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CEWTk A L  ADM IM ISTRATIYE IRIIBUWAL
AOOITIONAL B E N C H ,

23-A, Thornhill Road, Allahabad-21 ICOl

Registration No. of 1 9 8 Q ( J - - ^

APPI IPANIT L

RESPONOEIMKs) ^
K - e ^  j x J l t v C  ^  ' S . o n ^ . ^ ^

Particulars to be examined 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 ?

(c) Have six complete seto of the application 
been filed ?

3. (a) Is the appeal m time ?

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

(c) Has suffici(8nt 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/-

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 
the application, been filed ?

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

I p



( k ^

■c®
<y-A . N o .  fife ^  ĉ ltP
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Particulars to be Examined

( 2  ) '

Endorsement as to result of Examination

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

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

9. Have 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

Nos...... ............... /Pages Nos............. ?

13. Have 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 ?

18. Have the particulars for interim order prayed 
for indicated with reasons ?

19. Whether all the remedies have been exhaused. q ^

. -  ------------^  j=>
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CENTRittj AEMINISTRAPIVB lSlI0INi^, /ILL^ABAD 

CIRCUIT BBNGH, LUC5CNC3W

0 « A .  £ !o »  6 6 / 8 8  ( L )

Chhotey Lai ^plicaat

v e r s u s

Union o£ India £e others Respondents.

Hon. Mr. Justice U«C«Srivastava, VoC« 
Hon. Mr« &«3. Gorthi^ ^dia, Maaber«

(Hon. Mr. Justice U.C«Srivastava« V,C

The applicant who was appointed as casual labour 

in the year 1978 in the Pos^l Department, U .P . worked 

as such for sev^eral years# thou^ with broJcai periods. 

According to him* he was appointed as such being a 

raanber of Scheduled Catste Contmunity and a handicapped 

person but instead of regularising him ultimately 

his services have been terminated vide order dated 29e6o87. 

He has approached the Tribunal for reinstat^ent and 

for a direction t<̂ tho respondents to be treafeod continuous 

in service with all benefits. Xn the year 1985-86 he 

worlced for 255 days. It appears that t^ere was erne 

quarrel between the ^plicant and one Ram Deo, Qtowkidar 

and some physical assault took place and the matter was 

reported to the police and both sent to the police station 

and a case under section 107/116 Cr. P«C. was registered 

as result of te same the said Rm Deo was suiE^ended and 

according to the applicant the services of the applicant 

were terminated. The criiainal e ase cane to an end on 

2.12.1987 as the prosecution failed to produce the

U r
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necessaxy v}itnesses*The case o£ Ramdeo also came to an 

ond* Raindeo was t aken back in 3 ervice but the petitioner 

was not taken in service* The applicant requested the 

respondents to permit him to carry on his duties and 

he continued to roake representationSo According t^^e  

aqpplicant, the order of terminaticm has been cSiallenged 

on tie ground  that it amounts to retrenchment and 

retrenchment can be made as per tha provisions o£ section 

25 F of th3 Industrial Dilutes Act« ^ e  «^lic(3it has 

also stated that he was getting payment of Productivity 

Linked Bonus and there is a clear indication that the 

services of the ^pplic9®*  ̂ were pem an^t in nature and 

at any rate his services coild not have been terminated^

respondents in their counter affidavit have 

said^that during his staor as casual l^oar in the office 

of £iotum Letter Officer^ tho €|>plicaRt found to be

moot indiociplined# l f̂flannered and aggressive# necer
u .

performed his duties &nd always tried to abuse a&d 

disregard his ouperiors; that on 26«12,d4 he used most 

filthy lan^age and sl«qpped with eha^pQlo ^  Shri Ved 

Prakash# Dy« Manager-Z; that on 4«9o85 late Shri CoH«

Shar and Shri Chaitu Kara reported that he had obosed 

than uoing filthy/abusive language and threatoned them 

with dire consequences; that on 16e6«86 he triod to 

hamper office ^ r k  regarding destruction of deatS article 

at the Close of tte office in a drunken sts&efi^^lhat 

on 18,llo86 he showed gross disobedience end non«- 

compliance of Government order refasing to bring the 

Mail bags upstairs f r ^  ths group fioor^ ^ r  which ono 

day ^age cut was imposed as penalty« Since his cade was
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inltiatpd ho abaoed aad tlnreatoad the Manager ^ 0  with 

diro c onse<|Etenoos« Fimally^ ths case vias put upto Hon'ble 

Postmaster G^eral sri S.PeRaif tuho rcmariced °Rogrot° 

and stated th^ he would not XilN:e to intervene on^is 

behalfq The cpplicant appears to be IndisolpXined*” Xc 

another case the applicant's b€|i^ioar of ind&sciplix^ 

t̂ as seriously viewed by 2̂ /PM G(A) hadtakoi q 

lenient view that time end asked the Manager to 

remove if 0uch things ^ere repeated by tiie ^plicante 

*^that in the ^irst tioeh of June* 1987 the a^^licant had 

threatened and ho sheut^d Oy« Hanagor«4:/Asstt« Hanager(Hai] 

in a neazby restaurant with dire conse^ences and on 

false pretest* The c ase is still under investigation*

In this caoe FXR t̂ as also lodged with D#S* Baoratgani# 

I ju c k n o fw * ”

“that as far as the imperfelnence/indiac£^line 

and misbehaviour are cbncemed they are his routine 

matters and onee annot k e ^  tte long record of his bed 

habits.”

