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1^ /- ô vjfe-aA—f .

- / - I

kxitA*--j *1̂

&(l/

<T C

" S



f-

V.

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

ALLAHABAD BENCH AT 

LUCKNOW

Registration T,A* No. 1066 of 

Krishna Ktjmar Singh

versus

Union of India and another . . .

Hon'^le Justice U,C* Srivastava; 

Hon*ble Mr A^B, Gorthi. A^M^____

1987 (L)

Petitioner

Respondents

V,C.

(By Hon'ble Jtasi ice U^C^Srivastava, V,CJ

This writ petition No. 3551 oJ: 1982 filed in 

the High Court of Judicature at Allahabad (LucTmow 

Bench) Lucknow, received on transfer under section
]

29 of the Adnninistrative Tribunals Act, 1985.

2 . Briefly, thefects are the': the applicant 

was appointed as Extra Departmental S\jb Post Master 

in Post Office, Behat Birara District Sitapur on 

ad-hoc basis as a tanporary arrangement vide order

dated 26-6-1982^ , :The tespond^ts have cancel 1 ^
i

the earlier order dated 26-6-19815* by the impugned 

order dated 16-7-1982 on the ground that the petitioner 

was an elected member of Gaon Sabha, as sucJi, he 

was not eligible for the post on 

The petitioner approached the High Court and the 

High Cotart on his stay application directed the 

opposite parties to make fresh s< 

shall not declare the lesult of t  

shall not make any appointment o 

selection till  furthey orders of

which he w as appointed

2lection but they 

ie selection and 

n the basis of that 

the Couri:.

3, The main grievance of the applicant is

that associated with any such inquiry
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ortunity of 

, Prom the 

cane Inspector 

made an inquiry

as such, without giving him any opp

hearing, this order has been passed

counter affidavit it appears that s<

was deputed for the purpose and he

and sufcftiitted his report in writing,, that the

applicant should have been associated, as the

applicant obviotasly had no right t6 post,

in view of the feet the nature of the appointm® t
once

which was made, but any hov?/his name was declared

he should have associated with the inquiry.

Lon before the 

In the light of

Consequently the respondents^directed to make an 

inquiry to find out whether in fadt 

had already filed nOTiination paper before he 

had applied for the appointment and v^iether in 

fact he haii tendered his resignat 

appointment, that has to be seen 

applicants* own letter Annexure-A-2 to the writ 

petition. We are of the view that let an inquiry 

be made associating wHth the petijtioner and the 

matter be finalised within a period of two months 

from the date of canmunication of a copy of this 

order. The pjetitiOn is disposed | of finally .

We make no order as costs.

MEMBER

(sns)

May 7, 1991.

) VICE CHAIRM^a?
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IN TH3 HOM̂ BUl HIGH COURT CF AT i^LAHiB.

' ( LUOKlGf BMGH j LUCkNOW,

Versus 1

Union of ̂ India and anotheriopposlte-partiss.
I

• I M P g

%

S .

M o ,

D S ' s G i ^ p B i o n  o f  p a p e r s

• V  • . 1

I » a g e  ■

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

1 .

"  '  1 

•  . '  .  ,  1 , ^

f r i t  p e t i t i o n  , 1 - 9

2 . M i ^ x u r e  M o .  1  - l a p u g i a e d  o r d e r  

d a t e d  2 6  . 7 , 8 2 .

)o

3 .
A n a e x u r e  n o .  2 - E e s  I g n a t i  o n l e t t e p  

d a t e d  2 2 . 6 . 8 2 .

II
t'

■*

4 .
A n r B x u r e  N o .  S - A t f l d a v i t  k a t e d  .  

5 . 7 . 8 2 .  ’

]i- n

5 .
,  A n n e x u r e  N o .  4 -  F r e s h  A d v ^ t i s e n ^ n t  

l e t t e r  d a t e d  1 6 . 7 . 8 2 .

6 *
A f f i d a v i t  i n  s u p p o r t  e f  W r i t  p e t i t i o n .

7 . p o w e r .

Lmeknctw Datedj- 

j u l y 2)0  ,  1 9 8 2 .

I

------------- ----
Counsel ifô *̂ tJlie petitlonoiu

r

> N . ,
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IN THS HON»BLS HlOi COIET OF JUDICATIHS ’ jO! mMmm 
' { w om m  BmGB) w Gm M .

Writ petition Ko..£0-̂9 •' 1982.

.Krishna Ku®sr Siiigh aged about E7,years S/0* ^ri Ram 

Singh resident of Village Bihat Bira® Pargaaa 

Maciiereixta TalBil lisriMi District Sitapur./.

.petitioner

versus I

1. union of India tlirough Secretary to Government; 

post and Telegraph Bepartnient, J)eihi,

2. Superintendent of Post oif ic^s, Sitapur Division,
i I ’’

Sltapup. ' I

................©ppoelta-partles.

. miT pgrmow Bmsa artiglb 286 

. cQHS-nTaTim OF iHDiA. I

i

Ti& petitioner above nmed respectfully 

feegs to satoitt as under :- !

(1) Th^ the .present Writ petition is directed 

again^ the order dated 16•7*82  ̂passed W  opposite 

par% 10. 2 cancelling his earlier order dated 

26.6.1982 ^pointing the petitibner in clear vaoan(?y 

on tue post of ixtra Departmental Sub-Master in

i
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Post Office, Behat Biraia, District ^Itapur sollely 

on tiie gi?omia that tiB petitioner was a elected 

manber of Gaon Sabha on the date he ^piied thr the
>

post. ■ ^

A True Oopy of the impugned order dated

16.7.82 passed Xny opposite party No. 2 Is filed 

herewith as Annexure lo. 1 to this Writ petition.

(2) ISiat the petitioner's educational qualifica­

tion is Int®:*a9ediate tiom the U.P.Board a£ High School- 

and Interiediate Education, Allahabad. The meniraa 

qualifcation for the post in question is Glass VIII 

only.

-'a .

t

(3) That in the morrbh of May 1982, the opposite 

partsr Mo. 2 invited ^plications to fill up the post 

of Extra Bepartaaental Sub-post Master ( hereinafter, 

referred to as «’SDSPlf’) Behat Biram District Sitapur 

ihich was to fail vac^t due to retirement of one 

Sri Raghveaadra Singh. The last date for submitting 

the application was 20.5.1982. Sri Raghvendra Singh 

retired on 22.5.82 as such tie pest of IDSPM Behat 

Biram becane vacant in clear vacancy.

(4) That the petitioner on 29.5.82 spplied for 

the said post of IDSPM Behat Biraml He fulfilled all 

the minimum qualification and was fully elegibie 

for being appointed on the said post. He is residait 

of village Behat Biram, District Sitqpur and his 

monthly incoms from cultivation is mo:*e than 100/- 

per month. He possess Immoveable prcperty worifeh

6(KX)/*.

(5) That the opposite party lo. 2 selected the
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petltlaner for the post of Extra Departmental Sub­

post lasterBeliat Blram and appointed iilm on the said 

post vide order dated 26.6.82. The result of the 

selection and appoinbment of the pstitloner on the 

said pcet was displayed on tie notice board in the 

office of oppGSite party Mo. 2. and a copy of the 

^poinbment letter was sent to tfee petitioner through 

Registered Post on 29.6.82 at his v iU ^e  address.

(6) That the petitioner went to the post office 

Behat Biram and requested Sri Tilsi Em  overseer Who 

was looking after the work In the said, post office to 

deliver the appolnHient; letter sent through Registered 

post.to him. Sri Tulsi Ram iiBpite of the petitionerts 

application dated 9.7.1982 in this regard did not 

deliver the said letter of appointment to the 

petitioner.

(7) That the petitioner on further oiquiiy came 

to know that some unknown person from ttie village 

has complained that the petitIcxier is a meiber of 

Gaon Sabha and is not elegible for appolntinent.

(8) That the opposite party Ifo. 2 M thout giving 

any opportunity to the petitioner and allowing hi® to

jl,,(' ' explain his position passed the impugned order dated

16,7.82 contained in toexure No. 1 cancelling his 

earlier order dated 26.6.82 ^pointing taie petitioner 

on the post of M ? M  Behat Blram District sit^ur.

The inapugned order dated 16.7*82 was sand to the 

petitioner through Registered Post which the 

petitioner received on 26.7.82.

(9) TlBt f roi the perusal of tlB Impugned order 

csmtalned In Annexvire No. 1 it is clear that the 

petiticMsr's appolntmeiit has baen eauceUed sollely
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on tte grcund that he was a elected meailser of Gaoa 

Sabha on tie date lie applied fcr tihe post whlcli fact, 

it is respectfmlly suimitted, is incorrect.

(10) Tmt tiB petitioner filed his nomination for 

the if f ice of Uie member of. the Gaon panchayat on 

3.6*82 and tl» petitioner was. declared elected on 

6.6.82. The petitioner on 22,6.82 subnitted his 

resignation from the office of elected member of 

Gaon Panchayat, as provided under Section 12-F of tlB 

panchayat Raj Act.
• I

\

A Trt» Copy of the resigns^tion letter dated 

22.6.82 is filed herewith as Amexure Mo.^a to this 

Writ petition.

«
I

(11) That the petitioner never held any office

as elected member of Gaon Sabha or Gaon panchayat as 

alleged in the impugned order• The petitioner did 

nest took oath of 4ie office as req.uiped W/S. 12-B 

of tte pancha3?at Raj $ct nor he t<»K charge of the

sme,

(12) ' That though the electionsdf the Gaon pancha* 

yat village Behat Birsm, were held on 3.6.82 and : 

rssults were declared on 6.6.82. Yet uptil now no 

oath ceremoiey of the Elected meaibers of the Gaon 

Panchayat «Fradhan« or »*0p Pradh®« has t^en place 

Ij/S. 12-1 Of tiie pmcha^mt Raj Act and no notifica-** 

tion regar^ng constitution of ^ n  Panchayat Behat 

Biram has been made by the District Magistrate as 

per rule 13-j-j of the 13.P.panchayat Raj Rules.

