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CEMIRAL ADMIWISTKaTiYE IMBUMAL
V' ^ ADDITIONAL BENCH,

23-A , Thornhill Road, A llahabad-211C 01

Registration No. 1 9 8 7

APP.LI5iANT (s)

RESPONDENTfs^ t l ' O ' T  i ( fJ tu

o | -  2^ di4V»7

Particulars to be exam ined Endorsement as to  result of Examination

1. Is the appeal competent?

2. (a) Is the application in the prescribed form ?

(b) Is the application in paper book form ? |̂ -0

;^c) H p e  six complete sets of the application \ j ^  S
V ■ Isfcpn filfiH ?sen filed ?

3. (a) Is the appealin time ? f̂ s>

(b) If not, by how many days it is beyond —
time ?

(c) Has sufficient case for not making the 
application in time, been filed ?

4. Has the document of authorisation/Vakalat- 
nama been.filed ?

5. Is the application accompanied by B. D./Postal- 
Order for Rs. 50 /-

r\K. V ^ # ----- T

7 - 7 - < 9 V

v? 6. Has the certified copy/copies of the order (s) 
against which the application is made been 
filed ?

■  7. (a) Have the copies of the documents/relied
upon by the applicant and mentioned in 

”

(b) Have the documents referred to in (a) 
above duly attested by a Gazetted Officer 
and numberd accordingly ?

A
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Particulars to be Examined Endorsement as to result of Examination

(c) Are the documents referred to in (a) 
above neatly typed in double space ?

8. Has the index ot documents been filed and 
paging done properly ?

9 tf.«.v  ̂ the chronological details of repres­
entation made and the outcome of such rep­
resentations been indicated in the application ?

10. Is the matter raised in the application pending 
before any Court of law or any other Bench of 
Tribunal ?

11. Are the application/duplicate copy/spare cop­
ies signed ?

12. Are extra copies of the application with Ann- 
exures filed ?

(a) Identical with the origninal ?

(b) Defective ? ^

(c) Wanting in Annxures

y  N(|s...........  .......... /Pages N o s .............?

13. H a w  file size envelopes bearing full add­
resses, of the respondents been filed ?

14 Are the given addresses, the registered 
addresses ?

15, Do the names of the parties stated in the 
copies tally with those indicated in the appli­
cation ?

16, Are the translations certified to be true or 
supported by an Affidavit affirming that they 
are true ?

17, Are the facts of the case mentioned in item 
No. 6 of the application ?

(a) Concise ?

(b) Under distinct heads ?

(c) Numbered consectively ?

\  (d) Typed in double space on one side of the 
paper ?

, 'Have the particulars for interim order prayed 
\  indicated with reasons ?
\
\

\ l l  the remedies have been exhaused.
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Order Sheet
,IN- THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
. . ADDITIONAL BENCH ALLAHABAD

.No

,V S

. O f  1 9 8 ^

“T
Date , Note of progress of proceedings and

routine orders
Date to which 
case is adjourn­
ed.
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i. '

CBDHR SHEET 

OFFIGiH R£F(I;t

Am application hcs. been filed in this 
Tribunal for transfering the case 
of ....to the Circuit Bench, Lucknovv.

If eprrovGd, .1933# may
.kindly be fixed for hccring et fiircuit Bench 
Lucknow, In this regard the notices racy be 
sent to the .parties counsel. , '

w

|ls
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3TT??r, f^rfw t #  qf? STTcTŴ  ^
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..X
IN  THE CENTRAL ADMINISTR.\TIVE TRI3UNi\L- AT ALLAHABAD

• CIRCUIT BENCH,GANDHI BHAWAN 
LUCKNOVv

N0.CAT/CB/LK0/ : Dated :

OFFICE - MEMO

Registration No. 0«A> /C //.2. of
T,A'. : / W

i^Dplicant *s

V e r s '^

Jlespondent *s

A. copy of the Tribunal ’s Order/Judgement
t n . .  '' in the abovenoted case is forwarded. dated

6or necessary action*

For DEPUTY REGISTRAR(3) 

Enel : Copy of Order/Judgement dated 3  ...



Central A<3minist2ratlve Tribunal, Allahabad. 
Circuit Bench- Lucknow.

Registration Misc. Application No, 35 of 1988
IN

Registration O^A.No, 642 of 1987.

Chandra Gvpta

Union of India and 
others

Applicant
Vs,

Respondents,

Hon, D.S^Misra, AM 
Hon, G^S.Shama^JK

( By Hon. G«S.Shaima, JM)

This application has been received for the 
restoration of 0,A.No*642 of 1987 dismissed in default 
of the applicant on 12.1.1988. The application appears 
to have been filed within time and supported by an 
affikiavit. The cause shown also appears to be sufficient, 
Restoration is accordingly allowed to its original 
number,

MEMBER (J)
Dateds 28.10.1988 
kkb.
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^-L<CUIT iSiMCK AT tUCKJMOW.

•^sglstration (O.A.) No. 542
Chandra Gupta

A p p l i c a n t .
Versus 

Union of India & others
-Respondents,

•k'k'k'k-kk

Hon|ble D.o. Misra, A.M.
_^._Dle D.K. Aarav/al̂  ,t.m

(Delivered by Hon. O.K. Agrawal, j .h .)

This application, under Section 19 of the 
Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985, has been filad by 
the applicant, Chandra Gupta, feeling aggrieved with 
the order of retrenohnisnt dated 7.7.1984 passed by the 
Office of the Director of Census Operations, Government 
of India, M^istry of Home Affairs, Uttar Pradesh, Luckno«.

Ihe facts, in orief, are that the.applicant was 
appointed on the post of s/orter on a fixed pay and for 
specific period from 23.4.1971 to 13.10.1971 and on the 
post of Assistant Compiler from 14.10.1971 to 30.4.1974.
He was retrenched on 30.4.1974 on account of reduction of 
staff. Again the applicant was appointed for a specific 
period, on ad hoc basis, on the''post of Tabulator on a 
fixed pay of S3.280/- p.r month from 3.2.1981 to 28.2.1982 
ana on the post of Coder on a fixed pay of te.280/- per 
month from 1.3.1982 to 30.6.1984. He was again retrenched 
on account ox reduction, in establishment on 7.7.1984.
3. The question is as to .vhether the applicant
acquired any legal right to hold the post, and secondly, I 

v/hether the termination order was bad in law. The facts, 
as stated in the application or in the counter affid.3fit

__  * I
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leave no scope of doubt that the appointments were given 
to the applicant as and when vacancies arose in thB 
Department of Census Operations. It is a matter of cDmrnon 
knowledge that 'the Department of Census Operations is 
most active at the time six census is carried out. The 
nature of appointments offered to the applicant from time 
to time were tnat of casual or on ad hoc basis. The 
impugned termination order (Enclosure 'D‘) dated 7,7.1984 
also mentions it clearly that the services of the appli­
cant were put to an end on account of reduction in the 
Establishment, There was no ODmplaint against the work 
and conduct of the applicant. In fact the said enclosure 
‘13 mentions it clearly that the wox'k and conduct of the 
applicant was satisfactory. Therefore, v̂ e have no 
hesitation in coming to a conclusion that the application" 
is misconceived. The applicant did not acquire any legal 
right to hold the post and that the termination order 
was not passed for any x'easonj^than tlie decrease
in tlie number of posts in the Establishment. Conseguently, 
the application is liable to be dismissed and is dismissed 
accordingly with no order as to costs.

I'iSMBER (J), MEMBSR (A),
Datedi
PG,
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Additional Bench At Allah,^
Date o', rUinf,..... *]

(n

0?^

(JyPyPsesUtrt .

I» the Ceotral ASmi&istrative Tri]»ttaal« Allahabad.

Application ander SectiQii 19 of the 
Administrative Trilnmal Act, 1985.

BETWEEJJ

Chandra Glipta Applicant

V

AND

Uaien ®f India and 2 others . .

INDEX

Respondents.

i f

S I .

1.
2 .

(A)

(B)

(C)

CF)

3 .

P a fe ^  N © s .  

1 to 15

n

Description of documents 
relied tipon.
Application 

Enclosuress

A true copy of the certificate 
regarding the applicant'belonging 
to badcward class*
A tr&e copy of thi« Discharge 
Certificate*

A tree copy ©f the -appointment order |
of Smt. Arun Dhatti Talwar.
A true copy of the discharge
certificate ^gain on account «f
redaction M  establishment.
A true copy of an application ^tcd 
21-12-1986.
A tree copy of the last application 
sent by the applicant.
Power. ....

