfaari;,. ,13^33 Of firing; tna oousin of co .ijaUn.nt Harish |

Cl.aud.a reacnea tnara. n- i,. Shantar fired «ita his country »ade, 

.nstol on fl.risa Ohandr.. On th.' uua andory tno arsons of 

tn . &i,nbournood faaaly Vinod, Ha. s.^ujh , 3 ajr.ng

aic. tnera. faa co,,,nain.ni taok tuV I'njurad .lai.sly nis

;-otnar .na ■ ;r.au -i.xnU'a lo ;aa .olica station and loosed '

>-;n= L'C.^ori. Ci.iok le.^oit w^s oatne b-sis

Of'til, aa.u- w rm an 'ra .aort. Its satry wua ,„=.da in t-na s.'j.

^.eriul u. -iQ D i - w; - t , n  •

, jf WLion i.cj

^ Q a  .ir.vasti.ution «-,« .ivan to i .1 . v,„n«= „ .tn  ^ in .n

ihe caaa w„s -ragistarad in n .s  ..asanca .t  10. 3 0 ./.M .K M J  - * — = --- .̂a.ica .t 10.30

reoordad tna state::,ant

■OT tna co:.vU-i;-_^,t .I.jandr. /x:a„,« ,.nd Lalla on tna aiice 

atation. m en ne Jrooaad^d to ;na Hospital ,lo :ain ,naj ^nd

r sGOrded  t h e  a t ^ t e n a n t  o f  t i -  i a i u r - n  q-i t  k- ■. . b a i t ,  ^rjbnu D e i  und H a r i s h

^handra and than arocaadad to tha al.oa of occurrence in t ha

Sin ce it Wa s dark he could not investigate rurtner.

On the na;,t day ne raoordad the sratei,ent of, lal in the

I

■norm.6. and tnan seaing the ^^^ctib^db 'U rrence  he pre.Jared the

- Q ,. ■

r

it,

. '♦ V,.



s u e  Jlcan . Kca .-2 ) ,  took tha blood Rtciined i;.nd si:njle ecirth ,

sealed iheji in s e je r a t a  oontr'insrs <arid jre.jured its  F'^ra] . Kj - 

,3. He ulao oolleoted the  T ik l i  drid ^^e^led it and Jre.i.red its

• A'3.,- 4* dlso recOx'ded tile stc^teaiciit ol' v.'itnes,ses 

,-»ewci ■ La^l y ijiid.gvaii, iM-resfi titaoi iw tii und J-̂ aiu jh,  Cii

c b . j . 6 0  ae ^ot xi.e lujury r e JO r t . ,T u e  in ju r ie s  of Eurish  

CIS foliovys• -

1. 2 gun 3:iot v.'ourido on the iei't ciieeic in jn ^reu pf

4 G.i! :x 1:1 c.ii *ili tne viounds ^re 1 /4  oh ' 2  "i/4 oa 

liUGcle d-eê  ̂ on m e  lei't cneel-:.

I’nred >-;ua siiot wounds ^ r e ^  of 4 c:n,:-: 1 cm on

tiiJ lei't jHd xin^^ei'ot

li injur^o ««-» fw a U , si»/X«.

■ 3. .

\7'

,-ill LU3 iiiJ' 

f ir e  Ji'ii.

o'fou-'-' on " ne JersCri of iut . .-'r-oLiu 
rn .^njurles iOuii'  ̂ u .

( /  1 , s < ^  'f i  i
l.(

I ’' S  •

\ J r / /
^ ! v< V  / /

' rolvft-' ■
-H-sr

suu suo. « o u . a . , i n  - r . .  of .  o .  .  4 c .  on t « e  

.bdo.,a<i, -3 0 ,... . b o v e  t l i a  = . a . b Uoas .  3 o t h  t h e  

■,;ourias ore ^oout 1 /4  o i. x 1/4 o.;.. -iot =>roba.