(13) That the petitioner m m  omQ to Know 

about tt© complaint made by seme villager -he on

5.7.82 filed ms aflWavit before tie opposite

/

I
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party lo. 2 glvlHg the dates on wMch he was declared 

elected aM thedate on ^ich he l*eslgned fro® the

said cffice.

A Trae Copy of the said davit dated

5.7,82 duly sworn before lotary jhibilc is filed 

herewith as Annexure No. S to this Writ petition.

(14) That it is not irrrelevent here to suiomit 

that the petitions is neither associated with any 

political party on' any organisation which takes part 

in politics. He has also not taken part in any 

political ©overaeHt.

(15) !mat the elections of Oapn Sahha and Gaon 

Fanchayat are not held on political par% hasis but 

are contested in individual opacity. The .petitlcner 

by contesting tie election of Gaon Panchayat prior 

to his ^pointment on th^ost in qusstion did not 

render hinself disqualified for me post of SDSPM.

(16) . Itet tiB appointment and conditions at 

Services of Sxtra-D^artmental-^ub-Post Master are 

govern^ed by the posts and Telegraph ilxtra Depart­

ments Agents (Oondmct and Service) Rules 1964 

publisiBd vide Hotification Ho. 6/63/6© Disc.dated

1,64.

(17), 'iHBt so far as the petitioner could know 

there is no provisi on under the Post and Telegraph 

Extra ^̂ epa*toental -%ents (Gonduct and Ser^ce)

RHles 1964 or u n d erW  execufeî e instructions 

having theforce of law which renders the persons 

IneleglblB for being appomed ;as SBSPMln ease prloi- 

to MS appointment liS o©nt9ste(j the eleotlonof Gaon
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SaJJlH md resigned from the said elected offiee,
I .

(18) 1?l3st Ihe petitioner on 2.6.82 isiien lie contest­

ed the election of Gaon Sabha andwas declared elected
I

on 6.6.82 was not an employee mder tlB opposite 

parties.

(IB) -̂Imt ti30 petitioner was also not elected 

member of Gaon SabM on 29.5.82 when he ^plied for 

the post of H3SPM and on 26.6.82 when he was ^pointedi 

on the said post by the opposite party lo. 2. It is 

again siabmitted that the petitioier even did not take 

oaUi of tiie off ice. of elected member of Gaon Sabha 

and rsslgEed fro® the office on 22.6.82 vide Jynnexare 

Mo .2 .

(2Q) ^hat the opposite party lo. 2 has readvertisedi

the post of EDSPM Behat Biram, and Invited the 

applicati 033 latest by 4th. *̂ «>gust 1982 in order to 

fill up the post against which the petitioner has. 

been selected and appointed and which appointment 

later m  has been illegally cancelled by the iiapmg- 

ned ^  ^

A True Gopy of the fresh advertisement letter 

dated 16.7.82 issued by the opposite party Mo. 2 is 

filed ha.rewlth as Annexure no,.A to this Writ 

petition. j

I

(21) Tbat 1b  case the lB®ugnecl crder contained

in fene^e  Ho. 1 ami the fresh saleem on vide 

advertisement letter contained in Amexure No. 4 Is 

not stayed, the petitioner woald suffer Irreparable 

loss and Injury. ^  work of tJie village Post Office 

Behat Bir® is looKed etter by Sri Tulsi R * .

I
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overseer, m  employee mder tstie oppcssite part^ lo. 2 . 

(aad n© prejtiilce will be eaiased to ©pposite parlies 

in case selection/appointRBnt on. the said post vide 

advertlsemeHt letter contained In.Aimexure lo, 4 is 

stayed.]

Tlje petitioner feeling aggrieved and iiaving 

no other alternative affieacioms remedy prefers this 

Writ petition on the f.olloflng amongst other

•  • ,  t
•  • •

- m iU L J J L s  - . . .

(I) Because the petitioner did not held the 

office of the elected member of the oaon Sabha on 

the date 1© ^plied for the post ani the impiigiied 

order caiceiling his appointEoent is based on mistaken 

belief in existence of non-existing fact amounting to 

abi3se of power. .

(II) Because the irapugiied order cancelling the 

appointment causes penal eonseciiences and the same 

could not have been passed without complying with the 

principles of natural justice and givlHg proper 

opportunity to the petitioner.

(III) Because the Gaon Paichayat has not yet been 

constituted as no notification under Eule 19-j. j. 

of the I.F.PaachBjmt Eaj Rules, has b^n issued and 

tl&e elected members have not yst taken oath of the 

office as required under Section lB-1 oflSie ¥.P. 

panchayat Eaj Act.

(IV) Because there is no provision under the 

Post aad Telegr^H Extra-D^ artmental Agents ( 

GoBdHOt ®cl Service) Buies 1964 or under aiay

executive tractions tievliig the lorce 6f law
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in case* , af*,olntent

tue eieoa ’ ^ T ‘‘ *° Has ^ontestea

saae.

j'

lvm\ 3̂ cctct̂ e 

V \^hî

l l i ,  t » “ ' “ ’  “  " • “ “ “ ■■ ■“  ■“  “  « » ■ » «
«aer to  opposite parties waea to e®6sted tbe

elsotion, <ieelar-ea eleeted and stoilttea Ms resi®a. 

tlon froa tis offles of elected aeiBb^ or a»nn sasua.

(VI) Becaase tiie opposite party ho. 2 is mot. 

Gofl|)0tent and empowered tô  eaticeli tiie appointment
 ̂ &M  ̂4nf! n̂tieŝ-Tincr 4k*~ /&

on Ifce ground on wMen^he tes doi^, '

(VII) Becaase the petitioner fml-fllls all 

fflinifiuffl qualifications for the post d  IDSPM and the 

i^ugned order eanoelling Ms appointment is iteolly 

unii^tifled. arbitrary and without lirisdicticm^

the Hon*&e Goirt my gracicmsly be pleased to;-

(A) issue a Writ, direction or order In the nsSare 

of' e^tiorari qaasWng tDs Impviaaed crder dated

16.7.82 passed W  opposite parly Ko. 2 and contained 

IB Ho. 1 to tue frit after comand-

iBg't&e oppcelte partias to produce the original of

the ssme,

(B) issue Writ, direction or order In the nature 

Gf fflmdamus coManding the opposite parties to-give 

effect to me order dated 26.6.32 appointing the 

petitioner as HlDSPM. Behat Blram directing than to 

produce the original oC the same.

10
Issue Writ,

direction or order in the nature
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of manciaBius Gominanciliig the opposite parties not to 

hold the fresh selection for the post of IDSPMt Behat 

llpam, District Sitapar vide advertisement letter 

dated 15.7.82 contained in toiexure ho. 4 to this 

Writ petition.

Lucknow Dated;-

July S o  , 1982.
( G.S.Tewari) 
i Advocate,

eotansel for the petitioner.

The requisite notice fcr 14 days may kindly 

tee waived due to urgency of matter.

Liaeknosr Dated:-

J u l y S ^ ,  B 8 2 . Goans el for the petitioner.
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IN THE HCH'BLB HIGH CG®T OF JtBICATffilE AT Al,T.AHAB/m

H'BKCH) LUOCHCiW.

Writ petition No..............

i

h :

Kris&na Kunar SlBgh................................ petitioner« i

VSrsias ,

IJaioBi of iQdli a ami aa ociaer,. . . . . .  *Oppoeite-Farti0S.

I

AmSXBRE HO. 1. :
- • I

im im  POSIS MD TEh^mMPm DSPARlMfT.
I

Office of tbe Supdt, of Post Offices, Sitapur Bn.

Memo lo. A-4&/B,

Dated at Sit^mr Zlm 16.7,3§82.̂ -——

Shrl m shna Ki®ar S in#  S/O. Shrl Rm Slngli 

Vpo Blhat Mre® Blstt. Sltapir wiio was ordered to

work as SDSPM, Bliiat Blraia was selected rsemlser of
1

Q-raro SabHa on the date he applied for the post and

thias m Is not eligible for the post.
1

•Bierefore the orders Issued mder this
I I

office M O  no* even dated 26.6.82 are hereby
^  —

cancelled.

Sd/- illegible 

I. of post Offices, 

Sltapiar livlsioa.

Copy to;-

1. fiB IPO’S (Soiath) Sitapiar for n/a.

I* Blstt. Sltapiar for inf omatloi-
I : s W s /o t  iSri a®  Si«gb

VPO Blhat BlramM'capur. ,

W i
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ft5

? |iwr |irrT ^tTW f=HTtfr yPT

^  *-w ^ W  fr?e fTB wTHT qaifeT ftp®

tff^T  ¥T I  ?R2)-i N% qffsra 5T3T 5 f? W J R

M Jl̂ ' ^  ^  t^'mr w   ̂ m   ̂wi\ % ^  Tif i ^

^tf TO €tTTT| ft g f^T# I I . f^X ^tTOT fX I

i qx f^ it ^  fTOT ir i

^ir, ?:- 1 nrx por I q# #r f^i%

??-̂-c:? #0 ft m g ;OTT-q̂  % fwr I i

qrxr r.» mnw^f #  k  wmr^ ^  ftXT

I q<? ]|prf I ?ipfgf ^jqx^ q̂  qx fTtf

fx^  xî T fffr it fr 'o ^ f ^

f  q-FT =ffr* ^TT I
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f  pcrr fax fm m #

Wrir t  ̂ ? ft TO ^  I ^̂ TTf̂ TW

^ W I  t

Y

w=r cT̂ -?: ^I'tr tm-mx

,  q̂sfr
10- ^?BDJ

(jTSDt.|irrt f^^)

*̂«
^?i: #r o%q

Krishna Kumar Singh 
known to me* He has

 ̂ I i
is personally 
signed before me.

Sd/-. Illegible
Advocate, 

5 .7 .82 .

Jalngh 
d by

examining the

Solemnly affirmed on 5,7.82 
at 15,10 hours by Krishna Kumar 
the deponent has been identified by 
Sri S.B.Singh Mvoeate,Sitapur.