OMi(Mushtaq Ahmad Siddiqi) 
Advocate^

For use in Tribunal's Office 
Date of filing .

o C#u*sel fer the ApplicantDate .f Receipt kyipest «PPJ.i.oa»t.
RegistrationNo. . gignatare

f o r , R e f i s t r a n *
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I« th« Geatral Administrative Tribtoal# AilaHab^A.

B E TW E £^

Chandra Gtiipta, af«d about 38 yaars,

S/o Sri 6an@a Prasad#

R/o 359, Gaaga BHawas,

Alam Nafar# N«w Basti#

Sitapur• «.••••••“ Applicant

AND

1, Union of India, Ministry of Home Affairs#

How Dolki#

2, Mroctor# ConsHs Oporations, U«P*#

Administrativo soetion#

25, Hawal Kishoro Road,

Lmelfnow,

3, Rofintrar, Goaoral of India#
Offico of tho Coasas OporatioQs,

2A, Mansingh Road,

Now .................. RospondOBtiB

DETAILS OF APPLICATION t

i. Particulars of tfeo applicant t

(1) Namo of tbo applicant.

Oandra G«pta
(ii) Name of tho fathor

SriGanga Prasad

.2



j r (iii) Ag« ©f tli« applieaat

38 years.

(iv) D»si®Qati®n and particalars «f

(aa»« and statien) la empl»y«S or vas

last employed be£ox« eeasin§ to be servioc. 

' C«d«r in tfoe Offiee «f 

Director «f Census Operatiens#
Uttar Pradesh.

2.

(v) Office addbress
, \ Threii@hs-

^lreet@r ef Cemsms Operations*
Uttar Pradesh*

25 Nawal Kishore Road# 
liticknow.

▼1} Address for servicse of aotiee.

359/ Gafifa Bhawa>«

Alam Na§ar« New Bastl,

Sitagur.

2. Particulars ©f the respondeatss
------ -

(1) Name ©f the respondents

'CD Union of India, Ministry of Home Affairs, 
New Delhi,

(2) Director, Ceases Operations, U.P*« 
AdministratiYe Section*
25/ Nawal Kishore Road, Lmcknow*

(3) Registrar, General ©f Indie,
.3.
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3.
Offico ®f thd Ceases Operations*
2A, Haaslfi§te Read#

Hew Delhi.

(11) Nantt ef fatker/limsbaiid.
Nil.

(ill) Age ef therespondeat.

Nil.

(It ) Desi^Batien and partiei&lars e£ effiose (aaine and 

«tatien) la which empleyed*
As mdatieaed la celoraa Ne.2 (1) above

(t ) Office address.

As mentiened la celunn Ne.2 (1) above.

(vl) Address £er servioe ef aotiaes.

As neBtiehed la celama No.2 (1) above.

3. Partlottlars ef the order afaiast which applicatiea is 

inade.
0?he applieatiea is afaiact the foltlewiag order s- 

(1) Order »e. AE/d .C.Q., U.P. /A-{8i/F-590).

(ii) Date : 7th Jaly,

(111) Passed hy s Director ef Ceasas Operatloas#
Uttar Pradesh# LacKBew.

(Iv) sabject ia brief.
Retreachmeat of the applioaat

£ren servioe.

.4.
r
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4. J u r i s a i c t i o n  • £  t h «  Triteimai *

Th« applicaat declares tfeat tla« 

stti>j«Gt «att®r ®f the •rfier afaiast 

v̂ ielA he wants redrassal is withia the

jmri«4ictien ®£ the Trihuttal.

5. LiMitatioa s

, .V
I ■

The applicaat farther declare® that
i

the applicatien is withia the limitatien 

preserihed in Sectien 21 ef the Ad*i»istrative 

Trihtmals A®t, 1985.

6. Pacts ef the ease s

The iacts ef the aase are fivea helew 8-

(A) That the applicaat is a eitizen @f ladia 

birth and is a resident ©f district

Sitapur* The applicant is Kmrahar 

(earthen pet makerfil) Prajapati hy aaste 

and fails withia the cateferf ef Backward 

classes. A trme oopy ©f the certificate 

regarding the applicant belongiaf t© 

bacHward class is attached herewith 

as Eaclesiire *A* •



f

5.

(B) inaat thtt applieant passed tk«
Hlfh Soho«l ExafHiiaatiaiiL ef

U«P. Beard «f Higli School &

iKtexmediate Bxanivatiens im

1968 and he also studied up to

XII Class htit heloMgimg to very

poor fanily he coaid not pass the

Intermediate Examiitatioiis difte to

'V varlotLs reasoms.

(6) That the appli©a»t was eiipioyed ia 
the orfnisatioa o£ opposite party

No,2 oa the post of Sorter as well ai

Assistant Compiler with effect

frem 23-4-1971 aad was disoHarged

OR 30-4-1974 om aecoant of

redtiotioa is estahlishneat. a

trtie copy offe the ©isobarge 
Certificate is attached herewith 

as Eaclesare *B*«

(D) *rhat the applieaat haviag worked 

for more than three years he 

acquired the status of Q^asi 

permaaeat eiaployee and his

serTiees eoald aot he dispensed
i.....6 .
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(6)

with •» a«G««it #f r«fiaGti«»

Im fstablishneat. The applieant 
naA# r*pr*s«i|tati«ns to tk®

•pp«8it* Farti«8 aftA his eas« 

rttiQaiB«6 iiiaer ©•Bgii.*rati«n

£«r a acasiittraHle 9«ri«A •£ 
time.

/

(E) That with th« applicant s^m»

•th«r fers«ms w«r* alM app#iptei

anA r«tr«iiGAi«6 •» 30-4-OL974* b&t

the eases ef the reftre«6he«

enpleyees were aeB8i<iereA an# Smt*

Arttii Dhatta ialwar and R.K. Diwam

were ffiVea pentaient empleymeiit

is 1978* These twe persens were

empie^A with the applicant aiad

ia ail natters ease ef the

applicant is at par aad 
itentieal with these twe persons*

I

A trtte eepy ef the appelntMent

er«er e£ Smt. Artn Dhatti 
Talwar is eneleseA herewith as 

Enclosure *C* te this elal»

l^titiea.
.... 7.
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(7)

(F) That a»y way th« a p p lie * t wa* 

maKimf k is  r»pr«seiitati«ns 

rtuiiiliif fr«ii p illa r  t«  p#«t.

Thea he was a fa i*  §!▼«» app^iatment 

in  thtt establishment of the 

•ppesite party N«.2 on the pest 

ef Tahmlater and werkeA 99. th is  

pest £r@m 3-2-1931 te  28-2-1982. 

Fregi 1-3-1982 the appliealit was 

sh ifted te  earry en the werk ef 

CeAer and alse werked thereea« 

hmt afa ia  the applicant was 

retxeaehed with effect frean 

30-6-1984. A tn e  copy ef the 

diseharfejl ee rtiflea te  a fa ia  ea 

aecemat ®f reduotien la  

estahlishmeat iii attached 

herewith as Eaclesure *B* .

(6) That a fa ia  the pe titieaer werked

fer a ceatiatets peried ef three 

years 4 menths and e-rea i f  

e a rlie r tea^re ef h is  service

fer the sake ef ar«umeat

excladed, he acquired the statas
« • • • • . 8 •
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(8)

•£ 9*xrmai|«nt MDplcyse ra

aac^mt 0f Mis esatiatoas w«rklB9 

from 2-2-1981 t« 30-6-1984 aad la 

a« eiro^staaee lie e«ulA ]»• 

r « t r « a e h e A ,

(H) That la the meaatlme a aandier •£ 

•r^ers hare heen IsisaeA frem the 

Gererameat ef Zadia refar^laf 

ahserjbtlea ef retreachen emple^es 

an& the applieaat eafht te he 

ahserheA aad la ae olroamstaaee^fbr 

^  smdn a leaf time werlclaf the 

appileaat eealA he salA te he a 

Dally Wages Werker a»d retreaeheA 

la the naaaer It has heen deae.

(I) That a Hit ef retreaothe^ erapleyees 

waft ealleA mpea hy the eppeslt#^ 

party Ne.l frem the •pp«slte party

He *2 fer ahserjbtlen ef smch empleyee
■ '1

1q- the ether (iepartmeats aad alee 

la the State Geveramat senrlaes, 

hmt dae te the mistake ef the 

•ppesite party He.2 the name ef

.................9 .