.■iv.lt,lylJ  ijuii saot woai.d in lO c.i

Xii i  r i i i u  f r o n t  o f  l u i n a -  "

:c 'i/4 c:n. '

tMroU'«n three aun suot vjounds on rlie 
Inrout-’Li ^na ,taxou.,u vua-w-

left  front of tiling. _, .



.ill the i n g u n e a  oausad by soaie f i r e ,  arii objaot,. |

in ju r y  no. 1 w^s ke.ot order observ^tipn .  ■ -

•Ca 'ip..!! .£0 iie received ttie X-r;ay. re,jort thereafter 

ne ooiiijlete^i tiie invest ion cind ‘ 3ub;nitted the' cncarge-sheet 

:;]:,'wt. ^j^^cixnat the accused.

Tne. pr osecution ii^s ex-^;iiined •?.W . 1 a-jendra ^r^sad , 

‘■W. .k iijriSij Cnaadr-i, j o :iri:, ^r^bau Lei  , j ' . 4 o , 1 .

ViL'i.v. _i j.<-j iij kv in __,n , ~ .vi ,  ̂ ij .a .  i-ji.i-; vo ) - ■ ^ n c  i,;) I- 5 x'

iiujji;-.! ,  i-uej-iiov) -na  ̂ . 0 conjj.i'J'Jle 3 nw.ndr.;  ̂ Ln.Vr CriJat-ii

i'ne .cccuaeu sn^akcjr n^s yc-^iea xii^t ne vj j s

in 1.U0 .VU0VJ ou inj  cjtci of -ile;j,ed occurrence ^nd f^loely  

i3.sen iJi^iic^jtJd on., jccount of ;;n.uity. 3 rij  3 ehari L ^ l  nas 

wiioO t^iven t’ije j I ^ j  of j I i d i  ^tid o ia t ‘c;d tt.-jt on iiie d^Jte

■ 4.

0 - ^ ^  , ,  ,
*■ Occurrence  ne v.'^s oi: duty in Lucknovj,. -I'ecuoed H a n  L'Hankar

-ryi ■

’.5 '

•'^li '-Iso otuted  tiii-it On the c j t e  ofulle-^ed ■ occur renoe he

. r''4̂  ’ ■ ■■
t A  LUcKHOw . Til6 . r 3 :ij-iiniag -incused have si-ted t cut thev h-ava

been i : * j l i c j i e d  on acc Ouui of ariuiity. On beh->lf of i he 

 ̂ “‘•^oUoed Dii-i:.xvjr two j ^ j ^ r a  J:-:t .' }ui^~} and rihj- 2  ,ii^ve been

f  i x j d .

cc Ord j-n,to  tile c oiijlu m u n t  rL^jenara

o

i C - . W . i ;  tne u i l ^ v e d  occurrence  took  place  on account

f t ,. \o A
i-̂ ct tU'^ t tn=; coai jldixion t iud f ixed  ^e^s on the land

’ V  f e ' "  1 0  bn^nkur a^dhyajiic Y i d y c l u y a .  T n i s  land

>h r
’’'v.A ••“•••■

>vl . '

vi^s entered m  the n̂ iaie of
+ til . tiiiia V'ihen 

L iha sc o o l  j t  til­

tĥ

\
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,‘K>c«wd- dlio.mar was .'r.fti.f, Th . -vxjcjiaa. 1 ae Jccusea

. . . . w  unrooted , . , 3  .ad  . o w .  . u , , . .  3 , ^ ^ ,

- . r e  . . u ,

^ 3  . U . t  u .  « e u s . d

f x . . d  t t e . .  , e , .  on t h .

s^id Idnd ^nd cabused ihd Jarenis o- tn. ^nn i ■'
X tij- co,n,j 1;  ̂ Tiie

- V .  . 1 .0  t . .e „  xn. . 1. .