I have satisfied myself by 
deponent that he understands thcs contents of 
this affidavit which have been read over and 
explained by me,

Sd/-Kushi Prasad Shukla 
Notary

Date; 5 ,7 .82. Sitapur(Phones,2323)

TRUE COPY



r

Ax

..7

/  <C y  \\

/ e , W  W  /v T  ^
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fc , . . 1

 ̂ fT rrf TO
<>

f  r I
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?- fT qjr f^w  ̂ wrt̂  ^ir mr m^r 

?r#r  ̂ iifw I

9- fr Si-R fT ^  5TTf€¥ 3j-R I

six̂ pff fr 3pq (fwTT w ^ )

ff=rr 11

t- fcrf?1 flfrr̂  ?- f ^  31-ra ?T ^  V!̂

TO I ?- 3i^ ¥T f̂ -̂ oT, y- wr m̂rnr-

( ^  - ^f^f STTT 3-4 1

W5T siq̂ T ^WRrt* k 1̂21 xf̂ '%£€
§TTT;^ m wm1̂  #  1 M t  i^t ^  qi
W r ^frri #r ffr iW qx srr̂ -̂q  ̂ f# r tot f^

o-

f^T 3̂n%T I , fq^ %qn-x ^  fwrf^^ r̂r

f^TT

%w{m: fwTt % :-

^  f^ tr^ , ^tcTRi ^trTtr fmi^T i '  '

? - ĵq T̂O-Ri q^fer f^T frcm î i
5TJ7 fte  ftlH f^T I

f w  1

>i-f^TTi  ^ w t r , m h ^  f w  f  Rn^i' I '

4- 5TdqT0 fTB. f^T fVmX \
v9- liwfeT fw  #1:^1 i
c- 3i#m#i5 3it?rRm ft sj-Rm ^ ff jnn f

WTU ^  m mu  ^Tf^f f I sitl ĴfTDT-qpr

^  f^PT

.  ÎciTq
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IH TI® HCffl'BLS HISH CODRT fF JUDIC^DRS AT &LAHABAD \ 

’ ( M C K W  BSHCH j LUCKNOW.

Wilt petition HO............ df 1982.

K
' r

v!(^AFFII^IT

' WI *  j (  H I G H T S S ' i f R T

v:S.-___ ^ . j/S l /

^ourt

Krishm Kumar .petitioner

versus

union of India md another. . . . . . . .  C^posite-parties.

m i M m j E i m m i M

I Kriskna Kiamar ^ingb aged afeomt 37 years s/O# Spi 

man SiBgii resident of fillage Bihat lirafi pargana 

Macherefeta Taiisil Misrikh District Sits^ur do hevehj 

solainly affim as iider;-

(1) fl3at the deponent is petitioner in ttie 

abwe noted Writ Petition and is fmlly converseat 

with /tie f acts deposed teremder.

(2) That the contents ef paras 1 to 21 accept 

bracketed portioBS of para 21 cf the Writ petition 

are trae to my om icno^iedge.

Lucknow D ^ d :-

ju ly  3 ^  *

I me si3ove
naaBd depoa®t cto Hereby verify that the



\

contents of paras 1 and 2 of the affidavit are true 

to ®y own knowledge, Ho part of it is false 

notlalng material concealled  ̂ So iBlp me God,

Lucknow Bated;-
.

July 3®  t 1982.

-X *

Solennly affirm ed b efor e iiie on, . 7. J 5 . . . . . . .  at

..a.m./p^, by
deponent; liio is iaenitfied fey .......

Ad\foeate, Higla CJourt, Allaiiafead, •

I have satisfied myself by exasining the d^onent 

that he understands the contents of this affidavit 

Miich have been read out to him, and explained by ®e,
— ’— • \

3 ^ ? ; —

s. TE W A R I 

OATH CÔ ^M̂ î f;rô }ER' 
. High Cou,-t A...„,;ibaJ, 

Lucknow Bench

No......... / / /^ ^ ...........................
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i ' W'(m^'M n M m  ) i03hici».'

P6l»i%i^ HO* •*■••• •■• # ^  198B*- 

Ijiiloii cf- liidlft «n:*s .isiiotMf.* ♦'•••• •Opposlt€>-**p8rll0s*

\-/'■' ' C r ' - 'IBM"

--f,
) w r

m u

dt.I"'ipiri“
M m.

1 .

2*.
V ,

■3-.

4t»

B.

f .

w m  ^^% m m  . '̂. . ^

4ai^xijr« lio. 1 - l«im ^ ardtx̂  
■■aew.-as,T,82*; ■

Anrnmr© HO, 2-E#sSgtotloBM^^ ff
<lam 23,6.8a* .

Msisiur# i i o * - ' ,* ^
§.7.82. . _

Amemjft.Ho. 4. fresii Aaw tlswftt 
m%%^

AiTidovlt la mp^ort of »ril patlttoB*

r0 »«r# Y ?

UloEacw I3a^<ii* 

>7Ulj' 3  ̂ *
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A

IN xiw msK&i mm  cott!» or jouicatoiS a  aluahsad

UJC3CH(K B;^Ca) UJCKNfflif.

m t  MatioB N o ........ a

Ktlstm Ktatnr Slogu aged about 27 yaare s/o. ^ri iWB 

Singh mfaosl or Vliu^a BIbst sirm pargmft 

MBOMreiili* !T8»11 Mjfljfticli Cletplct sltapw.. • 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . .m i  ttcmr

' :' versus

i . ODloB or IM A  thrcagft SJMjraeeiy to oowrimant

fm% ttil fsltgri^h mm

s . supwtntdodeKt (g poit otriets, cttepnr stvislcm, 

.Sltepia*. ■

..............!»poe|t#-partle8.

ta^tEsimict! OF. am M . • .

/

nm mmm rasp®o%fiiU3r

m m  tso mmi%% m  mdtrs-

(I) fh«l tb» prasnttt »ril Fetition 18 <iir»ot0<i

ftgelnii ttm pis»e4 w  oppoeltt

pgflr Ho» B eaactiiiug ftis ormr

m  in oiaer vftoto<sr

OR «»  post or sitra a.pirto«t*X Sdb-«8ster in

s  ■



J

p m t m m %  m r m ^  m u M

€» m^m^. tjfiet %m psilllonisr wm ii 010^ ^

nQfil}'9f ^  0H3II oa. d a tt  :^ . ^ p n ^ i i

post*

Y

-/

A Tm« Sopy of tha Is^ufflad oMar dated 

I6>?.% passed ^  ow»osit8 party Ko. 2 te filed 

hsrewttft as jaaiexcra so.  ̂ to tuts m i  pm tim ,

(2 ) Iteti a» peMtloi»r»« 8ttoc«tloB»l cjiallftoa-

ti<a is iBt9r»stllate free S4i0 u.p.Bi»«i ef HlsH sesooJ 

«ni tBfeera9)3lal« iducetlon, Mle&ebsd. xbs aimimm

qatlttoitton for tbd ptmb tn q ik » n il

only. ■

{3} m t  In. 6!M aontli of 1938, tte opposlt# 

pfiply Mo. & iwtted ^pUchIIojb to flu  up the post 

eS Extra i%»i«iMRtfll-S»-pos« iiaater ( her«liwftap 

i^errad to tie "ijuspip*} feahat U tm  District sitapor 

iBlett »68 to fell vecaat due to rettwse®t of oni 

Srl RB^ivendrs t'lrga, Tt» last deta for sid>mittt% 

th9 efpitOBticm was JS0.s.i9aE. art RegjwendpB s^ntf» 

roared <» ZS.e.dS as eaeh m  post of lam ; seiiat 

B lr» bacasa vaeamt l» oloff weanoy.

(4) Stot ®9 petttloaar «B tppiled for

seid post of Eimi Safiat BIraa. u« ftOLfllled all 

W0 MalaBB 4oalflrieett<» end ^  fuily alo^lbia 

Sm- bsloit appotn^sd on usd aald post. Ha ts resident 

of vlllcge Beluft Mraia, District tilt^ur ond bis 

aoatiUjr insotcs fioB eaitlvatlcit is acrd tban 8s. 100/- 

p«r aionttt . Ha pososaa luMovaable propepty 

IB. eooo/-.

{BJ Itot the oppeslta party So. 2 aalectad ttis



Y

p îtltiooBr for tnt poat of uipariaantal îa>- 

j  pc^t ifastirBaJiftl Mrfttt mti eppoiOi«a him (m te SRid 

podt via® ordm S6,6.33. tm  result of %im 

«fl«cUcai pJtKi of tia ptlitlaitr oa %m

said pcBt mm dii^lfiyad cm %b notle# txmrd in th« 

ofUcft of opposite pnrty 2. md a copy of %rs 

appoliitoant m  sent tc t # patltlcnar through

l^£lst«r®d Post oa 29.e,82 tt his irlll^s tdliiiss.

(6) XfeKt %tM patltlonsr i^ t  tc 1 1 post office 

Bemt Bir®i m€ requasttd uri ‘falsi am overstsr uteo 

ws looking aftsir in tha sr̂ ld po^t orfics to

dslivsr the appoinimaiit; latt@r ^ent %is xi^ lia^isteris 

I'oet to i3i«« Pi falsi :m  irupiti of kn<j p^titicmart 

8,ipll0f\ticB datad 9.7.1^3E ia mis rsgnrd did aot 

dexivir %m said lettfir of sppoiatE^at to l̂e 

pititionir.

(t) lhp% t»!ie p-tltioi»jr ca fupth?ir inquiiy oaeie 

to kaow thf t Bom «afei«)Wti pereoa ttm village 

tmn ooaplBlaed tirt %tm pititUmr is a mm^r at 

saca JatJlaa md is aot ex©gibl.e ft»* sppoiatiaeat •

(3) Tiait t5t̂  opposite party fro. 2 aitfeoat giviag 

say oppssf'tuaity V: p.titiomr t m  al).cwla« M » to

expiaia His positioa pâ ŝeci %m inpttea«d ormi dfited 

X6»7«32 contslfiJd ia m m m m  Ho, X caaoeUlE^ his 

#arii^r crdii detsd 26«6*32 sppoiatiag p^tltioier 

on %.'B post of aehat Btrw î lsstrlot iiltppar.