\ 9.
tke appllctant was a«t iaclilAeA 

amd it Is why tke applicant is

niiiiiittf fr«i pillar t« psst till 

this iate sat «f enplsjnoBt,

In this ritfard ocrtaia

iastr^ctisns were issaeA also te

y
the State GsTcrameat and the

applicant alse eeatactted smc:h 

aUtherities# hat his applieatieas 

are lyiuf here and there. He

moireA an applicatiea eren te the

Gelleoter Sitapor ea 22.&.198S 

eaclesiaf all the materials# hat 

till this tate everything is ia

air*

That ia this period the applioaat 

has appreached evory amtherity 

aad has le£t ae steae matarasd#

hat till this date a* orders have

heea passed except askiag for the 

report fron oae authority to the 

other aathority, A true e«py «f

an appiiaatioa dated 2X.12»1986
. . . . . . 1 0 ,
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la attache* h«ritwitfe as Annexare *E* 

t» this petition.

(K) That the applicant seat a last

applieatien im the moiith ef Hareh«

1987 te heth the eppeslte parties
/

an<A alse te the Refistrar^ Geiteral 

e£ lB(tia«xxlt Offiae e£ the Ce&sas 

1̂ / Operatiem, 2A, Maiisiafh Rea4l» Hew

Oelhi« hut me er^er has heea passed•
•

A true eepy ef the last applleatiem 

se«t hy the applioaat is atta^e« 

herewith as Ettalesare *g* te this 

petitiea.

7 . Details ef the remedies exha^stei.

The applicaat declares that he has 

aTaileA •£ all the remedies airailahle te 

him uAifter the relevaat serriee rmles# etc.

She applicant has sent a niunher ef 

applieatiens te the a^therities eenoemeA 

and the twe applieatiens Bnclesares '£* and 

are attaehedl herewith v^ich have h e e n ^ ^

— ----11.
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alreadjr «tiit«4l, hut n« rftplf has 

beea §iT«s exeept oalllftf ttp«|L 

th.̂  report by M e  aatk«rltf £r«m 

the «ther aath«rity« Qm the lait 

appllaatlM «f Marah^ 1987 

Enol«8«uc« If* the applioaBt 

a»sttret by th« «pp«6lte party H«.S 

that r«p«rt Is helKf oalleA ap«B

j fr«ai tfee Opposite party H«.2 asd

* sitttable «r€ers will lie pascei

within tw« BOAths.

8« Matters »et preylemsly filed «r pe«4ia§ with aay 
ether Cevirt*

The applioaat farther declares that 

he had »et previously filed aay appiieatieh, 

writ petitiea «r salt refardiaf the matter 

i» respeat ef whieh this applxQatien his

he4a^nade« hefere aay eeart ef law er aay 

ether atitherity er aay ether Beaoh e£ the 

Trihttaal aad aer aay s^eh applieatiea, 

writ petitiea er suit is peadia« hef«re 

aay ef them.

>12.
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9. Reliefs soafht:

!
(A) li Tlew «f the faets Beati«Be4 la

para 6 abeve the applicaat prays fer

the f#ll#wimg reliefs 5-

(1) OrAer ef retreftehmeAt 4ateA 7-7>1984

eeataiKet ia Eaelesare *l>' he gaasheA

y,J helAiag ̂it t# he reii. am€. iaeperatlTe^

aai. the applieaat oeatlamiaf ia 

service eatitleA te fet all the 

eDaeltaneats aail iaaiA«atal benefit 

therete.

( ii ) Cests ef this petitiea he awarded 

te the apFlicaht*

( iii ) Aay ether relief which this Hen*hie 

Trihiaaal ieens fit aa« preper ia the 

^  eirommstaaces ef the ease he §raate€

ia faTeor ef the applieaat iaelAmiaf 

a directien te ahser|itien ef the 

applieaat if relief as prayed fer, 

dees »et fiad favear with this 

Hea*hle Trihaaal.

!

6

.13
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10. Interim ®rder« if any prayed for t

Im view ®f the oireumstamces stated 

ab©ve a© prayer for aay interim order 

is made bat it is prayed that the 

petitiea itself ke decided as early 

as possible withi® a period ©f four 

raenths takimf iat« acceunt the 

miseries ef the applicant a|id hiis 

family meniiiers heia§ ©at ©f erapleymeat 

frem 1984 and ©nwards.

I
11. In the event ®f applicati©n heing sent ky Registered

post, it may he stated whether the applicant desires 
t© have ©ral hearinf at the admissien stage and if se^

he shall attach a self-addressed P©st '^grd/lnland Letter

at whieh intimation regardisg the date ©f hearinf 

coaid he sent t© him.

D©es not arise.

12. Particulars ©f Bank Draft/P©«tal Order in respect 
©f the Application Fee s ,

r*  *
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I

1. Marne e£ t^e BanKen vihich ^avm

2. DcraaBd Draft No.

Or*

1. Nttmteer ®f ladiaa P«»tal Order(s) h ^ 6 ^

2. Name ©f the issmiag Pest Office

3. Date ©f Issme ©f Pestal Ordcrs(s) Jc fj

4. Pest Office at viiiî  payable.

13. List ef eaclesmres t

(A )  A  trae eepy ef the eertifieate regardiaf

the applicaat belesigiag te liaekward class.

(b ) a  triie cepf ef the Biseharfe Certificate.

(C) A true cepy ef the appeimtoaent erder ef 

^t. AruQ Dhatti Halwar.

(D) A true c@py of the discharg^ certificate 

agaia ea acceuEit ef redaction ia 

establishmenit«

(£} A trme copy of an application dated 

21-12-1986.

(F) A true copy of the last application

.15.
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15.

seat l»y tfee apflicawt.

V E R I F I C A T I O N

I, Chaaara Gmpta, s«a ©f Sri Gaafa Pra«|A# 

ageA akeat 36 years, rasident ®f 359, Ganga Bfeawaa, 

Alara Na®ar, New Basti, Sitapar && hereby Terify that

the coateits ®f faras 1 

are trtie te personal knewledfe aad paras 

________ —̂  belieyed t® Iw tr^e on legal

advice and that I have aot suppressed any material 

fact.

Signatare «f the applicant.

Date 8 V o   ̂ ^
«»

Places
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. AE . / /DCO-UP/A - 3772
G@v«rameat of laclia 

Ministry ®£ Heme Affairs 
Office ©f the Director Gensms 0|s»erati®iis, U.P-

(Admiaistratiire Sectiea)

6, Park EeaA: LUcaCNOW

Dated s 15/10/1980.

aiaCHARGE CERTIFIQV.TE;

'Y '
Shri Cfeaadra Gmpta S/@ Shri 6an§a Prasad R/o R*P*F. 

Line, Mawaiya LUcknow werked in tlie Regioaal Tabalati©a

Office (1) aad G.P* Cell, Liackii©w ea the pest aad fer tke 

period fivea kelow. He was retreached ea 30.4.74 ea 

accoaat of redaction in Establishmeat.

He is coasidered suitable for employmeat auader Goverameat.

POST

SORTER

Assistaat

Cwnpiler

PERIOD

From 23.4.71 to 
13.10.71

14.10.1971 to

30.4.74

PAY

Fixed pay Rs.l75/- 
Goasolidated.

Rs.260s400.

TRUE COPYs

Sd/- Illegible



Emcl»sare »C*

21/1/78 DCSsIII
GoTcrmmeat ®f India 

Ministry ®f Affairs
lepart^eat of Personae 1 amd Admn Reforms.

New Delhi - 1, dated tke • • •

T ®

December, 1978
26 DEC. 1978

Sferi G.P. Gars 
iac 9(HQRS) ADMJ, 
Ceraniissiefter of Income Tax, 
Delfei-1, Hew Delhi,

'■>y

SIdijects- Re~deplo7merat/alisorption of retreached temporazTf 
Centril Goverameat Btnployees*

Sir,

lain directed to refer t© your D.G. letter No.Est .4/ilG/ 
/III Rect/DDC/78/16569 dated the 8th December, 1978aiaQl this 
Department letter H©.2/B/78-CS.III dated the 20th Decemfeer, 
1978, ora the above subject and t® say that it has beea decided 
to a@minate shrimati Ariandhati Talwar, a retreached Assista^it 
Compiler of the Director of Census Operation, u.p, Luckjaow 
against the post of a Lower Division clerk ia the scale of pay 
of Rs*260-400 ia your office ia terras of this Department Office 
Memoraadmm No.42014/l/75-Estt(j) Vol. Ill dated the 27th March, 
1978read with their O.M.of the same a^lmber dated the 29th June, 
1978 (copies enclosed) . It is requested that she may be 
absorbed afainst the said post iiamediately and this Departmeat 
be informed of the date ©f her absorption at aa early date. 
Smt. Aruadhati Talwar is being directed t@ rep©rt to you for

2. The service documents ia respect ©f Smt. Aruadhati 
Talwar may be obtained direct fr®m the Office of th® Director 
of Census Operati©n, U.P. Lucknow.

Yours faithfully.
Sd/- 

(K. B. Hair)
Uader Secretary t® the Goverament of India.