u ,  b . . „ . e n , n e  , . . u e s  '

i=  . d . a : t . Q  .-,d XT 1 3  in  i h . s  b . o k  ,=rou„d. It is  to b .  sean

a - e  . 3  „ . „ . t e d  b ,  tde

- J . . d . . . . . . . d , . . v , . , 3  „ . ,  3 t . . a  t , . t  . o c .o e a

“  - v-^caei' la tuokuow int=:r C o U i j a  «-,d =,oaus,.d' 

n . r x  . a . a k . r  x„ ^

1 xa  „ c i v o c . i  a . n d  . 1 1 , o f  tusai  a . o a t l y

X'

'■■ ii I

e s
I ^ ;^ c f  Villu-d Oiijry 6:1 •iioliduys. - 'Ul-l  ̂ 1

- ‘ .-'-IJ ..-iJ^rx ^ l 3 0  r-sid

xn service ,  tnara. . c ' U - m   ̂  ̂ ^
..;cirdin 1 3 ^ 1 3 0  

I - - i c e  Ot . u , k „ o w  « d  a .  1 3  .  d . i l ^  . . . = e n « e . ,

T n .  o n u . o i n t f o r o o n s i d . r . t l o n i s  t n . t i n w ’̂ . .

—  1 0 a . . 3  . o . . . , e d  l a  , „ . i a ,

- 0  « i t a . . 3 . 3  a . . . l ,

01 t n e  o . e u i . . a o e  out  o f  „ „ x . a  H ^ . i e a  c u . a „ .  . a d  . .V . . 3

oiOL. . x . b a u  L e i  s t . r . d  t n . t  t h e

/, .-■ ;V-



6.

uocus^d Jiiu. î rid .irij Bebcri were urmed k k

witt j  d o u b l e  b ^ r r i l  g u n ,  .~>istol  ^nd r i l ’l a  r e s . J e c t i v e l y  dt  

tae tiiid o f  iacident .  Tn^y f u r t i i e i -  alleged tn=it i h e  suid,

^ccuaed wnen ..riuea .t Lis dfior ,, luis witness und nis .iotner

JraouL L-1 uluu-wiia ms laiiiex'’ were ot me d^ur 

01 uis uouiici. '^ne ciocusea juried reoukirif  ̂ tneii and

j r o t e s i  Dy .-'raoiiu ^ c i , ,  c^ccusad U.aid ^hcjnkur f i r : 3d

n i s  .i*oxner c^usi:*:- f i r e  i n j u r y  or. h e r  p e r s o i i .  

i n e  w i i n e d s  c^lso s i . t e d  t a - t  on ^l^r;:i , h i 3 Ĝ0u s i n  h r o i a e r  H-uriah 

■'nuiidf. .  ^ l ^n t ^u i t n  o t n e r s  a r r i v e d  on t h e  G^ot dad ^Jurisi i  - h a n d r d  

r e c e i v e d  f i r e  ur:ii i n j u r i e s  b y  j i s t o l  i h e  a^nd's o f  Kr i J d

cn^t^iv^r d c o u s e a .  T h e  i n j u r e d  a ^ r i s n  Gndndru U - . U . 2 )  r e s i d e s  i n  

tijv̂  ax 1 ' hb our nood  oi t a e  coii ĵluinijj;!-};^

^^-J-ndru :>ro..^dU -w.l) a.,s a la ie d  tn^t tnere
-y

‘' “ “ S'" “ 3 w a i  -.a in tiu aouse of
I j;r-|

. ^ ;  a,;e wxUiia^ xi=,risii U . w . k )  and i . ; : .

ootu ,.uve i-,Uy oarroboiMtad tiie 

 ̂ 01 ,'ru3^Q ou tne joovs -oiad .JOiiUa.