^that the most c<%smon plea taken by the epplic^t# 

every no» and thoo  ̂ itis his lean and think physiqao, bat 

qjjite contrary of his bony skeleton# he punches upon 

every superior like a lion on his pray*”

Finally it has been stated in the odunter that ths 

^plicc^i CiBsnitted a bloody fight with Um  Dee, Chowkldar 

before o^enconent of the office hours and was handed 

over^the^. police station and t?as ciiarg^heeted a£d 

his services were di^ensed with under «ie orders of 

Assistant Pest Master General# 0«PoCircle. Regarding his 

termination it has been said th ^  when he was onpleyed# 

he wao handic^pod a®d regarding his oarlier terminetioo
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it has been oaid that dao to redaetloa at tiio timo

bound sdhcme^hQ t?as ro&rciid3ied« he could sot bo

oagagod agala under the dqparbnecit&l rules and
o a

later on due to imposition of boi^recruitm^t case 

of regularisation coald not be considerede His case 

for regularisation was taken up bf the Post Master 

Gonojcol in tbo year 1987 a f^r  ban lifted and 

vacancies fouM available# but his serdLces tiero 

teziainated on account of Uross indiociplinc he could 

not bo consideredo The facts stated above indicato 

that the applicant’ s services hsive been tejcminated 

becsiuse of his acts of omission ond omomiosion aisi 

because of the criminal case and quarrel with Raradco 

Qhd police case and previous history* Termination 

order,obviously amounts to retrenchment %flthin the 

meaning of Industrial D i ^ t e s  Act tfithout coirplying 

^ith th@ provioions of Section 25 F of the Industrial 

D ilutes Act ^hich reqetiired notice asd ccmi|>ensatione 

His GervicQs could not have bean terminated viithout 

following tte procedure of I«B« /^et« The termination 

order manifestly io iilogalo Accordingly the spplicatioi; 

is allowed and the texmiration order dated 29o6e87

io quashed. The ai^licant will be deemed tc^e in 

continuous service for other puxpose^^e applicant 

will not be entitled to salary from tte date of 

texmination. It is for the respondents to consider the 

Case of ths s^licant for regularisatioci talcing into 

consideration the conduct add assescmoit of all the 

relevant things*

Tho sqpplication stands disposed of finally with 

no order as to costs*

A*M« 'si

ShSHed/ Ludcnow Dto
v.c«
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ET TfS CSrjTRftL /ilX O iT ISra^T r/B  TRmTfAL

ADDITIOl:/*! BIS'TOH

B E r S S I

GiicteyLalj aged about 28 Years, Sen of

lete Sri ;^bu Lsl, resident of 148/45 Dugawsn,

Li’ cImo\j.

.^ ^ p l ic a n t

iU'TD

1. Union of India through, the secretary 

Linistry of 00fu;mLic8tion,Kew Delhi

2. Post i:aster General, If.p, oircle,i,uclcnow.

3 . Assistant Post Liaster General (rsils) office of 

Post 'iiaster General, U .P. GiJ^dejLuckTiOW.

4 . llaHaSQr , Eeturaed Letter Of fice#,LuclcriDvj.

.Opposite rarties.

DETAILS Oj? /iFH.ICiiTICr

O
o >

l.particulars of the iipplicenfc

(i) ITa-f-® of the Applicant

(ii)Faine of Pather/Husbsnd

(iii)Ag© of the Applicant

( iv) Desi@istion and parti­

culars of of f ice(nai:̂ 30 

and station) in v;hich 

enpLoyod or v̂ as last 

er:ployed before ceasing 

to be incervice.

• ChotVy Lai

• late Babu Lai

• 28 Year s

: Eetumed Letter officer
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(v) Office Address ; Nil*

{  2  )

(vi)Address for service OiXitsy Lai
of notice s Son of late gel Babu Lai

resident of hou^ no. 148/45 

Luclaiow.

S.Particailars of the 

Respondents;

(i)FaPie of ti^ respondents; (a)The secretary , L'inistry of

compiinication , we?/ijeiM.

(b)Tiie Post 1 [aster General,

U.P. Circle, Lucimovj.

{c}!Tii.e Assistant .Post ijsgter , 

General (iiails) office of 

post Master General ,u.?.Circle

/
Lucknow.

{d^Tii© Uanager,Returned Letter 

Officer, Luckm?;.

^  ( ii) Name of Father/Husband ;

(iii)Age of the Respondent •

{ iv) Desigaation and psrticu- .̂s above

• lars of office (Name and 
station) in wMch eis îloyed;

(v) Office Address j ^  OL.t>-e>rc

(vi) Address for service of

Hotices !