-GS-III datad the 26 BEC. L973
X.O''" (A copy is forwarded to Smt. Arundhati Talwar, 34, Arya

Nagar, .......lU.P. with instructions to report for duty t® the
lacome Tax Commissioner, New Delhi by 30th December, 1978 
positively.

(K.B,Nair)
Under Secretary t@ the Government of ladii.

True Copyj



E n c l o s u r e  *D *

NO: AE/D.C.O* U*P*/A- (81 (...... )
G@VEREJMEWT of INDIA 

MINISTRY OF HOiC AFFAIRS 
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR OF CENSUS OPERATIONS 

UTTAR PRADESH

H'i Nawal Kishare R®ad 
L m c k a a w .

Dated 7tfe Jaly# 1984.

DISCHARSE GERTIFIGATEs

Shri/* • • ......CSiaadra Gapta teas worked ia the ©ffice of

the Director 0f Ceasas Operati®ns/ U.P. Ltckaow ©a the post (s)

and f®r the period (s) fivea l*el@w. His services have beea 

temiaated with effect fr@ra 30.6.84 (A.N.) on accamat of reductioa 

ia esta]*lishraeat. His w®rk aad coadact was satisfactery.

Period Pay with®at all®wance.,

Tal*<iilat®r 3.2.31 t® 28.2.82 8s.230/»

1.3.82 t® 30.6.32 te.230/-

1.7.32 t® 30.6.84 Rs.350/-

S4|paature

Desigaatioa ®f Officer
Trae Capys and Office Seal.

( M.N* Srivastava)
IiU C X N O W .
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Fr®m

EMQlegare *Ê

caaasAra Gmpta,
C/o Shri Mahatma Prajapati,
359, GaBfa BhawaB aear Ifeat-Ehata pml, 
M@h • • Alam I7a§ar#
Distt. saltanpiir (U«P.)

The Registrar General ®f India,
Office ®f the Oensms Operatisas,
2A, Maaa Singh R®ai, Hew Belhi»

RedeploymeEt facility t® the temporary retrench 
empl©yees ®f the ®ffice of the Birect®r ef Ceasas 
Operatieas/ U#P. Lackmow.

*
Respectefi Sir#

I be§ t© state that I was cmpleyeA as S®rter aafi Asstt.

C®n)piler ia the office ©f the D*C*0«UaP* Luckaow w»e.f*23•4»71 to

30.4.74 aad after cempletiag three yrs, aad eight days aad ia

1981 Geasms w.e.f. 28.2.81 t® 30.6.84 as Coder Rs.350/-

C®asolidated pay), ray services were termiaated aad due t® the

aefligeacy of the office ®f the Birector ®f Ceasas Gporati®as

UP Luckaow ray aaroe was exclusded ia the list ®f the retrenched

employees ^ich was forwarded to the special cell of the

Deptt. ®f pers®aael & AR (M.H.Ai) Govt. ®f ladia, f©r redeployraeg

facility and dae t© this mistake I am still aaemployed.

I we^ald reqaest that the Director Censas Operatioas 
UP Lacknow may ke ceatacted aad the reasoa for aot forwardias my

same may He asked (copy of my service particular may he sees 
from the office order Ho.AR/l/81/t>C0-UP/A dt-16 March 1981 &

No.AE/l/81/bD/DP/A-3550 dated 15 Jaly 1981 (copy e»cl®sed for

ready reference). la view of the office order of the Director
.............2 .
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®£ cenBtis •pera'ti^ns UP Lu.ck£i®w* X

redepl®3rmcQt facility in acc@rdaiicc with tke Deptt ©f 

Persomiael & AR (MHA) G/I, O.M.N*.42014/1/75 Egtt.D. V©i.III 

Aatea 29 Jtuae, 1978, (copy eacloseA). la tMe last I 

w®tild reqaest y«m kiadly t® l«©k iat« the matter 

pers®Qally a»d ray aame raay lie f®rwardet t® the Deptt,

©f pers®B»el & AR (MHA)G/1, f®r reAepl®y»eiit facility
['

as early as p®ssil»le.

H©pe that ray hvsroble reqmest will Iw; c®agii.erci 

by y®ur h®n©ur anfi my aam® will l»e ferwarfied with

sMtable recoiMieaiatien.

Thaaking y®a with profotiadest refards#

Yomr's very tnaely.

*21.12.1986.
S d / -

{ CHANDRA GUPTA)

^  Eacl 8 1 • App®iatiBcat letter ®f

2. Experieace Certificate.

i. DCO UP letter N®.AE/I/81/DCOUP/a dt.l6 March,81 & 
AE/1/DD/DA/A355G Dt. 15 Jialy 81.

******

TRUE COFYS
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/ Eaclosure *F*

From

Ctoaadra Gupta#
C/© Sbri Mahatma PrajaFati#
359, Ganga Bbawa® »«ar Hiat-ifeata pul# 

Alam Hafar#
Distt. Sitapur (U.P*)

The Registrar General ©f India#
Office ©f the Census Operation# 
2A# Maa» Siagh R©ad, New Delhi.

Respected sir.
Respectfully I bef t® submit that I am an ladiaa

citizen and belwaging t©k backward class aad I was appeiated

in 1971 and worked at that time fer three years and eight days

and was illegally retrenched at that time. Since then the

applicant has been making approaches t® year hon®ur and als« 

ether concerned auth»riti®s. The ©ther employees appointed

and retrenched with the applicaat hare been finally absorbed.

The applicnt was left unteuched. In 1981 he was again/
empleyed but with effect fr®m 30-6-1984 he was again retrenched 

against which the applicant has siOimitted a nuidier ef 

applications referring t@ varievis orders @f yeur honour and

the Government and the reason for non-abs©rpti©n of the 

applicant is that the Director of Census Operation omitted 

my name in the list sent by him. On my earlier applications 
the reports have been called upon but till this date

>o final »r«er has been passed. Hj children are now dyin«
___ .2.
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starrati®?^ deatk and in tliis regard I am sending ray last 

r«presentati#n t® your hoaomr aad if l d« a®t get aay

i redressal# I wovald be ferced t@ make My applicatien 

before the Central AdmiaistratiTe Trifemaal, Allahabafi. 

if «o final erders are passed withi* two movtks.

Year's very trmely.

1987. ( CHANDRA GUPTA )
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IN THB CEl'ITRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL ALLî iABAD.

CIVIL MISC. APPLICATION NO. /OF 1988

On behalf of the Respondents

IN

Bff-aTATPATTON NÔ x̂ it 642 OF 1987/

Chandra Gupta .Applic ant

Versus

The Union' of India & others ........Respondents*

To

The lion’ble the Vice-Chairman and 
his other coup anon Members of the aforesaid 
Hon'ble Tribunal.

The humble application on behalf of the 
Respondents Most Respectfully' Showeth as 

under:-' *■■ ■



/
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1. That the full facts and circmstances
have been set out in the accompanying counter- 
affidavit, . ,

2, That for the reasons and facts-
stated in the accompanying counter-affidavit, 
it is expedient in the interest of justice 
that this Hon‘ble Trifeunal may he pleased 
to dimmiss the application filed by the 
applicant with costs.

■ P R A Y E R

It is, therefore,prayed that 
this Hon'ble Tribunal'may kindly be pleased 
to admit the counter-affidavit on behalf 
of the respondents and dismiss the application

Addl.St anding Counsel 
Counsel for the Respondents.

Dt/ January ,1988/



II T m  CSITHAL. mmSTHATITfi TRIBDIIiL ALLigABi©.

(VaJV^U^nAmTTjao- -

m

RBGISTRATIOI 10. 642 OF 1987/ 

Ghaadra Gupta ...... ... .Applic ant

Versus

The Union of Inaia & others.........Respondents.

Affidavit of L.f'
aged about years son of , 
L ^ k 'S L : ^posted as

(Beponent)

I, the deponent afeoTCnamed do hereliy 
solemnly affirm and state on oath as under:-

r\

I

1. That the deponent is posted
and as such is fully 

acquainted ^lith the facts of the case deposed to 

'feelovr.
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2 , That the conteats of paJ’a-I»2,3,4 and 5
of the application are matters of record,hence 

no reply Is belag offered.

'  I
y

3 . That the contents of para-6(4) 
of the application needs no comments.