. 'u .y . . v e  st.t-.d tu.t .t  tne door oI ta . ooi.l-in.nt to. .ooused 

u i . ih o ak .r  sh^ik .r  .nd Brij 3 e „ .r i  being « a o d  witn double

\

iurral iun , pieiol ^id r u l e  ^rriv^.a .t  tlis ooa„l-.ln.nt ■ s door,
\ ’

x'cJDuked laeii . .  - . :

r  , "^3

■>'-



X

O''"'

u:ia oa protest f i r e d  ut tnaai causing  x n i u r i a s  on txi. varson '  

oi H ^ r i s n  Cticindr^ ( s - . W . ^ )  uiid oXii .  ? r j b n u  ] iei  ( . ^ . w . 3 )  .-.11, 

tile; cjijrdauid iaccus'3 d cii'e noaiedLa tde F . l . R .  "aid  

belong 1 0  Home v iL ia ; .e  of tiieco:a^lc-ia, n t . I t

^  ^ ^ a ^ ^ 3 t e d  on behalf- of the dere:ioe tnc^t thoy

not ii,...it i-iied on th-:̂  a^ot cjg ihd J83Jil.-jnt3 , nor  tnare

i;. -n;/ r3 uca indic: .i ;ion m  th- crOGr^-e^^nmution of thci prosecuti

ô i 1 1 n 3 .'i a s ,

in  Hi  is cuse d ^ r i  Oh^ndi'd and ? . W . 3  o -at. .^rabliu

jc;x wnu ^re r e l u i a a  l o  e^cn  .oinar, ^r- injur-d person.-.. ^iJvidence

oi i . ijUi^u p=;x'o0nd indio>^tin^' tiiji. tijdy ware citi^jckad bv i na 

-.-lux-jjaia lar^ja -Jcou:::eu wiiii dacjdly v;auJon3, f i n d s  support frosa 

Inc-'in jux'y x'>i ports Jjv.A'-i-o ^ n a  1;.j -7 vniioii g;o,io sni>- liiut m e

a I n j u r i a  received  lijjuriea  of f i r e  variaa. .»s .aucii m e  oculur

"'‘-f-^iion of tile in c iu e n t  by tiieinjured pe.ispn ia .of rjre^t vulue

■f i ..’'.uf'i
A<^'33eoding-vaietner tne prosecution  is  cable to es.iciblisn -'Uilt/•''i*' ,-1  ̂ I •* . j ■ O

 ̂ jccb^ea.  Ttie .evidence of injured-persons connot be brushed 

I o n  th.i K-cound of tiieir bei;j;^, interested person,? . Tiieir

I ' ■ ; '

1 "V 1 cenoe receives ^aiple coroorjtion fr.oa iiedic^l evidence
I • ■ '

I

Ci.ii res ora. -'

i It  :;i^y be pointea out tiut on behJlf  of the defence

1 ■  ̂ '
V- Cxje'o 'i'Oss- eAoiaincitlon of a'^risii .;:n^ndrd at P^^e 5 it
I ' .. • .'
1 V ,

3UT.7 ^sxed'tnw.t'"'tnere vjjs fe-jst or fes t iv a l  on the d-jy of

oecuxTcnc e dt the aoor of c P ' ^ o p l e  .js-e-aibled

" - C v v -
V ; ' ' , ' p  .-



I .

t

•to|j li^,uoi>; in wuicii struggle  took pierce. But this suggestion 

iii.ds no suy.jort froai uny evidence on tne recoz’d. as sucn , I 

•JtL-iOu no e v id e n t ia r y 'v j lu e  to sucn su^yestion .

Tne I'jct reaiciins tn^t the sjtciteaients of t he in jured 

Hurisn. Cn^ndra(.\'4 .2) end 6 ;at. ' .^robnu ]}ei dlongwith

r’ _ , ' :

niediccil r e jort Jjc.K^-o jnd Kc>-7 f u l l y  jrove tlie guilt of ,the  

^eouaed ohwinkur ^nd ounkjr  Jtid 3 r i j  Bah^ri of. the

cuc.r.;;-.'3 proved •J^'^inst The other witnesses n^jiely Yishvju tx
s.