The iffipu^d ordar dated 16.7.82 mu »ma to tia 

patitloB^ ttjrcuoh ESc,ist€a?Qd #*ost v»nlcii the

patitiomr rectiivta on 26«7«32«

(i) XlBt f rca tm perusal or tjn ia^jiad oroer 

oaiwii^a IB Annaxuw lio. X It la cianr tart rm 

patWlooar’ B aypolBt»«« t«s «»>»•■ c«iio*a#<l soUtly



p
o» iirjuaci tn? t ha was « eleotad mâ -3r of atoa

j  saljiia on tin ds^ m tppil^a fca? po t wMch fact.

It Is i^ptctfuUy 18 iuoormt.

(10) ihPt pitltlQî ]! tiua  Ms nmimtlm  for

tlia dtflca of tiia trmtd.' ot tt:3 F»c!ii»yiit on 

3.S.32 ena trji p Utloner wa« dtcliirsdi eieeted oa 

6 .6 .8E. T!]fi petitioner on 22.6.88 sutmlttad his 

resignaticm from olfio# of 9ltotad of

Oioa i mciayat* gs provided naciijr »ctlcm 12-f of t!»

Act,

A arm Copy of .m  srssgigiiatlda letter dsted 

B2.6.82 18 filM  hrnmtt 68 /.m^xyta Ro. 2 to thiM 

m %  fatitic®.

(11) ThPt thi pttltlOEer aivar hald any offlcs

ts #l@ot9d 11801) 31̂ of C3fion mhtm cs* mm  pane/iaimt us 

Rll©#d In t!is lfflj;̂ ti.iBSd ordJr* Tna p tltlonar did 

nĉ  took oRtii of 13̂ 3 offtc8 m  required 0/S. i2-f 

of ttie panclmpt Aot mr he took e of^e

(12) ttxvmh tim elect!oai<^ th# oeoa pmeha-

yat vlil%e BeUnt m  @ m m  on 3.6.82 pnd

resulte wer e deolared on 6.6,Si^. Yet uptli now ao 

08th ctremomy or ta^ ils#oted ©€mij‘!{ & or the aaoa 

rmctieyet •♦pradnatf* or i'radtim” iiss % ^ m  place 

11/j . 12-B ^  urn kmcmmt aaj Act md ao aotlfloa- 

tloB rejsfdlBg coi^ltutlon of tlfion rarKJiiayat aehat 

Hiram tea baea mtM by taJ Ustrict Majlijtrate as 

per rule 10^>J ô  u.r'.paaonayet Fiftj Rules.

(13) tot tfiii i^etltlaaer mm  caae to 

fiUuut t ^  co®p:U9lnt m̂ de by sam viiim r  on 

5*7.32 fll'id £*lo afflcif̂ î̂  b '̂Oi e ti# opposite



p

<

I

pBrty So. 2 giving tna <jatea ob whloh he wrs dMlnwa 

sisoted p.aa theciM# on vftlcfi fa raslsnecS trom the 

•flM cffloe. 

A Tm» Copy cf th9 bbIU tffiaiBVlt dat»d 

e.7.92 (JttJy 8»or» Wor3 Rotary Fublle ie rtlsfl 

hsrcwttb 8$ AniBXBra Po. 3 to tiile Srlt petit 1<«.

(14) Ifiat It is not lirrsltfvmt horu to sujailt 

tfial tbe p titlona* is nsitssr eseooietsi »ua any 

Y  polltletl party m  any or£i«l8HttoD »M«! tekM part

in politics, lies not ttic^ part in 

politi0tl novia f̂ili.

( B )  That %13 «i«etlor .s  o f  Geoa m d  G«>n

BiaeHapt not m u  m  politisal tjut

ftrs eont#@te  ̂ iB inai¥iaja«i capacity, ftoe ptJti tlciier 

by cottl3Btlna tta tltetioB of ^oa prior

to nS0 i|jpoS«teiil on t.iepo«t in <ia«atloA 4td not 

rms&^p dlmuelifloai for tfte po^t of §OSPM*

(li) tUJ appolateiaat s5oTi(ittlom of

Ssrvlco# of Iteter mm

gomm6$^ by %m posts ma T«l&jrtpli iantm l^ptrt- 

m<mt^ ^m ts  [Qm/^0% m<̂  usrvioe} auiBS X9§4 

p m m m €  n ^ 0  NotifioGticn Ko* Bifio.d®t®a

(17) m t  so far as ma petitioner ©ouKS icEOw 

thera Is no provlstoii tiaa@A tii« *̂ o«t end tolegmph 

’̂ ictrt Mtpaftssssntal ^̂ gonts (Conduct md 

Hults IS 44 or w!i(S«r auy «xtomtiv« iastruotlons 

liiivliia; ttif orca im  whim r$ader« t,m perstait 

Insitgibld for i^poiattd m Bdpu in omB prior 

to i5ls ®ppoiiil®3Bt 11® ocntostod thd aleotioaof 0«ott
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Sabtoa atia mlgneta from ria snid elected offios.

(a s ) te® p e l l t lo B ir  OB 3 , 6 * ‘52 isften oonteft*

«d til® «leotioii of OnoB ufttifan §ndii«8 aseiprod eUGttdi 

on 6*6«^ waa not m caploy®# iindor tfB oppoelta

(19) tlw p itU io w  m $ also not »l«ct;9d

mmhw d£ Oaoii wtbha on 29.5.S2 ii;tpliad for

tia poet of î UOFM on 26.e.82 na was appolntf« 

on tiv Ur Id poet by tnt opposite party Ko« 2. It is 

^  ngi^B t̂ Dffiltted ths petitlf iJir m m  aot tak®
‘s ■̂ • .

oeti of oiXlcti of ©Xectad ai^ljar Oton Jablia

md resigned fro® t;a offics on I2S,6.S3 v l#  ^axiirt

Ko. 2.

(SO) '% t  tfto op^oelta perty No. 2 ftae r«i^v®rtt8id

tli« po^t of KiJSPM Bafent Bir^p fM  liwltQd tUt 

appltcirtl afis let 3Dt by 4tiu 1932 in oî d̂ r to

fill up tha po8t"«ci?̂ in̂ ti t!\e potlttmir hns 

^  bsio 8«Uct3d PEd appointed and mioh tppolntfnist ‘

Ifter on fes ili^gnlly ciocallad by tm i«p«t* 

oad order.

A fm« Copy of frash advertl8«isnt X#tt«r

d<%l6d 16,7.82 isauad l>y opposit© party Ho. 2 1« 

fil*jd trrevilth m  ifô  _4 to tris ^nt

FQtltiOfl.

(21) tiBt in Cfse tiiio liapu^sd a  ciep ooatalnad

ia Ann̂ xur® 1 ai^ tfco fresfe salectim vld«

advertisea^Bt letter cont^tod ia î imexure Ho. 4 is 

ac  ̂ st«*yad, petltioisar ^ould saffar irrsi«r«M#

loBS md injttiy. itti »orit or %m viiiags >out Office 

mtm% Blr«D ii looiced ^tir Dy -»ri Tulsi 4S», tf#
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oversaert an mpiGstm imaai* oppos ItTpar^ ho. B 
^  (md no pmJusSiQ© n i l  &e eaused to opi.ostti perile* 

in ms% seleation/^poiiitaaiit oa tr.e sai<j poet vid# 

»<ivsrlisa^iil costalnodi la Ajansxm  ̂ no, 4 |g

stared.

7i0 i^stitloaor foiling aggfieviti eo?i luaviiig 

uO' other nltariiatl?0 afticficloua. r^edy prefers thi#' 

W it m otion m  %m foXloilng eajoogst otiiir

■ . - iL ^ L B M M  P. S  -

(I) B0Of4i0t t6Q-.ijayiioiar oot m m  mB

otflci ot alactsd mmh^r Qt Ui0 * » »  Oja 

UiQ 4tt® 130 ■ iî pktod for tlB post-a'M t»ii0 ln̂ iiaiî a 

ordor ctticsHii^ hlB appolntfiejat is besod on aistiiLtn 

tjaiiaf ia Qjcistinee of aaa-ssdlsuiig fsot mouatlni to 

f ebise of pd»0r*
.A  ■ ■': "' :

( Il j Bicajii© tl̂ a ordar cancilllBg t'tis

^  ippoliiteiiutp catjsds pinii ooii»i>csieiiC9& end tm sm9

. eouxd not M m  paseed witftcut complFliig tin. 

principles of oitirsl jucitce fmd gV9it\$ prm t 

oppormmlty to tm petitaoner.

(Ill) BtesES* m & aem tea m% yat toaiii

cofii:titut0d as m  ODtitiestim tmSdr imi0 
1;^ thu y»4 EftJ mim^ ima b^m isauad msd

1 ^  ®l80t©d-i»ffiDiaj8 teV0 not tr:k©ii oatJa ot%M 

office as rtaulrod lamier matlm  oTtlia u.r*

pamliairat *iaj Aot.