4, That in reply to the contents of 
para-6(G) of the application, it is submitted 
that the applicant"\fas appointed on the post 
of Sorter on f ixed pay and for specific period 
froiTi 23,4,71 and Tfjorked upto 13.10.71 and on the 
post of Asstt. Compiler fran 14.10,71 to 30.4,74 
In the scale of Hs. 110-180. He was retrenched 
on 30-4-74 on account of reduction of staff.

t

5, That in reply to the contents of

parar 6(B) of the application, it is submitted 
that the allegations made W  the applicant are 
not correct as stated hence denied .It is further 
submitted tha;t the applicant has worked on scale 
■pay post for only about tVo and half year i.e. 
from 14.10.71 to 30.4.74. He was not entitled for ’ 

Quasi-permanancy due .to none completion of 3 years 

required period for Quasi-permanent. It is incorrec
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to say that aiay representation of the
applicant is pending in this office in this 
-coaneetion.

6, That the contents of para-6(B) of the
\ y . ■ application are emphatically denied. It is
T '  ■ incorrect to say that Smt. Arundhati Talwar and 

 ̂ '■ Sri R.D, Dewan got permanent employment in
this department. In' fact they arb no more in 
this department. The department is not aware 
where they are working at present.

\

7. That ,ln reply to the contents of 
para-6(g) of the application, it is submitted 
that in connection with the 1981 Census the 
applicant was appointed for specific period . 
and adhoc basis on the post of Tabulator on 
fixed pay of Rs.' 280/- p.m. from 3.2.31 to 
28.2.82 and on the post of Coder on fixed

•

pay of Bs, 280/“ p.m. from 1.3.82 to 30.6.84. 
He was retrenched on 30-6-84 on account of 
reduction 'in establishment.

8. That in reply to the contents of 
para-6 (a) of the application,^ it is submitted
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that as mentioned in reply to the contents 
of para-(F) % the applicant worked on adhoc 
Isasis and for specific period.

ti/

9 , That in reply to the contents 
of para-6(H) of the application, it is 
sTt5mitted that it is incorrect to say that 
the government has issued any Instruction lor 
the alasopption of retrenched employees in 

this department.

10. That the contents of para-6 (I) of the
application are denied. It is si&mitted that 
no îich list was demanded by the opposite party 
no.l and the so-called list \fa.s asked for ^
consideration for the appointment of the cases 
of the retrenched employees in t,he State GoTerniaent 
department by the state governmetit which was 

sent*

t

11. That in reply to the contents of 
para-6(J & K) of the application, it is siSsmltted 
that the services of the applicant were 
termiaatea on aooomat of reduction In estaisllstiment. 

This aepaitmeat has no knowleage afeout the action
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tdsenfey the state goverimeJit departmffnt in 
cases of appointment of retrenched employees,
lo application of the applicant is pending 

with the respondents*

A.t
I
]

12, That the declaration made by the 
applicant in para-7 of the application are 
based and hence emphatically denied*

13. That the contents of para-8 of the 

application need no comments.

2,4 , That in vievi of the fact.s and
circumstances stated afeove, the applicant has 
failed to prove any prima-fiaeie case in 
his favour and hence the reliefs sougiit 
in para-9 and 10 of the application cannot fee 
granted toy this Hon'lsle Tribunal. Moreover, the 
application is liafele to fee dismissed with costs.

15. That the contents of para-H>l2 and 13
are matters of record,hence need no comments.

I, the deponent above named do 
hereby verify that the contents of parasi±£j^

of this affidavit are true to my
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J

persoaal knowledge; those of paras ^
are based oa record; those of paras "~p...
are Tsased on legal advice to i/̂ iich all I 
feelieve to fee true; that no part of it Is false 
and' nothing material has been concealed.

So help me God.
Depoiynt

I,]).3. Chaufeey,Cler^ to Shri K.G.Slnhaj. 
Advocate,High Court,Allahafead d^ hereby declares 
that the person makiE^ this ai^idavit and alleging 
himself to be the same is kcy6wn to me from the 

perusal of papers.
Clerk

Solemnly af/irmed before me
on this___th day at /__ am/pm fey the deponent .
iijho has been identif^d fey the aforesaid Clerk-

I have/satisfied myself by examining 
th§ deponent thatyhe has understood the contents 
of this affidavi/ which have been read ̂’bver and 
explained to h^, by me.

Oi]m CQMMISSIONSR* .
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Tb© Gbairraan, 
Administrative Tribunal 
Uttar Pradeah, 

Allahabad.

Cbardra Gupta . . . .

YerauB
llnioQ of India & two others

ippli G ĵit

Respondents

as under:-

MiSG.ippiication of 88

In

Original ipflication no.642 of 1 9 ^

I')-'' ^  ^ I
ilpplication under aectinn 25 of th^

' lO^ ^ W y ? ! ?
The applicant respectfully begs to suWiit a

; K  ai f ^ i  0 ..S ■iV
J7

1, That the applicant is a poorman and he is

out of employment since linge « After exhausting

departmental renedies any way the applicant has 

approached this Tribunal and got drafted his 

application by Sbri M ,A.^iddiqui , Advocate who 

practices at Lucknow Bench of the Allahabad High 

Gourt.

2. Thit the applicant is a resident of ^itapur

and he being poor man is not in a position to come

to Allahabad on each and every date or engage some 

counsel who may do pairvi of his case in his 

absence.

3. That the applicant has come to know that dn 

the near future a Bench of the Tribunal ocassionally

....2/-
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or permanently la to sit at Liaeknow,

4, That in ca3e the applicant's ca^e is fixed 

for hearing at Liacknow it will be convenient for him. 

On account of poverty he is not in a position to 

manage its hearing at lllahabad.

It is , therefore, very resp^ctflally prayed 

that the above noted case may kindly be transferred 

to a Bench sitting at Lucknow and the appliear^t be 

informed regarding the aforesaid case through 

S'hri iddiqui, Advocate whose address is given

here below for convenianc©.

Dated: CGhacdra ^upta)
Applicant

Address j

Ghandra (^upta G/o 

Shri M ,A 3 id d iq u i , Mvoeate 

36, Jagat Harain Hoad, 

&ol.aganj, Lucknow,
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Before the Central Administrative Tribunal, O.P.

Allahabad.

SbaJidra ^iJpta
feraua

Union of India & two others . . . .

Applicant

Oppos it e-parties

Misc.Application no.

' . ' In

X)riginal 'Application n o .642 of

of 88

Application for recalling the ord^er dated 

12-1-88 parsed by the Hon‘'ble Tribunal

The applicant, aboi/enamed, submits as under:-

1* That the applicant is a resident of ^ita,pur 

and he got filed  the aforesaid petition through 

Shri M. A.Siddiqui , Advocate, Allahabad High Court, 

Luckfeow Bench, Lucknow, and onaccount of poverty

■ the applicant himself could not manage to reach the 

court on each and every date.

2, That the applicant 'approached one time also' \ . y
obri Frabhuu Kant, Advocate through ^hri M.i.^iddiciui 

Advocate, Allahabad but on that date the application 

could not be taken for admission.

3. V ' ^ h ^  the;;^plicant himself Game to know about
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the caJJe but be waJi infonned that now the ca^e is 

fixed on 12-2-88 and be M  was very mucb inclined.to 

ap'f©ar before the Tribunal on 12-2-1988 but in the 

meantime be received information W  that tbe instant 

ca'se bafJ been dismia'^i ed on 12-$-8B*

<■

4, That tbe applicant is a poor man sx ii oat of 

employment since long and on account of poverty it is 

very difficult for bim to reach on each and every

date.

5. That the dismissal of the application causes 

irreparable loss and hardship to the applicant

and there is no intentional default pn the part of

the. applicant,

It is ,  therefore, very respectfully prayed 

that the te*ble Tribunal may kindly be pleased to 

allow this application and restore the original 

application to its original number and the asa^e 

on merits, if possible fixing some'date here at 

Lucknow,

' "̂" "̂ippli cant

i

\



BEPOEE THE CEHDRAL AD MI WIST HAT lYE TEIBUNAL U.P.
ALLAHilBAD

AFP IDAVIT IN SUPPOED OP 
Misc.Application No. of 1988

In re;
Original Application 642, of 1987

Chandra Gupta

Versus
Union of India & two others

Af f id avit

Applicant

0pp.Parties

I, Gharrira Gupta, ^ed about 38 years, son of 
Sri Ganga Prasad, resident of 3 59,Ganga Bhawan,Alam 
lagar New Basti Sitapur^ the deponent do hereby 
solemnly affirm and state on oath as under;-

1. That the deponent is the sole applicant in the 
above noted application and as such he is fully conver­
sant with the facts of the case deposed hereunder;.