o . 1 ,  . ,'i ,4j t b.K.Y-iQav, -Ujr:!iJciot (c* 3)' -Ĵ id H /c

i,riJutni b) ure more or lesj for^'ul vuinesseg,

y

i'jx’ • c-tJije -i,_;-Jii-St m e  jcouuea a^ri  ^ lunkur ,  S iy j  

ic.ty'^ tv^x’iJin , :iubn-<si., 61ieo ^lux'^in , ilsnol

i
-.liu i';jy-j i^Uw4aK^r i j  QOnc-rned, m e  Jroseeuiion evidence f-ll sKii

j

snort 01 egiobiliiui.i^ tneix’ ^'Uilt, I'ne jroseoution c,-:3 j co--

■ ^ ^ ^  Sviid jcoused i s  tl:'ut tney c^;ue .jr.ajd wiiii I d t h i

''i'cTiVi ’ ’j-^:idj' to tne nel.j of the ;r.*am three accused .

.W
 ̂ !■ lie e v id e n c ’3 on isacord d i s c l o s e s  inut

tne scjid e i^ht  ^^-coused did n o t t u k e  any tP-̂ rt in thi J3;:;ciult .

X i i ’ presence  cilso Jt tne pl^ce of occurrence Jt the  tiaie of 

Occurrence  or -iriived suose^^uent t o , t h e  occurrexice. .-i^jendro 

^ -^ r us j c i ^ -I  ; i:'-‘s s u t e d  in Gr03s-exj:uiuut ion ot pj.qe '13 tnui 

ii'j siaiJly n ju r d  tne sound of tne f i r e  cirji ^nd he c^ae  out- of 

ti-e i.ouse ne  ow' persons uss.iioldd tnere  cand tne cuccused

wore iiouii^ iiis S t J t e i i .e r ^ ;g t s ^ i^ k e s  it  doi^btful the

P i  D > 4  ji)( ^cT' ,

T
1

' V



iv

.•rawa»id. eigft, accuaad on tae s^ot.

. . i .n k .r ,  a iy . Subh.sh.

-̂n 1 1  tied .to bensfit

t:i ai].
a;-cjinst

-cer , . , ^ .  ; v , ( ,  i_ .,,  ̂  ̂ ^
 ̂ . ---• J~ , X- . lOr  voluut-ril;/ .

by  a . a - r o u a  a e . y o u  o,; t we .J:irson o f

.y

■ «
'•«"y

-I. .-‘ro bnu L' -i t  ̂ -̂ ■ ■ ■ ■
........'.w.i)

--̂cu cjOuVxcijQ Uivireunciei’. ',n- m ..

to -c,uitiol uu«ar . . c  .07/143, Wo .nd  U S ,  WC .nd 1 4 7 . I.̂ C. 

. a  I . .  n .re .  aoeu.ed . r .  b e .n ,  oor:victod unda. S .o . 3 2 4

>-'iti. „ e o . 3 4 , l.-'G v,ni=a 1 ,  a w o r  otvsace  to tue cn^rgas
d

:l

l i . ^  si

t u . . .  .3  ao aoed .0 . .end  tae o a . « e . .

^ 1 - . .  . c e c a e d  be t.k .> n  l a t o  = . , , t o d y  f o . t a w l t l , .

.. ou/- a .■ j .T evi-,r i

■ '  - ( i . i^ .TsW ari )

1 s t . , id a l .S ess io n 3 Judre ,  
Luckiiovj,

5 ,  1S35.

ne^rd oa tne ^oiai of seateaoa. ,.a tae .ooussd

usee d ..d ly  „ e . ,o „ s .  ,aey d ..a .v e  no l .„ ,e „o y  oa tae ,o .a t  of

I ,  ta c .e f0xe, dlrjot ta^i tnd oooused aamaly gat-

^n-jnlLjr,ixiija j n ' ^ n l w r ^ r e  e-̂ cn sentenced to 

\ i ■ i # " / ' "  ■■

J ^  >' :J

■
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undergo rigorous iiiprisonaient for tlii'ee, yeur-a.