(I?) Becayf t tuers is no proidsi on mdtr tl*@ 

fm% ®d f@l«srfipli ^ants (

^OEduot m& -̂ ©rvic;®) 1964 or mdar

exwattv* Inatructtoi® hwln« the loro^ or law
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*ralch mdar* t;.o pecaon IneleablLjOT •jpolRtatnt 

In e’M  68, pi ioi’ to iil« appoint*!**, bis eoatasMd 

t;;0 alaotlaa cf 2aon -b'oiib una rwi^nsd fro* tM

Sflse.

f

( î} ĵ Q% |m i#pXOy®§

imaor oppcslts perU...s m oouliatisd um

declared siiiowaii ftiid sybtul «. iNialsiis*

ticn twM tiB ottles of wl0Qt)iid of obob ŝlsiiui*

(VI) iMQmwQ UiQ 0p*i0̂ 4t© i>artiy m . ^ i§ mt 

Qom>9tm% md napci'̂ rdd to omcexx Urn ftppolntoint 

OR on l̂iieh a# fees done*

(vn) B «e ^»  p̂ tilliaut̂ r tuX-aus all 

alBirai 4UfiXltlc«tiaije foi tiii pOit* <t SBSPli i^d th* 

lî *4jiiid QBnmlling idB umin%ma% is itioily 

imjiiJtltiQd, arbitrary end Jurlsdictloii.

i*iU i« êo.t respectfully preytd %hn%

t!i3 •*O3*l)l0 Coufti aay liiracioiSiy bi pXaessd toj*

{A) i ^ t  t ijpitf dirteilofi or ord«r in tn» it«^« 

of w tlorw i qaiihiiif ti# liipiiifitd crdtr 

X$.7.82 pRs«#d ly oppc8ii5# p«ri^ lb. 2 and <̂ oi5tfila«d 

ia Ann̂ xur® Ko» x ^  tn® »rlt Fonition aftar oomead. 

ing tti« oppcsit# pRrtias to produe® tha origlaaX of r 

Bmm*

(B) Issu® dirtctioa or o r w  la xn# natort 

cT mmdai&us coâ sianaXî  tud oppoui^# parti lio ^v« 

•rraet tQ ma ord«r dat«d ;36.6.a8 (ijpointin  ̂

p^tltion^r 8£i :«£SPM» B«2xit Blra» dlr@ooiu«i mm  to 

prodiio# %m orlijiHBX <£ %m sm^*

tc) IcBu® #.rlt, direct! oa or order lathe atture
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iiald %M fresfe for ,£bs post ai aUSpiî  BsiKit
Mr«it Maliicti Sil»pur ?w# aiiveriJŝ ffiaBt Istijtr 

35*7.82 corit^ma la Amejcttr# ko* 4 %o tiils
M m

iUtfkilOK Uftttttt-

« ly  , liiSS.
0ott«s«ii for tm  ptfiticii&r..

fi»  r«qit|»l^ m%im far* 14 an^ mw ittndly 
h% w ivM  fSat t0 oi wtlti'*

hmknm

* M m , Cmm»l for m  p&$iUm0r»
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IB2I»i POSIS / »  Oig'A.lŴ T,

ortica tm iiapdt. cr post aiKsao, Sitspw l». 

8«t»4 «  uHiBpur. tse l6,7.Bffi8,

r*

B m  KH bM b Uirnt Binm m »  m t  Bm m m

wo  i l M ' M,fm Milt*. Bltapar who »®s to

•^rt m  Bltm% iir«i wm s«i«oi«i 

Stiiiit oil ihi #i|i appiiiii for post msft 

%hm m 1# m% tllillli lor pmt̂

■ ■■ ,fa0rif<ri %m toii0<i, tfeSs 

iM© BO, mm m m

Qm¥

M h  i m m i 0

%pdt» of piBf off I0WI* 

■Sil»;3iir .-BlttsiQa.,

i* fill iFO*| » /» .
s , tm F.M#s|ttpyr for n/ft*
3* ffei Aiiiiagftljai M«%t, for InTopmtioi
4. Shvi fcrfimii® m m  «/©• aim sIb#

VFO BiM% BlriKi tiitapur.
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I forttut* K«SKr «lngh og*tf abcuS 329 yeiirs s/o. fcrl 

sin*« r#sWsnt of viileg* Bitet bImb param* 

ineMrottts letall aispiwj Dlsirtot sn«p«r <to hwsKy 

•olarn^ as unJ«rs«

(1) fjiBt t!» dsponwit is pstltionip In the

Rbwe now«»i4t P«tltlco mmI is faily conveiBimt

«ltt3 tna tMta dopetisd ijareuBdtr.

(2) IJmt i;h9 conWBte ct parfii 1. to 21 aeeapt 

bn^ttsd ^tlooB of per# 2i at tlis »*lt 

«ra true to »y owi imcwled^.

uucknt*

juiy , J862. c«p0B0nt.

^ I «i« *bOv# m »&  «lt3on«it <to het-oJiy varlfy tstit th«
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IN THE HGN»BLS HIGH

(m m m

Civil Useeiianeous ^plication .'/./.•tw) of 1982.

l8SAWW55iE'®li I

Krlshiaa Kuaar Slngii agea Siouc 27 years S/o. s n  Ram 

Slngli R/0. village Blliat B li^  Par^ma Mae&erehta 

Tahsll Misrikh Dlsiriet sitapar !

. .^plicant

Versis

1. Union of India tiiroiigk Secretary to Governiient 

Post and Telegraph lepartaienfe, lew l^iiil.

I

2. SmperiHfcendant of Post ©fflees, Sit^ur Division, 

Sitaptar.
■ 1 ■

.................Opposite-Parties.
1-

1

In le:

Writ petition N o ... . . . . .  of 198E.

Kristina m m r Singh............................ .. .petitioner

1

Versijs 1
I

inion Gf India and others.©pposite-Parties,

1

APPLIQATIQI m  STAY !

The ^plieant respeetfmlly smtoitts as

under :-

<cXL

That for the detailed facts and reasons
*  I

1
stated in t^e aceompanying frit petition ^pported
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civil MlBceilftneot* Aspllcatlea 1982.

¥
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j

Krtahm Ktror Singh ege 

stBsb R/0. villfige Bite 

Tensll ».l«rlWi ctetrlct

aout 27 years »./o. art Ram 

iBlraa Pacgma Kactiarsiita

■■

' V

]

u  m o n  or throu %o m &m m n%

Fost Tilegraph Biiui*

a. supirisimdmt <sf pA  siti^iii* jjivision^

SItapur* ; V ■ '■

. J*****»Wpos|i0.ptrtl,6«.

I Rt r
\ '

flit W l t l f

M & h m  Kvmr
V ;"

I 
\

\

I

iiii<m €if Mift «a4 othe8«.». »̂ *OPP̂ 0̂-P8rtl€!9*

Tii« applicfiafe

m M m .

' ^

•aspeotlttlWsuWtB « •

untter s-

N

That for %ti&

stated lii tm aocanpan^g
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fin affidavit it Is most raspftctfuil̂ r %%b%

mn*bU €ow% ffiay ^reelontlF m  pXaasea to »t«y 

tm opmatim of ttm iap«piia arilor €tsts<S 

p«ssM op|)tiiti ao* a rnmmnm in m m m m  

80# i  % lit f  ftsii stl0o^oB/flp|jolat2aQiil on tia post
:cjC Mftitsr Slhat Blri«j,

Îtftpwr a«ivdrti®^e«t l#tt#r <iaiii 

@>ataiî 4 IR totxttft Ho. 4 to Ibis frli 

petlllcm toliig pi^ea@ir of 1^9 east sn̂ i m  M-

0r<l«r to that «tf#ct aer b® ptsiet*

Mvooate, 
^wrnm Applicant.
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In the Hon'bie High Court of Juaica

LucKnow Benhc,Lucknow.

at Ailaiiabad, 

k

19̂ ::-.: '
AFFItlwiT '

Writ Petition No. 3 5 3 )  of 1^82.

- Kris ha n Kumar JSir^h. . . .  . . .  Petitioner.

Versus.

Union of I m i a  ana owners. . . .  ■ Upposite Parties.

Counter Affidavit on behalf 

of opposite party no.1 & 2 .

IjTufail Ahraad aged about p2 years 

of IShri /ai^e^Monamrnad worK:ing as buprintendBDt

of Post Orfi ces,tiitapur Uivisi011,̂ 5i^apur do nereby 

solemnly affira and state as oatn as under:-

1. That thex aeponent is Superintenaent of 

Post Off ices ,Sitapur JJiTision,Sitapur and is

well acquainted mtti the facts of tne case deposed
i

nereunder.
i  ■

2. That in reply to para 'I of tne writ peti- 

-tion only this mucn is admitted that the deponent 

had cancelled the order of appointment of the

%
petitioner. The rest of tne contenLs relates 

to Anx.-1 whicn has been filed by tne petitioner.

That para 2 and ^ of the writ petition 

are not denied.
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2 . %

4. THat in reply to para 4 of tne writ peti- 

-tion It is not aamitted that the petitioner was 

eligible for being appointed as JiiUSPM as he holds 

an elected office of member of Uaon babna.

That in reply to para of tne writ petition 

it is statea tnet the petitioner wa's selected 

for a.ppointment and: was approved for the same

• as a result of which an order was passea approving 

the petitioner and^^paxBEiHB^Nagpointing himy 

on acinoc basis as a temporary arlfengement. A 

copy of the oraer da.tea 26 .6 .82  is being filed 

herewith as Anx.~A-1. The letter of regular app- 

-ointment is issuea later on after verification 

etc. as indicated in the Anx.~1. No order

^ l ^ f  regular appointment had yet been passed-appoint- 

^ n g  the petitioner substantively. It Is incorrect 

, I?that tne order dated 26 .6 .82  was dispiayea on

t^e notice board. No doubt the order aatea 26fii.6.82

was aespatchea by Registered A,^,  post to the 

petitioner but it was not aelivared to him as 

on getting tne information that the petitioner 

is an elected member of the G-ann Sabha enquiry, 

into the matter was started. The petitioner su- 

-ppressed the fact that he was elected as member 

of the G-aon Sabha.

6. That in reply to para 6 of tne writ petition 

It is aamitted that the letter dated 26 .6 .82  was



not daiivered to tne petitioner.

V

V

.A,..

7 . That in reply to para / of tne writ petition 

It IS stated that Pradhan of village Behat Bira,m 

had informed about the ineligibility of the peti- . 

-tipner by means of letter dated 26.5*82. A 

photostat copy of tne same is being filed here- 

-with as to this affidavit. On receiving

V
this letter the deppeent ordered to tne Inspector 

of Jr'os'o Uffices to'%nquire into the matter giving 

an opportunity to the petitioner to explain about 

the letter written by the Fradhan. The order of 

the deponent on the iei,ter of the Pradhan is 

also contained in the margin of Anx.A-2.