2. That the deponent is a resident of Sitapur and'
he got filed the aforesaid petition through Shri M.A. 
Siddiqui,-Mvocate,Allahabad High ^ourt Lucknow -̂ ench, 
Lucknow and on account of poverty the aplicant himself 
could not manage to reach the court on each ard every 
date,

3. That the a-p deponent approached one time also 
Shri Prabhu Kant, Aivocate through Shri M*A,Siddiqui 
Mvocate, Allahabad but on that date the application 

could not be taken for admission. ^

V.M-
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4# That the applicant himself came to know 'about
the case bat he was iaformed that now the case is 
fixed on 12.2.1988 and he was very much inclined to 
appear before the Tribunal on 12*2.1988 but in the 
meantime he received information that the instant case 
has been dismissed on 12-1 .1988*

5. That the applicant is a poor man ard out of̂  
employment since long and on account of 'poverty it is 
very difficult for him to reach on each and every date.

V

6. That the dismissal of the application causes 
irreparable loss and hardship to the applicant and 
there is no intentional default on the part of the 
applicant.
LucknowjDated
Feb.10,1988 Deponent

Yerif icat ion 
I, the named above depor̂ 'nt do hereby verify 

that the contents of paras are true to my
personal knowledge while those of paras to 
are.believed by me to be true. No part of it is false 
ani nothing material has been concealed so he Ip me God 
Lucknow jDated ^  rZ J

Peb.l 0,1988 Deponent
I, identify the deponent who has signed before 
me.

Advocate
Solemnly affirmed before me on N  
at ^ A . m . b y  Sri
the deponent who is identified by ori ^

•Mvocate High Court of Judicature at Allahabad ^ucknow 
Bench Lucknow® I have satisfied myself by examining the 
deponent that he understands the contents of this affida 
vit which have been read over ani explained to him by me

I

HisbGoun, Allahabâl
Lsska'.rf"

•S# ^  i -3̂ -,
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IN THE CENTRAL'ADMINISm-JIVE TRIBUN̂ \L.AT ALLAHABAD 
CIRCUIT BENCH,GANDHI BHAWAM 

' . ' , LUCKNOW

N0..CAT/CB/LKO/ ■

OFFICE - MEMO 

Registration No , 0^A> ^  ill- of i93"7« ^

Vers^

J^plicant *s

Respondent’s

f the jribunal^s Order/Judgement
 ̂in-the ■ abovenoted case .is forwarded 

ction. ' .

For DEPUTY REGISTRAR. (U)
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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUmL 

Circuit Bench, Lucknow 

• • • '
June 22, 1989

Registration Review Petition No. 173 of 89(L)

In

O.A, NO* 1987

Chander Gupta Applicant

Vs. '

Union of India ^ ors . . . .  Respondents

Hon* Mr. D*S. Misra, A.M.

Hon* Mr. D.K. Aqrawal, J.M .

{ Hon' Mr. D.K. Agrawal, J.M .)

This is an application for review of the 

judgment dated 24-4-89 passed in Registration(O.A, No.

642/87 Chandra Gupta Vs. Union of India & ors).

2 . in the above application, the retrenchment 

order dated 7-7-84 was challenged. The finding of this 

Tribunal was to the effect that the impugned termination 

order dated 7-7-84 was an order of termination on account

of reduction in the establishment. It was also held that the

appointment given to the applicant was for a fixed period

on ad hoc basis. It was, therefore, held that the applicant 

did not acquire the legal right to hold the post and that
♦

the termination order was not passed for any reason other than 

the reduction in the number of posts^of establishment. Consequently 

the application was dismissed.

3. We have given our careful consideration to the

review application. We are unable to arrive at a conclusion 

other than the one already arrived at in the main application. 

There is no,good ground for review of the order. ^

Member(A) Member(J)

(sns)

Lucknow 

June 22, 1989,
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B’EPORS THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL QURCIT

V  BENCH LUCKNOW

Review Petition n o . / 7 i ,  of 1989

\

in re;

Chandra Gupta, agedaboxit 40 years, 

son of s^^i Ganga Prasad, resident of Ganga Bhawan, 

Alam Nagar,New Basti sitapur. .

Applicant 

Versus

1* Union of India,Ministry of Home Affairs, New Delhi

jr 2 • ' Director,Cansus operations, U*P •Administrative
section, Newal Kishore Road, Lucknow

3* Registrar, General of India ,O ffice  of the Consus 
operations, 2-A, Mansingh Road, New Delhi.

opp.Parties

p J U A  '

\ c 4  0^  Case N0«642 of 1937

/  Chandra Gupta P e t it io n e r

Versus

Union of India and others Respondents

APPLICATION FOR RSVIEW OF JUDGMENT AND ORDER 
DATED 2 4 .4 >19397" fn̂ ’̂reT^Case NQ .64S oFTg'BS^' 
Rendered by Hon*bie p .3 »Misra Admlnis^ 
Mm^er^and Hon* bie p.K.Agarwa-t- judiciaJL MmEer

The applicant most re sp ectfu lly  begs to 

submits as u n d e r ;-

! •  That the above noted case f i l e d  i n i t i a l l y

at Allahabad  was dism issed in default and applicatior 

for  restoration  ha^^been moved by the applicant ^
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Hovfever prior to any order of admission or issue 

notice requiring to file  counter affidavit, a counter 

affidavit was filed on behalf of opposite parties*

2 . That 30 -3 -39 was fixed for disposal of

restoration application and on that day the counsel 

of the applicant was not there and the case v;as 

fixed’ for orders and the applicant has received 

the copy of orderpassed by this Hon'ble Tribunal 

dated 24 .4 .1989  by which the case has been finally 

. dismissed. The applicant received the order on

A  12 .5 .1939  and as such the Review application is

being filed*

3 . That Hon'ble Tribunalhas been pleased to

/ reject the, applicant* s case for relief -l.^quash'ing

the termination order^but the.Hon'ble Tribunal has 

not considered relief I I I  regarding which the 

avennents of the applicantts has not beenrepelled*

4* That the applicant is a retrenched enployee

as per his alternative case and the other retrenched 

^ployees having been qbsorbed the applicant could, 

not be left on the street*

5 . That the Government has also framed rules

and issuegSlthe orders regarding (j^so^i|ation of 

retrenched employee and in case the order of 

termination is not held bad as contended by the 

petitioner the order is of retrenchedment•

6 * That in case the applicant had been allowd

to file  rejoinder affidavit and substantiated his 

case th e 'applicant is pretty sure that his case 

could have been allowed by the



-y*'

- 3 -

the Hon'ble Tribunal*

7 . That due to not sending the nurae of the

applicant at the relevant time the applicant could
' \

not be (absorbed although his fellow onployees have 

been o^sorbed and the applicant has fallen a victim 

of inaction of opposite parties*

3 . Tkt in the circumstances it is most

expedient in the interest of justice that this Hon'ble 

J  , Tribunal recall/^its order dated 2 4*4 *1939 and rehear

over the whole matter or in the alternative hears 

" Y  the matter for relief I I I*

p rayer

, WHEREFORE# it is most respectfully prayed
/»N
' that this Hon'ble Tribunal may kindly be pleased

to recall its order dated 2 4*4*19 39 and rehears over tl 

the whole matter or in the alternative hearj^ the 

matter for relief no*3*

Lucknow/Dated

June  1989 ( m *A*S id d iq u i  )
 ̂ Advocate

Counsel fo r  the Applicant

-XT



BSPORE THE Ci^NTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

CIRCUIT BMCH - LUCKNOIf

REVIEV7 Application n o *

Case NO. 642 of

of 1939

O’' j/
Chander Gupta .

Versus '
Union of India and others OPP‘Parties

f /<U * f

Affidavit ,

I# Chander Gupta# aged about 40 years, son of , 

sri Ganga Prasad, resident of 359, Ganga Bhawan,

Alam Nagar, New Basti, sitapur, the deponent do hereby

solannly affirm and state on oath as under;

1 . That the deponent is the applicant in the

above noted application and as such he is  fully

conversant with the facts of the case deposed 

hereunder;

2 • That the above noted Case fi>ied in i t ia l l y

at Allahabad  v;as dismissed in default  and application  

for  restoration  has been moved by the applicant*

Hovjever p r io r  to any order of admission or issue notice 

requiring  to f i l ©  Counter A f f id a v it ,  a counter 

a f f id a v it  was f i le d  on b e h a lf  of opposite Parties*

3* That 30 *3*1939 v;as f ixed  for  disposal of

restoration  application  and on that day the
‘ /  

counsel of the applicant was not there and the case 

v;as f ixe d  fo r  orders and the applicant has received



V
- 2 -

the copy of order passed by this Hon'ble Trj±>unal 

dated 2 4 «4* 19-39 by which the case has been finally 

dismissed. The applicant received the,order on 

l2«5«1939 and as such the .leview Petition is being

filed .