5'■

;.| V

t.iUi!'*

♦iGousdQ U ^ i i ‘juIc-̂ i‘ j Ki'ip'3 Viiijnk^r tanci B'Sh'^x'i

^re  nerelDy convicted und'er Sec .  3 2 4  re^a. witn ^ 6 0 . 3 4 , 1 ^ 0  <:.iid 

each 0 1  tiieai is sentenced to undergo rigojtous laiJrlJscnuent for 

cl jje^iod 01  tiU'ee yeiars, Tney were on b ^i i  and were t^ken into 

custody aftar  holding tnem guilty .  They shall be sent to j ^ i i  

lortiiwith. to serve Out tiie sentence passed /JgJinst tneoi. Theii- 

b-jil oonds ^̂ r̂ i cancelled, iand sureties ^re d iscnjr/jed.

accused H^r i  Shcjnkur, ^ iyu Ni^rain, w^ty^
i  ■ '

iijr^in.j liubh'^shi ;sheo xivjr^in, *^3hok :;ind Huy'p jih^nkar jre 

e>:̂ .ch found not guilty  of tne charges framed ^g^iinst theai,

Tney are on bciil. Tney need not surrender t o t n e i r  buil  

bonds wnicn atona c-jn.celled -and sureties ^re disch.jr-'ed.

inci'c; is no iii<-terii-il exhibit  in tuis ciiSe,

o d / ~  a.i'i . T e w u r i

(a.î '.Tea-jri)
. 1 s t .  .iddl, liesa. Judge,  

LUc1q:10W, 
i'icy 5, 1986.

Judguient signed, d-^ted ^nd i.n’onoanced in ttie ooen 

C ourt tod->y.

S . K . D .

Sd/- K .Tewari 

(a.N.TaWjri) 
X3t,..--vddl.Sessions Judge, 

Lucknow.

M^y 5 , 1 9 B6 .

y\
r t  . -

>i
1

^  -- r~



f  JTTT
3T7̂ ?T̂ R̂ ?«TTJft arf̂ T̂ T̂

=̂5=̂KTT3̂IT 5r̂ 3̂5
S

V. K. Chaudhari
Addl. Central Govt. Standing Counsel 
H IG H  C O U R T , LU C K N O W  B EN C H .

#0 
Letter No.

ITmisr FHigh Court 33640l̂ o fJiRTo 
Phones LResidence 34986 
fiT̂r?r

14/629 T̂fTT, ^  (3T5T̂ R
% 7t̂ ) Pt̂  _ 226001

iT-TT^=r -:»Tr& Residence Cum  Chamber
WJTS 14/629 Baraf Khana Nai Basti 

(Near Alankar Cinem a)
Lucknow . Pin Code - 226001

r^^ /̂oate 03 - 5- 1989

Hon‘ ble

T h e ^ic e  Chairmand and 
Administrative Member,
Central Administrative Tribunal 
Circuit Bench, Lucknow.

Subject: ADJOURNMENT OF THE CASES.

^^Hon»ble Sirs,

, I am unable to attend this Hon'ble Tribunal

today the 4th May 1989 due to some personal work 

butside Lucknow.^ Please adjourn the case of 

Dularey Lai vs- Vineet Kumar and if any other 

case fixed for hearing. However I am filing 

reply to the objections in the case of Dularey Lai

as per direction of this Hon’ ble Tribunal;'
il

I shall bW highly obliged for the accommodation ® 

Thanking you, lours Sncerely ,

(VK Chaudhari)

Chamber,Ti^eings 7 30 A, M. to 9 A M. &,6.30 P. M to 8 30 P. M.
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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL '

<r ,V

T.A.No.