8. That para 8 of the writ petition is not 

admittea. In pursuance of the order passed by 

the dBponent on the letter of the Pradhan lnx.A-2 

Shri B.D.Kureel Inspector of Post Offices made 

enquiries from the petitioner who gave it in 

riis own iiand writing on 2 . / .  1^82 that he is^-^lec- 

-ted member of the Gaon Sabha. ii photostat copy 

of the same is being filed herewith as Anx.A-^ 

to this affida.vit.

9. That in reply to para 9 of-the writ peti- 

-tion it is^^lSJi^^^at  the petitioner was not 

eligible for appointment,hence the letter dated

26.6 .62  was cancelled. The petitioner hafifiled
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4.

His nomination p8,.per for election on 14.5.5^2, 

the elections were held on 5*6.1^82 and he was 

declar^djon 6 .6 .iy82 .  Tne petitioner has applied

for his appointment as EDSPM on 29 .5 .82  that is 

after he naa filed his nomination paper which 

fact he had suppressed. On being asKed ADO(P) 

Machretta furnished information in writing about 

the date of filing of the nomination, election 

and declaration of the result. A photostat copy 

of the letter dated 5*8.82 is being filed herewith 

as Anx.A-4 to this affidavit.

10. That para 10 of the writ petition is denfed 

i^^correct and in this connection Anx.A-^4 may
■ ■ ■-'■t.y-'A

ki'Mly also be perused, '•̂ he allegation of submi-

^̂ ""ss|.on of resignation of petitioner on 22.6.82

,• .on'the facfe of it i g T n  his statement ^
^ 2 

in writing dated 2.7-82,which has been filed “ (SA

Anx.A-3 to this affidavit. The alleged resignation 

letter was also not submittea to the proper autho- 

-rity and in accordance with Rule 60 of the Panchyat 

Raj Rules. The letter of re.si^ation according 

to Rule 60 of the Psncha,yat Ragi Rules should have 

been presented to the District Panchayat Raj Officer 

in person or by Registered Post. But from the 

letter of resignation annexed with the writ peti- 

-tion it is clear that it was addressed to the 

BDO,Machretta who is not the competent under the 

rules. It is incorrect that the letter of resig-
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-nation was submitted to the Prescribed Authority 

as provEde^ under secti on 12-F. of Panchyat Raj

Act. Oiif enquiry being made the District Panchayat 

Raj Officer by means of letter dated 6 .8 .82  in- 

-formed that tne letter of resignation was not 

in confirmity with rule 60 of Panchayat Raj 

Rules and the same was returned to be BDO. It 

has also been intimated that the petitioner is 

an elected member of the i^anchayat. A photostat 

copy issued by the District Panchayat Raj Officer 

dated 6 .8 .82  is being filed herewith as Anx.A-5 

tg/"this affidavit.

11. That para 11 of the writ petition is not 

admitted and in this connection the reply submi- 

-tted to para-10 of the writ petition may also 

beperused.

12. That the deponent had no knowledge about 

the assertions ma,d#\tfpara-12 of the writ peti- 

-tion and hence th6. same are denied.

15 . That in reply to para 1^ of the writ peti- 

-tion it. is not denied that the petitioner gave 

an affidavit on 5 .7 .8 2 ,  but the petitioner had 

himself given in writing earlier tha,t he is elected 

member of G-aon *iabha.
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14. That pa.rasli 14 and 15 of the writ petition 

a)re not within the knowledge of the deponent hence

0/
not admitted. However,it can res >nably be inferr- 

-ed that a person contesting election in a Gaon

Sabha is eertainly involved » H n  the local politics. 

Rule 12 of the E .D .condu '^  and service rules clearly 

provides that an employee shall lot.take part in
I

election to any local authority. ^The deponent is 

advised to state that a person who has been elec- 

-ted to an office of a local tuthority no more 

remai.ns qualified to hold the po^t.^

ihat para 16 of the writ petition is admitted.

That para

________
J^oi the writ 3etition is not

admitted as stated. Sub-rule(4) of Rule 18 of 

EDA conduct and service "ules clearly prohibits

an employee from taking part in p y  election, (jhe 

deponent is advised to state that simply because 

a person has contested the election and elected

b e f o r e ^ ^  his appointment does not mean that he 

is eligible to’ hold the posty Injthe present case 

the petitioner filed his nominat:.on on 14 .5 .82  

i . e .  he took part in the election on that date.

He applied for the present post on 29.5-82 supp- 

-•ressing the facts that he was taking part in the 

elections. Even after the declaration of the result 

he did not informof the same to the authorities
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concerned. After Having given Jaimseif in writing' 

on 2^ 77.82 ti:].at ne is an elected member iie shifts 

iiis stand and nas come up witn a different story 

that he had submitted his resignation on 22 .6 .82 .  

The resignation too was not submitfed to the pre-. 

-cribed euthority. As a matter of fact no order 

of regular appointment has yet been passed. The 

letter of provisional adhoc appointment was not 

delivered to him as in the meantime the disquali- 

-fication of the petitioner was brought to. the 

notice and the matter was being enquirea into.

18. That in feply to t para 21 of the writ peti- 

-tion it IS stated that even tne letter of pr0-

-visional adnoc appointment dated 26.5 .82 was not
"ii ■

I delivered to the petitioner. S Hence his position 

remains only that of a selected candidate. Hence 

he has no right to maintain the writ petition.

In the above circumstances there is no justification 

for witnholaing tne appointment on tne basis of 

tne advertisement dated 16.7»82 and the interim

order 01 stay is ii8.u^e to oe i/aoaoed. !f~ wGiy -v ,

(k'£ /Uttt mMv , Clo-o oj

/^ ' 7 ■ -'

t>. Tiiat grounas 1 to d taittsxi oy txie peuiuioner 

navb no merit in^pTiew of tne facts statea in tnis

counter 0L-affidavit ana tne writ petition is 

iiaoie to oe disaiissea witn costs.

LuoKnpw:Dated 

Sep. ,1>82 Deponent.
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Veriiication.

I ,  tne abovenamea depoiant ao iiereby v ^ i f y  

iL consents of paragrapJag^^^ —

^  _ of -onis
V

af'Tiaavii/^are brue 1,0 rny Knowledge ana x,nase of 

parasrapni^^(^/3/^ - < ^ ^ '^ /- y ^ /? ‘̂ /F̂ e.re Based

on i,ne miormauion^eriTed. from txie record axd 

those of p a r g g r a p n s a r e  

oeiievea by me to be true on legai aavice. imo 

part of it is false ana nouning raateriai nas Deen 

concealea. »io nelp me Groct.

Lucknow:Daoea 

iibp^C/ ,'\y6z* Deponent.

1 laentify tne aeponenu wno nas signea

_  kkfj^ 
fcterK—oT 0 rrrB My 0 cate. (J

Solemnly affirraea before me on ' / V u l^

^ 5 ^ 3 3  a-s«-r7 p .m .  by S r i

ttie deponent wio is aideuuitieu oy

er-iSr 0 i- S r 1 Advocate iiign ^ourt,

LucKnow Bencn.

I nave satisfiea myself by examinir^ tne 

deponent tnat ne unaerstanas tne contemns of 

tnis affidavit x wnicn nas oeen reau uut ana 

expiainea be me.

. Soma'S
Court, ,M!.ihaba<*
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IH IHK HCH'ELS HIGH OOIET Ct JUDIEATOR 

(LUGKNG® BSMCH) LOCKHOW.

\ 3 - '
R M t ALLAHABAD

*|t>

Writ petitlcm No. 3551 of 1982,

Krishna Kiamar Siisgii....................................petitioner
-r

versus

Union of India and others.. . . . . . . . .Gppos it e-par ties.

RicIQIIM. iFFID.AyiT IH fRIT PITITIQM

I Krishna Kumar Singh aged about 27 years S/o. Sri 

mm Singh Resident of Village BeMt BiraiB pargana 

Macherehta Tahsil Msrikh District Sitapur do hereby 

solmnly aCfirfli as under

(1) That the deponent is petitioner in the above 

noted case aad is fully eonversent with the facts 

d^osed hereunder. The deponent understands the 

contents of Counter-Affidavit under reply irhich have 

been read over and e:^lained to him.

Or (2) That the contents of paras 1, 2 and 3 of me 

Counter-Affidavit i^eds no reply.

(3) TiBt t IB. content's of para 4 of the Counter- 

AX'fidavit are denied and those of para 4 of the

frit petition are re-affirmed. The depor^nt was fully 

eiegibie for being appointed on the post of Sxtra-

V .—
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Departmental Sit)-post Master (hereinafter referred 

to as ”S.D.S.P.i*») and he did not held an elected 

office of member of Gaon Sabha as till then no oath 

as per section 12-E of Panehayat Eaj Act had taken 

place.

4 .

(4) Ttet with refer®ce to the contents ô  para

5 of the Gotmter-Affldavlt, the deponent re-afflms 

the contents of para 5 of the ifrit Petition. The 

result of ttie Selection and appointm^t of the 

deponent was displayed on tie. notice board in the 

office of opposite party Ho. 2, The deponent never 

held the office of elected rasmber of Gaon sabha. The 

deponent neither took oath of the off lee of elected 

member of Gaon^a^a nor he took charge of the- same. 

The deponent applied for ttie post was not an

elected member of Gaon Sabha. The opposite party ko .2 

cancelled the appointment cf the deponent on non­

existent ground i.e. he was elected member of Gaon 

Sabha on the dats 1b  Spiled for the post, before

the deponent could have joind the post of S.B.S.p.M. 

The sppointment letter dated 26.6.82 contained in 

toexure No. 1-A to the Counter-Affidavit specificall: 

directs the Sub-Divisional Inspector (South)Sitapur 

to give charge for the post of l.D.S.F.M. Behat 

Blram to the deponent.

(5) That the contents of para 6 of the Counter- 

Affidavit needs no reply.

(6) That with reference to the contents of para 

7 of tl® Counter-Affidavit it is submitted that the 

d^onent did not held the otfice of elected member of 

Gaon Sabha when the letter contained in Annexure No. 