,4. rhat the Hon*ble Tribunal has been pleased to

reject the applicant's case for relief no»l quashing'- 

the'terminatipn order but the Hon'ble Tribunal has not 

considered relief No*3 regarding v^hich the averments of 

the applicant'has not been repelled.

5- That the applicant is a retrenched mployee as

per his alternative case and the other retrenched 

employees having been obsorbed the applicant could not 

be left on the street*

6* That the Government has also framed rules and

issue'the orders regarding obsorbation of retrechened 

employees and in case the order., of termination is not 

held bad as contended by the petitioner the order is 

of retrenchedment.

7* That in case the applicant had been allowed to

file  rejoind.er affidavit as substantiated his case 

the applicant is pretty sure that has case

could have been aHov/ed by the Hon*ble Tribunal*

8 .  That due to not sending the name of the '

applicant at the relevant time the applicant 

could not be obso.rbed although his fellovj m p lo y e es  

have ’-:een obsorbed and the applicant has fa l le n  a 

victim of in action of opposite Parties*.

9 .  That in the circumstances it is most



/
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expedient in the interest  of ju s t ic e  that this 

H o n 'b le  Tribunal recalled  its  order dated 2 4 . 4 * 3 9  

and rehears over the v;hole matter or in the 

a lte rn a tiv e  hears the matter fo r  re l ie f  W o » i i i  

o f  the main p etitio n *

• ■ - 3 -

Lucknow;Dated 

Ju ne  1939 ^  ̂
Deponent

V e rifica tio n

/

>

If the deponent named daove do herdDy verify 

that the. contents of paras 1 to ^  

of this affidavit are true to my personal 

knov/ledge v;hile those of paras to

are believed by me to be true*

N O  Part of it is false and nothing 

material has been concealed so help me 

God.

Signed and verified this th day of 
June 1989.

Deponent

I , id entify  the deponent who has 

signed before  me*

Advocate
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Cit,'£ML AJKZlUSTiUiZVS TiUaUNAl., ALLMiAOt>D 
CI.^UXT iSMCh AX LUOJ40M.

•*•••■ > •

y j4aglstr«tlon (O.A .) No, 642 oi i987 

Chanlfa ;2upti , . , .  Applicant.

Versus

Union ot India it oU.era . . . .  .^spondents.

r

lion*Die a.i.. Kis/a , A.M.
|>on*! l̂e ii.K, rtorawal. J.M .

^Delivered by Hon. U .K . Agrawal, J .M .)

' A  This application, under Section 19 ot the) "A ►
) Adninistrative Tribunals Act, 198S, has been tiled by 

/  f*r applicant, Chandra Gupta, feeling aggrieved witJ",

A e  order o£ retrenchrcnt dated 7 .7 .1984  passed by the 

, /  office of the Director of Census Operations, Govejttî n̂ Mt̂

ot India, Ministry of Home Aftairs, Ui-tar Pradesh', liu ^o w .

2. The tacts, in brief, are that the applicant Was

appointed on tJ^ post of Sjferter* on a fixed pay and for 

specific period from 23 .4 .197i ‘ to 13.10.1971 and on the 

post of Assistant Compiler from 14.10.1971 to 30 .4.1974. 

lA Was ratrencKatf on' 30.4.1974 on account o£ reduction of 

staff, .^gdin tfie applicant was appointed for a specific 

Rgriodji.on ad hoc b sis, on the post 'of Tabulator oi» a 

fixed ipay of Rs.280/- per manth from 3»^vl981 to 28.2.1982 

and on tlie post of Coder on a fifed pay pt ‘F3.-280/- per 

month from 1.3.1982 to 30 .6 .1984. He was again !r&trenched 

on account of reJUc^ion in establishmsnt on 7,7.1964-, 

qt»eition is as to wheU;or the applicant- 

acquired any lejdl riyht to hold the post, ani secjnJly, 

wiiethar U.e teiminition order was bad in law. Thj tacts, 

as stateJ in ti.e duplication or in u.e counter affidd^ it

fh p v ty

OCDU .. n

V..U-
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Ke^ie^ Pefcifei0fl ||0» [lj>  • o€
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4

Oupfce^ age<labcnat 40' ye nr s, 
soft- of aaaga ^rasa^. m s i^e m  of Gaisga

î lsp Jl̂ ew B.aB',tl 5itapu^»

ifGrsiis
t*- tlaio:!! o£ inaia#.Ministr|r'=of Hcsme Affairs* iRew

t - Bi-recto c arises ■̂ î erafclong# u •? •nam i!i istrat 
Sectio% t.'B**- l^emi tiicknow*

3* ^egistrai^ daftGrai of India#Office of the mxtms 
(derations, 2-ft,,Bsrisin0i Roaa^Mew B&llii*

case l?0‘#42 of 193? 

Gupta

'Vergil g•»
’d€ India and' otilie*?s

i?efeitionee

■SvGSPOlldoft'tS

BFPIjIG ^ IO R  ;#DR RlgtjiM OF JUDGMSgtl? QlDSR

R^aa^eeQ; toy. *a *Mi era
lia "̂Sn<ci

Tlie appiicani: most 

stifcBit'its as waderi^'

begs-, tm

i *■ 'Jtvat the abci;& fiotefi case filed ittitla;l%
at Ailfeli^iaS Wfes,.dism3.ss-̂ S' default appiie.at.iotiP 
for j‘<SBtoff^tioa ImB bê Bt- fnoi?ed. fey a|)p-i.l<3aiit



“V
A

r •'s

.prioff to m f  order of aimlgsioa m  .
■^- tto'feî © f̂scsmiffing '£© fii©' eouTiter af a eoiaiitjgt

affMa'^'ifc was filed om of oppagit'a ‘

2:* fhat 3?J*3*39 was iixei-.fo.r <aispos.a;i of 
r^isfeoratiofs app2-ication aB<3 oa ttsat day the €ottn@.©l 
©f the appiicant xfas nvot there and thm ca^e v m  

fixei for orders and the app3.i<2a«t has recel^d 
the copf of o.rdeirpassGdHpii^bi ©’IP'ribmaal 

C" ; ■ ' 24»4»|939 b̂ - whleh tlSG, case ^as he.m £iriEl%'
_ dismissed:*- The r3ppli<2aBt r-ec-ei'ved tfte orcl'er on ■'■ • .' 4

12 «S*t©Q9 aa<3 as such the applic.afciOB is
;' \- iiei-ng i'jilecl,* ■ • . .

*: 2 »■

$ * That Hoii‘bie frifeu-aaii^as been pieas®<5 1;©' 
rej'eefc the, appiicsnt* ,© for r^ii^. ^as ^ i n g
tile teminafcjLori ortler but the Hoji’ble ‘rribuftal has- 
aot e:onsid€red relief -Jtt r^garadBg which .-the 
a’germe»:ts of the appAicaafets has not beenrepoliea*

4'* That the applicant Is a retrenG'hed .snpiofê -' 

as. per his alternativs case, .aod the ot.her retreacJied’ 
m p ^ o f ^ & s ' h.a.ving baen obsO'cped the appiicaftt c o m M  
'tiot. be i#ft Oil ths street« ;'

S* l*hat the GOvertimerit-'has a^so^ m l ® :  ;
an<i .issues the ordo'rg. regarding obsorbatioji of 
retretiahed-enployed- and in case'tha-.ordier of ' 
t-em,in&tioB is not hei§' bad;' a:S ‘ contended: by-the' 
petitiQuer the o-rd^r is of --r©t.repehec^'Sf|;*

y

S* That ,ifi .0ase the applicant ha<i bee% ̂jal-lowd 
to file reloinaer affi<3a\dt and sub.stafitt.at.ed his 
case the appl.icant is pretty ŝ r̂e thsii his ease 
. ccmld hai?e h^BU a,l lowed 'fey th@ Ho ■ /



f *. fhat da^: to not 3,-eri4i«g  tte nam® oi; 

.appiicant at tfc'.e reie'^ajit time the aPpAlcafi'li 
not be ©fesorbed^ f}lthoia#\ 'hia £<3lIo'W's^nployees h a w  

hm &n obsorbeS and tiie applicant has faXlcfi. a 
©f inaction ^of opposite parties*

S T'^t. in the circiMistaftces it  is fflost

o .

"■'■Vi"

-eKpadient in the  in erest of j 'Ustice that th is  H,oi3*'blG 

t r ib u n a l  recall its  order dated 2 4 *4*1939  and T'ehe-^r 

over th e  whole matter or In  ̂ th-e a l t e m a t iv e  hears  

the sTiatter for relic^f iii*'

it i.s most resPactfuXXy praje<2 

-that, tbla Hon*bie ^'rlbunal may kinaiy be pieagM . 

to recai^l its o-tdei:- dat^d 24f4*19 39 an̂ 3 rehears over td' 

the inatter or in the'''Gltornati've heaJ^s tiia

rnattsr for relief no«3”

BicknovjIDated

.June
^a-irc^ate 

Gomns«i for the Appiioant
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C l W I f  BaiSII 1«CK!3'0W

aE¥,i.si'j AppIi@atio.il ij:© * of itst

in ref
:ase h o * 642 of i9B7G;

■eiia:nil0̂  Gispta ;vppili3©tifc
C'

of I:ndia and otiveifg Opp Parties.