Applicant'

Respondent's

LlVC-V ^  CP o  v n  L i v c \ <  A V tn - O  ,

liihereas the jnarginally noted cases has been transferred by 

r̂A'̂ v:., under the provision of the Administrative

Trilpunal Act ( No, 13of 1985) and registered in this Tribunal as 
»a  U C ct * -sV '“V" o . 

abovel.

• -K

"iJrit Petition No. f

Of 198 , Of the

^  Court of |

of Order dated passed^ by

in 1

The Tribunal has fixed date 

. . .  -̂ -. 1988. f l y

i r

our'behalf by flS .

iome one duly authorised to 

to Act and pled on your behalf

‘ the matter will bo heard and decided in your absence ,

Given under my hand seal of the Tribunal this

day of 19 e g  ,

DEPUTY REGISTRAR



IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIUE TRIBUNAL ' , 

»-ALLAtiA6^ BENCH

an'vĵ '̂ 'vC QA\:0ĉ ^̂ 3t̂ <'\

No, CAT/A11c!/3uc/  bated the 4

jqzo '  ̂  ̂ H\
T .A .N o , ------ 1— i—.------ Of 198/ .(T )  .

Applicant's

■Versus

Respondentia

.Whereas th^onarginally noted case^ has been transferred by 

J dflSL;—  under the provision of the Administrative 

tribunal Act ( No, 13of 1985) and registered in this Tribunal as 

above, ' ' , '

*  The .Tribunal has fixed date

t  Of 198 , Of the

of ^ X —  1988,

M ^i.e^jji9*vOf »he matter, ^  iV 'y '''aC '*

Writ Petition No, '

V x ^  A  C r ^  C\- ' t  ,Bfiair4Ji9*^f t)ht^
Court of J ± ! i | M r ± i ’^arising out J

I .^ . ' * '  ■ ■ appearance is

of Order dated ----- -r-passed by J , ' u. u i r. i.
. [  1  ^ behalf by your

in ~ . iome one duly authorised to

to Act and pled on your behalf 

the matter will be heard and decided in your absence ,

Given under my hand seal of the Txibunal this 

day j }  f  7 ~̂ ^ "

/

W W *  I S -

S ^ —  19Bg .

DEPUTY REGISTRAR

/.

r



-------------------- ?f> ----------------------

lA t  h jJL / vi/j) '■t-5

C\ <4- ^P't^vfp,

IT5t (SRfiftWS)

fTO affTSTT̂  (t^qiifs)

)

^e W5? îrft mo It  f®

S<>7 feSt fw |n i «  wit «f>T ft s i  H JIigi S H i q n i  9 I i a Q ^

59 S I  913II2II q5W>%! lls ,

a s a 3 5  ngl^z!

SiqJTT f?T5 ?̂T SI%5fT ( f«PTR ) VTm ^

^ i  g qi ii q̂ >5ir ?5iij 3T'8T5ri 8r5̂

S R I  3T> f  B} 9  ST ill^  Sf SU r^ l^ T  q? ^‘t f  «UT»T3r

wix m  m imTt aftT ^  mx\ ^«rm

m g?T5?TTm 9 f^?T5T 5T̂ T ?fgi '3Tqt5I f?J»TTTJT̂  sft?

^ m  3T«T% ^̂ cTTWT ^ ?T%?T SRT 3t\7 aPT

^5T^ ^f srm m q>i

?TnW9» f ^ T  |3?T ^qm 3Tq% ^} |qi^ ^^afT^T l̂ cT

5T̂  q iq^  ^^_gr«P>5» q^Rq ^  n| 5r̂

fT« f g t ^ R  I  arh  ^>iTt i| wt

T̂TcTT t ŝp ^  ^  q^ HI 3iq% qT>VR qj> r̂STcTI 

3H R  »r5»? qT3ft t̂ cIX'«T

5fim I  ;j?T^’> fgfP^TT> qT  ^^
wvT^Rimw f!!T̂  r^T srm«r ^  ^ ^^  qr 3tt̂  i

«T«ft { ^ ^ )  

fiRtqf ~ “
X

(K i^

m «0 («T^T^) ■ ~ ”  ̂ :