A-2 to tlB Counter-Affidavit was written. The
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election of Gaqri Sabha was held on 2,6,82 and result 

was declared on 6.6.82. Ti© oath of the oltioe of 

elected nember of Gaon Sabha took place on 24,8.82.

AS the d^onent had resigned vide letter dated

22.6.82 contained in Amexure No. 2 to ti^ Writ 

petition, he did not take oath of the office of 

elected n̂ raber of Gaon Sabha held on 24.8.82. Sri 

Bvrya prakash ^in^ who wrote the letter contained 

in Annexure No. A-2 to Counter-Affidavit did not 

have the charge for tte post of pradhan Gaon Sabha 

when he maliciously wrote the said letter describing 

hinself as »pradhan». Surya prakash Sin^ took oath 

of the office of Pradhan Gaon Sabha on 16.8.82. The 

deponent was not offered proper opportunity to 

explain his natter before passing the iiBpugaed order.

A

(7) That the contents of para 8 of the Counter- 

Affidavit as stated are denied. On 2.7.82 -̂ri S.D. 

Kureel met the deponent and enquired from him about 

his name and adoption. Tlie deponent told him that 

his name is Krishna Kumar Singh S/0. Ram Singh md 

the sane is recorded in School Records and Gaon 

Sabiia Records. He also told that by the said name 

he lias contested the eiction of Gaon Sabha. The 

<|iBStions which were put to the deponent by Sri S.B. 

Kureel related to the name of the deporent. Sri S.D. 

Kureel then asked the deponent to give in writing 

that his name is Krishna Kumar Singh S/0. Ram Singh 

and is recorded as such in School Reco0s and Gaon 

Sabha records. The depoient was not intaTned 

about the real matter of enquiry by Sri S.B.Kureel. 

The deponent was neither shown the letter written 

by ^ri Surya prakash Sin^ contained in Annexure 

N O .  A-2 to Counter-Affidavit nor was iiformed any 

thing about the sane. The next day the deponent
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went to office of opposite party Ho. 2 and then on 

enquiry came to know that some village people has 

made a complaint that he was holding an elected 

office of Gaon Sabha. The deponent then filed an 

affidavit showing the date of election and resigna­

tion suhmitted by him a True Copy of which forms part 

of Writ petition as Annexurj^o. 3. The depoî nl# 

has not been given any oppo^rtmiity to show cause 

or explain the matter in respect of the proposed 

action.

(8) That with reference to to contents of para

9 of the Counter-Affidavit it is d^ied that the 

depon^t was not eligible for appointment. The 

deponent fulfilled all necessary qualification and 

was duly selected for appointment. His ^pointment 

has been caicelled vide Annexure Ho. 1 to the Writ 

petition solely on tte that be an elected

Hsember of Usati Sabha on ttiS date he applied for the 

post which is factually iisorrect. The dates on 

which noraination was filed, election was held, result 

vrns declared and application for ^pilntnsnt was 

submitted given in para tinder reply are correct. The 

writing contained in tenexure No. A-4 to the Counter- 

^fidavit has been obtained on 5 .8.82 after the 

passing of the impugned crder. The deponent did not 

suppress any material fact in his application for 

appointmat. He mentioned all the necessary facts 

and iKCormation which were required to be mentioned 

vide advertissnent letter issued by opposite party 

HO. 2. inviting applieetions fOT the post. The 

candidates were not reQulre(J^o mention that they 

have also filed naninatlon for election of Gaon 

Sama. A similar advertlsenent tetter forms part 

as imnexure Ho. 4, to the Writ Petition.
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(9)‘ That with refereno8 to the contents of para

10 of tte Counter-Aifidavit tfcie deponent re-afflrms 

the contents of para 10 of the Writ petition. The 

d^onent vide letter dated 22.6.82 contained in 

Irmexure Ko. 2 to tiB lirit Petition in his om hand- 

writir^ sutoiitted his resignation to B.B.o. Machereh- 

ta. Tte resigmtion was addressed to B.B.O. Machereh- 

ta because the village Behat Biram fell under his 

territorial jurisdiction and he was the incharge of 

and intrusted wilJi the job of compleating t he 

election in Block: Macherehta. The said resignation 

dated 22.6.82, as is clear from the contents of 

para under reply as well as from Annexure Ho. A-5, 

was send by B.£>.G. Macherehta to District panchayat 

Raj Officer,Sltapur who insted of accepting the 

sanie returiBd back to B.D.O. Macherehta for necessary 

action. It is denied that B ^ ^ .  Macherehta was not 

compet^t aathcrity U/s. 32-F of me panchayat Raj 

Act to accept the resignation. The deponent-did not 

mention tte fact of giving resignation in his writing 

dated 2.7.82. «^nexure No. A-3 because the qiBStions 

which were put to him by ^ri S.D.Kureel Inspector 

post Offices (South) related to the nane of the 

deponent. He did not inform tte depon^t about the 

real matter of mmrw- The letter dated 6.8.82 

contained in hmrnvQ No. A-5 is written by District 

panchayat Haj Officer in reply to some letter 

written by Inspector Post Offices (South). It is 

wrong and denied that the deponent w U  be deemed 

to have continued to hold the office of elected 

M ber of Gaon Sabha till his resignation was not 

accepted, in fact me deponent never held the 

office of elected member of Gaon Sabha. He did not 

take oath of the office. The oath of the office of 

elected nemuer of Gaon Sabha was held on 24.8.82
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in Which the deponent did not participate. The resig­

nation of the deponent has been accepted by the 

District Panchayat Raj Officer on 20.8.82. :ae- 

eliection for the said vacant office of elected 

member of Gaon Sabtia of. village Behat BiraiB is going 

to be iBld on 27.9.82 and the last date for filing 

nomination was 16.9.82.

A (10) That the coniBnts of para 11 of the . Counter- 

Affidavit are denied and those of para 11 of the 

Writ petition are re-affirmed. The deponent neither 

took oath of the office of elected merger of 

Gaon Sabha nor took charge fcr the same. The oath 

ceremoney of the elected member of Gaon Sabha was 

held on 24.8.82 in ihich .the deponent did not 

participate. Section 12-E of the panchayat Raj Act 

and Eule 86 of the Rules are qiated hereunder for 

ready reference.

a

«12-E. Oath of Office- (1) Every member of Gaon Sabha 

Shall, before mtering upon any office referred to ■ 

in Sections 11-A, 12, 43 and 44jma]se and subscribie 

before such authority as may be prescribed on oath 

or affirmation in 12ie form to be prescribed.

(2) Mij membBaf who declines or otherwise refuses 

to mai® and subscribe such oath of affirmation as 

aforesaid shall be deemed to have vacated the office 

forthwith/*

«Eule 86. oath of office (1) Every pradhan ( irp 

pradhan) and member of a Gaon panchayat and every 

panch (Sahayak Sarpanch and Sarpanch) of a laya 

panchayat shall as soon as may be after the cor îtu- 

tion of Gaon Panchayat or laya Panchayat as the case
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may be, take oath of office before and at the place 

and tiise wnida may be fixed for the purpose by the 

Block Bevelopraent Officer, Assistant Development 

Officer, Assistant Bistriet panehayat Officer, 

panchayat Inspector,Tahsildar, laib-fahsildar or any 

other officer or cstfleers appointed by the district 

Magistrate in this behalf. The oath so administered 

will be in tiB following aiannerr'

It is noteworthy that the deponenp sub-mitte^his 

resignation prior to t^ing oath of off ice^the Block 

DevelopBBnt Officer nio was the heighest officer 

amongst the officers mentioned in Rule 86 above 

authorised to adminster oath. The deponent declined 

to t^e  oath by submitting resigiation.

'T'

f

(11) That tiB contents of para 12 of the Counter- 

Affidavit are deniedjknd those cf para 12 of the 

frit Petition are re-affirmed as correct. The oath 

of the elected member of Gaon Sabha has been held on

24.8.82 and of Pradhan 16.8.82. The Gaon panchayat 

Behat Biras was not even constitutid till the filing" 

of Writ petition and no notification under Rule 19-jj 

of the Panchayat Raj Rules till then had issued.

The deponent for ready reference quates Eule 19- 

of the Panch^at Raj Rules.

«19-jj. Constitution of Gaon Panchscrat (1) As soon 

as at least two thirds of the seats of m®ibers cf 

G^n Panchayat ^d  the office of the pradhan have 

been filled up, tlB Bistrict Biagistrate shall 

notify that tte Gaon Panchayat has been duly 

constituted.

(2) The notification under sub-rule (1) shall 

contain tte names of Vas members and of Pradhan. It
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shall >e publislie<a by affixing a copy thereeC at the 

office of Assistant BevelopnBnt Officer (Paneliayat)

A copy Shall also be seaat to the Secretary of Gaon 

Sabha concemeci,** ‘ •

-r

(12) '̂hat with reference to the contents of para 

13 of the Counter-Affidavit it is submitted that|phe 

deponent by his writing dated 2.7,82 con&eined in the 

Annexure No, A-S to the Counter-Affidavit actually 

wanted to say that his na®e is Krishna Kumar Sin^ 

and he. has contested tlB election of Gaon Sabha in 

that name. (The deponent could not have becoiae member 

of Gaon Panchyat Behat Birsm prior* to taking of oath 

U/S. 12-1 or the î anchayat Haj Act and prior to its. 

constitution by notification unier Rule 1 9 - of the 

panchayat Raj Rules), The deponent re-affirms the 

contents of para 13 of the frit petition ^ich have
f

not been denied.

(13) -̂'hat̂ the contents of para 14 of the Counter- 

Affidavit are denied and those of par-a 14 and 15

of the Writ petition are re-affirmed. The election 

of Gaon Sabha are not contested on Folitical par”̂  

basis . The deponent was not an employee under 

opposite party Ho. 2 when he contested the election 

of Gaon sabha on 3.6.82 (The p & T Extra Departmental 

Ag®its (C & S) Eules 1964 do not provide that the 

person by contesting the election of Gaon Sabha 

prior to his ^pointment under opposite party No. 2, 

rend^s himself disqualified for appointsi^t as

l.DiS.P.M.)