. X Affidavit.
\

X#. Ghandec Gupt®# .^boyt 0' yaars:j, soin. of
Ganga Prasa<3,. rsgiaeitt of ̂ 3S9#, Qanga I3feawa%

*

h ^ m  Uagaf# Basti, sitapur, the deponetS't: -&o .har^aby
soi^^jaly affiiTn and Qtate op* oath ss

I,'* That the dsportaat Is , ths app^icao.t: ia the ■ 

afeove soted applieation and as auch,h€ is f'Ui% 
con.yersant witii idle facts, .of the case 4apose^ 
li«eemn<3et? ' ;■ •

2 *  "Th-at .the above aoteS cnee inltieiiy
at Ailahabad t-ms in default eod applieation
'for restoration 'hap 'been ffiOi/ed by the- .i^plicant*
However priox to any order of a<3missioa; br iss«e Botice 
requiritig to file ."oiinte* a cois,p’t©iC'

i^vits, was fiieS O'H. behal.f of oppositi©

3;* That 30 •3*1939 v?as fixed fo,r 'dlsposai of 
restora,tioti, appIicatio,ri anS oft that day the. 
c€>unsei of the applica.ftt wa,s fjot thete th.e ^as.^ 

f xs?:.ed foic oird-es'© and the aPP^i^a^t has received

mailto:AppIi@atio.il
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tft® COPY '<5-f oraer pa-s.sê  by this Hofi*bl# ,

24 *4 •1919' by whicli the ease has feeeii fiaa-iiF 

fhe appiicaftt recciired' tltes orier on

12 *S-*-|939 and as s,uch, ttie i B v i m  Petitiont is -
f *

4 * -hat the HOia*bl.e tribunal has beeii pleased to
reject the ^pll^aot* s. case for reii-ef' no«l qtJasHing 
tte® terroinatioB ord.^r bttt the HOR*ble Tribunal ha© not. 
coasi^iared relief s o •3 regarding wiiich tlie of•‘‘v.
th B applicant has net b<6en, repelled*-

%-* T'hat the applicant is a retrc^neftM as
/

X  per his altet^aative cae.e ana the Dthcr rat.cfsnclied
®rtp,i©F©es hat?inq been d b m t h ^  the app.licaafe' €oui<2 ttot 
be left 'Oft ifte street*

6* that the Governmant has also ftil-es afi€l
the orders regaK’di.jig obso-;cbation of r^trsc'.vefjei 

^p-lofees and in Case t h e order of t^rminatiofi. is aot 
iVel<3 bad as corttende^ by t h ^ petitioner the orS^r Ig 
o f ret rench edm q nt •

' That irt case the applicant had' bs^jt allo'#^ to
£il© r^jjoifider affidavit as s'i^etantiated his ©as# 
th^ QI>pliGant Is pretty sure: that hi:-> «ase. 
could have been allowed h f  the Hofi*ble Trlbutsal*

3-'« 1?hat due to 'isot sending- tho. n-dfle of thci
applicant at the relevant ti/ne the i<3ant 
cottld n o t be obsorbed although big, f-isasliow; eerpl^jyees 
have ■ eeii ©bsorbed and the applicant has fallen a 
victim; of in action of opposite Parties*

9« That in the circuinstasices it is most



\

m

J expedient i« the interest o£ |\istice tftig

Hoti*feie tribunal r ^ a l l e d  its order ^at^ci 2 4 .4 .3 9  

and r^eair^ o m r  the whole matter or M  th<s 

alt'«s£ttat.i‘VQ .hears the m ^ t e c  for m ^loi  !TO'*iil ■

■ of th-e fflain petition*, , . ■

•iiUclcnowlDsitea 

#iiae ' .̂,1939

yarificafcion

f  ' . t;he ̂epoiistit riam̂d' s&ove her̂j *̂?srify

that the aQfit©nt& of - paras I 1»

Of thl<5' affida'^;it ste true to my persrynal 
tei'Owiea.g© -©hlle those of p,® ras‘ tO'
are believed by me to be Z m & *

MO part of it -'is false Sfftd 'UtothtaQ 

matorlai oonceaioiS so help

GOd*

îgnea and imrlf led ' this tĥ of 
^tine 1989*

aeponent

I# Identify the aeponesit who M s  

signGd bofor# m G*

Ad̂oat©

4
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.AtiJŜVSD
C£htA.̂ L AJKUJlOTiUitVfi T̂ K;NAJ-, AiJUtrtJi«0 

Ci.CUIX UBKCti AX jjUCKWOW.

 ̂ , ^9i»tr«tlqn (0 .«.) Hq , 6<2 of 1987 

Chandra C>uptA
Applicant,

-He«pon<Jentj|.

r

Versus

anion ot India &  o a er a  . . . .

,
Jion'Dle a .a . Ms.-a, A.M.
^n*E)Jg i>.K. «arawal. J.M.

(Delivered by Hon. U .K . Agrawal. J .m .j

.i.
This application, under dection 19 ot the 

) Adninlstrative Tribunals Act, 1985. has been fiJad by

sppUcant, Chandra Gupta, feeling aggrieved with
le order of retrenchment dated 7 .7 .1984 passed by the ‘ ' 

- Director of Census Operations, Govemintfift"

of India, Ministry of Home Affairs. Uttar Pradesh*. liu6feo«. 

2. The facts, 1„ brief, are that t»,e applicant wa.

appointed on t U  post'of s/orter-on a fixed pay and for 

»peciflc period from 23.4.1971-to 13.10.137i and on the 

post of Assistcnt Compiler from 14.10.1971 to 30. 4. 19 74 .

W.S ratrancKed^ on. 30.4.1974 on account o£ reduction of 

staff. .g .,i«  the applicant was appointed for a specific 

period>.on ad hoc b -sis, on the post of Tabulator on a 

axed,pay Of ^ .2 8 0 A  3 . ,

and on t.,e post ot Coder on a fi^Jed pay of -..280/- per 

- t h  from 1.3.1982 to 30 .6 .1 .8 4 . He was'a.ain retrenched 

on account ot rejucc.on in establish,.^nt on 7 . 7 . 1984.

3. question is as to whether the applicant

-c^lred any l e , .l  . , ,h t  to hold u.e p .st. and secondly, 

v^-har U,e termlnaUon order was bad in law. Th. tacts 

-  s.atea in a .pUcat.on or i„ u.e counter a t t l d .l t

l̂ pnry
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ieavB »» scops o£ :dcwbt'that th»‘8ppo<ntrt*»i‘fc« w«;re 's4i 

to- tt'.e-applieant «3.. a’n4 When vacajicisa aro4»-,„io -fiife ‘*ulK'

■ i»ei>srtoon,t oi c«naus Ope rations., I f  is i  Witter di, 

tedwlMye'that u»e BepartRent.ol c^naud 3i.*tAix9atrgli- '̂ 

ftost active.,«t, ihe',tim« 'wE, e«nwii’.i*'

.i»At«r« ;ol appp-ift^nid o£toeed to' tJi* iapplieitti 

tO' tlne tfiat of casual or on hoc'da fiig.' ;  .v-','| 

.■;ifijp«,yned teminailon orOer (Sncldeui-* ' .J «tad  

*i(sd :«n8ntlon8 it, clearly, that tha/*er>r'ie«» el' the -

cant wace put to «n ewd on account o« r6ductl6h Jb ̂ j

Gttiluct of ttm «Kplicant, In,,fact th« Bald-.eiiislp̂ iKj'jfa', 

mantlOHfi tt clearly that work'ana 

,< "«as,'satiflfaetoryi-' , v« 'have , n o ^ j J  ?:

“  -ai:concli.^^a,.that',tl.e 

The appiic^nt ,aid ;not acijuixe any 

hola_,the ^ a t  ana;t^t;tfife;,t«mination' 

y;; , :,,/.' «aa'not pas^d^for any

.In ’the numbar.oi.'posts-in the astafaUshr4nt. ,.Co^3ftouenu||^•. 

the ap^licetioh la liable to be d 1 ^ 1  seed and is ai«tdai|f 

■■accordingly, with no .order’ ad-w teosta, ‘ v -

. >i3y«4Sî (j). 
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