K

ft



IN THE CENTRAL ADilINISTRATLUE TRIBUNAL,

► uf M m m m -  BENCH ) '

^  25-A Thornhill R ^ d ,  Allahabad-211001,

LvAiKoibiji

Na./CAT/ALLiy ^ ^ 5  Date^l _______  193

Qf 198 (T) y p

APPLICANT

u u n □ o

_________ llo U ft O A  , RES'pOMDEMTfS)

To, f  f < y

I

liiHEREAS the marginally noted case has been transferred

bv r 0 ^ 9 i V  't-vaJknrvR^O ‘ ____ under the

previsions of the Administrative Tribunal Act (N o .13 of 1985) .and 

registered in this Tribunal as above,

■ ■--#-■ , -- .:■■ . ' . ■ The Tribunal has fixed the ■

V i .iJ. Nfl. of Dilul i X A  ' ' P

Of the Co.rt 0^V fa \ A (D .x 4- U 'l^ !

' the hearing orf the matter, 
arising out of the order dated *

I If  no appearance is made on your '

D assed by ’ .

I behalf by yourself, your pleader

—...... ..... ,.. I or by someens duly authorised to

, ' act and plead on your behalft

the matte r luill be heared and decided in your absence.

Given under my hand and seal of the Tribunal on 

the _____ _ day of

n

DEPUTY REGISTRAR.
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^r̂ M 5^, 5T̂ T? ? V k  ^ •

^ ^ q̂ f̂fî T q=f 3FT zrf?

^T^qsF^r |t f^m  T̂ f^fe^ ^t, ?rfe^ ?t̂ t

wi% 5̂T ^*k fe?ft FTTR |t srrir srr̂  fefy ^'^jtt

sr =̂̂ f, 5ft wtt m h  ^ ^  ^
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^ ^T 5̂ TinTT tTT 5^ITT
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^ ^?r  ffT5̂  spT r̂fir |> jji-

%TT̂ fTt ^q>r ffTJTTTffi 9i?Mor ^ ?Tf ^

^ r  f I  JTfe # / ^ '  ̂  tst̂r irr ^=# ?r ?ĵ r W  / eft 

?TT|w ^ ĴT% ^ ŜJT ?T fl:jf I

f  ̂  ^1 M  ^ 5R2T fer |?rr 'sn̂ nr

^  % ?TITR ^  ififJT |>>TT I

cTT̂ Î
S > ^

\
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IN  THE CENTRAL AOWINISTRATIl/E TRIBUNAL 

ALLAHABAD BENEH 

23-A, THORNHILL ROAD, ALLAHABA0-.211 0O'I ’

TT IT ir iCiriPf F ir fPTT

*

No. C A T /A l l d /  D a t e d ^ i f i l M ^

T r a n s f e r  A p p l ic a t io n  Np. ( T )

A PPLrCA N T(S ) .

\^ersus ■

\Ao W,0 ^  J m ciACv £.oVtA,<’̂  RESPONDENT^'}

5 ^  /c  7̂ (> ^  ^  \ ^  ^ i

/v . L  L c c k o i o k '  '

UHQEEAS the m a r g in a l ly  noted cases has 

has been t r a n s f e r r e d  by wyA.ccu\A-vvQ.„Her  the

p r o v i s io n  of  the Adm igiistratiue  T r ib u n a l  1 A ct  ( N o , 13 

o f  1 9 C 5 )  and regis .tered  in  th is  T r ib u n a l  as ab o v e .

U r i t  petifaion.. M o  S '  M  nY The T r ib u n a l  has f i x e d

gc ^ f  the Court nf  Hi9|pA\ date, o f  ^  T gnn .

^QVsyV L k O ' a r i s i  

o rd e r  dated

ng out of- ,

passed  by 

ir-

the h e a r in g  of the m att­
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