(i4) Ttoi; the oontenus of pa-a 15 of iiie Counter- 

Affidavit needs no reply.
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(15) Timt with reference to tne contents of para 

16 or the Comter-Affidavit it is sti3mitted that the 

opposite parties have not specifically denied the
■ V

contents of para 17, 18 and 19 of the Writ petition.

(B) (Sub-Rule (4) of Rule 18 of P.a! T. S.D.A. (C & S) 

Rules 1964, no doubt prohibits an employee to take 

part in m election to legislative or local authority 

Neither this nor any otlier Hule under the Buies 1964 

renders a person ineligible for appointu^nt in case 

prior to entering in service he has contested the 

election to any local authority. Rule 17 to Rule 25 

of P & T. E.D.A. (C & S) Rules 1964 provides code of 

conduct, for its employes i.e. Esrtra-Departmentai 

Agmts, An employee who contests the election or
: k '

otherwise acts in disregard to any provisions
\

contoned in Rule 17 to 25 renders himself liable 

for disciplinary action U/S. 7 by adopting the 

procedure prescribed U/R. 8 and 9 of the Rules, But 

those persons Who in past before entering in service 

as E.B.Agent have acted in disregard of or contrary 

to the provisions contained in Rule 17 to 25 would 

not be rendered tfe©ifi»«i¥es ineligible or disqualified 

fcr the appointont.)

(C) The deponent did not suppress^any material 

fact in his ^plication for ajjppointmfiat. He mentioned 

all the necessary facts and infomation which were 

required to be mentioned vide advertlsemeni letter 

issued by the opposite party No. 2 inviting ^plica­

tions for the post in question. The candidates were 

not required to mention that they have or have not 

filed the nomination for election of Gaon Sabha, A 

similar advertisement letter forms part of this

Writ petition as ^nnexure no. 4.
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(D) The deponent by his writing dated 2.7.82 
.... -  ̂

contained in Annextire no. A-S to Clounter-Affidavit

simply wented to say tiiat his name is Krishna Kumar 

Singh and he has contested the election of Gaon Sabha 

in that name. Sri S.D.Kureel did not inform tiB 

deponent about the real matter of enquiry. The ques­

tions put to the deponent by Sri S.D.Kureel related 

to his name.Contents of paras 7 and 12 of this 

affidavit may kindly be perused in this regard* The 

fact of submitting resignation on 22.6.82 finds place 

in the deponant’s affidavit datid 5.7.82 Annexure 

Mo. S to the Writ petition which was filed before the 

opposite party lo. 2.

J

(S) The deponent was not disqualified ( and his

appointment could not have been cancelled on the non- 

exist^t ground that he was an elected member of 

Gaon ^abha when he applied for the post which fact is 

totally incorrect.)

(16) That with reference to the contents of para

is of the Counter-Affidavit, it 3s submitted that 

the depoi®nt was dully selected/appointed on the 

post of E.D.S.p.M. Behat Biram by the opposite party 

Ho. 2 and the result of selection/appointjaent of the 

petitioner was desplayed in the notice board in the 

office of opposite party Ko. 2, Copies of the ^point 

meat letter were issued to the deponent, as well as 

to ti© Sub-.Divisional inspector, P.M.Sitapur and l.S . 

Aurangabad. The Sub-Bivisional Inspector (South) 

Sit^ur w ^  specifically directed to give charge of 

the post̂ to the deponent. It is denied that the 

appointment was provisional one. It is also denied 

that tt© deponent has no right to maintain this Writ 

petition. deponent due to precaution has re-

7"
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applied for the post against the advert is ement dated 

16.7,82. The deponent Ms neither waived nor has 

intenti on to wave his right aceraed to him by 

appointment order dated 26.6.82. The opposite party 

Mo. 2 by the impugned order contained in Annemre 

NO. 1 has cancelled the appoint®ent order without 

giving any opportunity to the deponent and on a non­

existent' fact and ground.

LuckncM Bated;- 

Sept ember , 1982.

Ay

Deponent.

ferif ication.

I, the above named deponent do hereby verify that the 

contents cf paras 1 to 16 accept bracketed portions 

of paras 12, 13 and 15 are true to my own knowledge, 

and bracketed portions of p^as 12, 13 and 15 are 

believed by m  to be true.

No part of it is false and nothing material 

cancelled. %  help me God.

Lucknow D a t e ^ ^  

S e p t e r t ) e r ( ? 2 c >  ,  1 9 8 2  . Deponent.

Sol @nnly af f irae d i3efor e rae on...?  f i ^ .......   at

. . .  a .la. / .  by Sri ,/Hh ., the

deponent, who is identified by Sri. X . .........

Advocate, High Court, Allahabad.

I have satisfied myself by examining the deponent 

that he understands the contents of this affidavit 

which have been r ^ d  out to him and explainedby me.

§. s. TEWARI
OATH COM M ISSIONER  

High Court Allababad, 
Lucknow Bench

No....... ......................

Date,. S.-Z..
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IN THE CENTRAL ADPIINISTRATIUE TRIBUNAL ' 
ALLAHABAD BEWCH 

23-A Tho rnh iia  Road, Allahabad-211 001 /

Dated the s
------------

No.CAT/Alld/Jud/

'^ A

■  V  \<. L

VERSUS

R cvhA

APPLICANT'S

RESPONDENT'S

To

ĉ '- Sv' V'W- c •- ĉ kk.
j

. VV-xV ^
Whereas the m arg in a lly  noted cases has been 

tra n s fe rre d  by J a \ a  T I  k l ^  I M  Q Under 2n^ ± m  the 

p ro v is io n  o f the Adm ttiistrative T rib u n a l Act X I I I  of 1935 and

re g is te ted  in  th is  T r ib u n a l ao'aboue.

W rit P e t it io n  No^. 3 ^ ^ )  — R X  
of 198 ,

The T rib u n a l has f ix e d  d^te

_£i_kJ598vft'=
of the Court of J _ \ i A i _ £ k k ? v l f  hearing of the matter.

-- - rising ou^ of order ]  ' If no appearance ie made

dated

passed by­ in

I
. jf on your behalf by your some

I  one duly au thorised-to  Act and

i  plead on your behalf 
H •

the m atter w i l l  be heard and decided in  your absence.

Given under my hand se a l of the T rib u n a l t h is  

-hu:-- d̂ay of _______ igas.

dinesh/

DEPUTY REGISTRAR .



I , IN  THE HON'BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD, 

LUCKNOW BENCHj LUCKNOW.

3 - T S ')  I ,_ S >  -Z- I
j

V

> ••• ••• PBTITIONERSi/APPLICANTS \p  
APPELLANTS!

• ••• «r« ••• flt* r**
A

Versus,

OPPOSITE-PARTY/PARTIES
RESPONDANTS

FIXED FOR.

MEMORANDUM OF APPEARANCE

In the above noted petition/case/ appeal I appear for the,, 

having been appointed as Additional Standing Counsel for the Govt, of India and'its officers and so
I

instructed by department of Ju^ice, Ministry of Law, Govt, of India, New De,1hi to appear and 

plead on his/ their behalf i. e. ....... ..................  i

LUCKNOW : DATED : 

198

(V. K. CHAUDHARI) 
I  Advocate
I

Counsel for.., .......
I

Additional Standing Counsel 
for Central Govt. |
R /0  14/629, B arafihana, Nai-Basti 
Udaiganj, Lucknojw,
Tel. Nos. 34986 (Residence)

33640 (Cham. -  High Court)

RECEIPT OF MEMO

RECIVBD the Memo of Appearance from Sri V. K. Chaudhari, A(ivocate High Court, 

Additional Central Govt. Standing Couasel High Ccurt, Lucknow Bencb of Aliahabad High Court 

in .„ ......... .................^ . . . . . .N o .............................. .....o f  19...........  I

Bench Secy! Court No,

Sec. officerl



0

\

I \

C!r:OTRAL A D n i N I S T R A T l i / E  T R IB U NA L  

( ALLA H AB AD

— rMxmwrnr  '

No.CAr/ALLD^Vll!l\^iffi 1Q8
.......................................  . T,A,N«j0Ŝ 1987 ,

Krishna Kuraar Singh

ro

■ Unisn ■ and ■ttthers* ■ ■•

----- ----- --- ----------------:j g  NOE NTS

1* C ,SJ«uari, Aduacata, 5QCV^183-A^lubpur Oaliganj, t^cknau*

VK.CKWiU>^
2* Sri RokaaH Kunat Advaoate^High Caurt , L cknow Bench

UhE:REA5)i;hB . m a r g i n a l l y  note d  e a s e  has  beGn trainsfn-rerl 
, H.C.Uca,

u n d e r  t he  Pro\y5. sj .ons o f  the  

• A d m i n i s t r a t i v / o  T r i b u n a l  A c t ( N o , 1 3 j f  1985 )  and  r £ g i s t o r o d  i n  t h i s  

T r i b u n a l  . as  . a b ov e  ,j  ..............  . ^

Ia w  9

V  P e t i t i o n  Nq,  3551® f 1S f ^ i g  The ' T r i b u n a l  . h as  f i x o d  . tho

I of the  Court  o f —

/ ; _ ' f o r  the  hacS ' ing  of  the  m a t t e r ,

a r i s i n g . o u t . o f  the  o r d e r . d a t e d  t - ' .
i i  no. a p p e a r e n c G  xs inauo

"p™pas sed . b '/•-■«•»— i i  ̂ i , ^
 ̂ ' o n  your  b e h a l f  by  y o u r s e l f

y ou r  p x o a o n r  or  oy s o m o o n o ■

a t u c r i s e d  to

a c t  sn  p l e a d  on y o u r  b o h a l f ,  the  tr,atter w i l l  be hoa-re-d and 

d e c i d e d  . in y o u r  absencet.  , ,

G i v o n  under  my hand  and s e a l  o f  t hs  T r i b u n a l  

t h i s  ^ o f “

( , DEP UTY  R E G I S T R A R ,