3.particuters of the'order 
against wMcii applicatiffi-n 

is inade j
j  [ A

L' rphe application is ai^inst

^  tJtB following order;

i^i) order No. 5Misc/HljcV26/6/e7

(ii)Date ; 29/5/87

(iii)Passed by tlianager, Retumed Letter offices,



(  3  )

{iv)Sabject in Bi^ief ; Ternnination.

4*Turisdiction of the Tribunal • 

Tiis aEplicant declares that 

the subject ratter of the 

order against which he vjmts 

redressal is within the 
jurisdiction of the Tribunal.

Lucknow,

5.Lii}iitation

6 .Facts of the case

L

:(a) That the applicant was appointed 

as Casual Labour in the year 19 78. 

The applic^t has worked as 

Casual Labour as per the follovfing;

I B a r

1978-79

1979-80

1980-Bl

1981-82 

1982-83

1 9 ^ 4

1984-85

1985-85

ITo. of days 

163 

209 

286 

315

details not given 

to the pettitionor

157

81

2o5

1566

photostat copies of the certificates 

showing the details of ti© petition­

er 's  are texc annexed herev/ith 

as iUmexurB i:o» 1 and S.

(b)The applicant is a s°ii®duled casbe 

and also a handicaped person . jjis 

appointnent was inade in the quota
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allotted for Scheduled Oaste/nandL caped person, copies 

of certificate showing tiss above facts are attached 

herevath as Aaneaares iTos. 3 end 4 respectively.

( c) That the applicant used to .Ssi^application? after conp-

(  4  )

leting for a period 1386 daj^s, for his regularisation

to the post ijaster
x -- '

General, and he* issued a letter to opposite party no*4 

^  that tdsSEs the applicsnt r:iay bs regularised . true copy

of the order is being annexed hsrexvith As Annezure lyo .5 

to this Glairn petition.

§cok)c Thereafter the petitioner was continuously serving upto 

25-6-1987 vattout any break after the issuance of the 

aforesaid letter.

(d) That as uaial on 26-5-1987 whm the petiticnerr^ched 

his duties, the ohow.kidar Rar®eo told the petitioner not 

to vjork till the tiEE when the iiena,ger comes, git the 

petitioner started in carrying ®«Mrhis duties then the 

aforesaid Ham Deo intervened aid tried to prevent the 

petitioner, on this there occured soe® ’jaai'pest* and both 

the petitioner as \7ell as Ran Beo were smt to the police 

Station and a case under section 107/116 ĉ ’. P.O* at o^ine 

I'lo. 571/87 at Police Station Hazratganj,Luckno*v^.

{ e) That as a result of the aforesaid case^i^mcPo was

sui^ended and the petitioner was terr.iinated from service.

A Copy of the aforei^iQ terxaanation ordgr is being 

annexed herewith as Annezur^ l~o,6 to t h ^ s  o^aiiii jsetition

■ . s i C ^



(f) That on 2-12-1987 the case under section 107/116 c^.p.c* 

has oone to an ead as the prosecution failed to produce 

the necessary witnesses. A Oopy ie order dated 2-12-67 

passed by Upper Gity iiagistrate (A) LucJmow is being annexQd 

herewith a s jume:mr6 Ho,7  to this oia'iJ^>iI*edition.

had

(g) That like wise the Case of I^m i>eofii-/slsD come to an end
a

on 20-10-S7, Irjnediately thereafter HsraSeo was taken back 

V  iii service , but the petitioner v?as not given service ,

(  5  )

(h) That imoediateiy on 7-12-1987 the petitioner submitted a 

•copy of the order dated 2-12-1987 gtid requested the 

opposite party n o ,3 to permit him to carry on his duties 

but no action has takeai till today. A copy of the n^re- 

sentetion is bein," annexed herewith as Aoneaure H o .8 to 

this Claim Petition.

(!) That besides the above the petitioner moved «  several 

representationgf but all in vain, Tiie dates of the repre­

sentations are 22-7-1987,7-7-1987 and 17-11-1987 .
L .

( j) That on 27-5-1988, the petitioner iiioved another represen­

tation to the opposite parties . A copy of the said 

representation is being snnezed hereviith as Anne:aj,re ĵ jo.g

to the claim Petition./

(fc) That the petiticaer erisployer is  an *mdustryf within

the meaning of section 2(J.) of the Industrial Dispute Act.

(1) That the petitioner having beem vorl^ed about 2000 days 

he is entitled for regular! sat ion.

. . . 6 .



(n) Thet the opposite party no.l directd that the petitioner 

riay be regularise even ti®n the subordinate of opposite 

psrty no.l , terrtiinated the services of tte petitioner.

(n) That by isBans of Post and Teles^aph letter dated

the services of the petitioner are to be regulari^d but 

the opposite parties have not don© tl^ saiiB SSife t ill  today.

(o) That Sri Ham D©o who vjas also similarly involved in

Crininal Case, his suspension order v;as revolted and he is 

in service, but the pstitioncr vvas not perEiitted to carry­

out his duties, thus he Was discriminated by the opposite 

parties in the matter of his eraployirent.

(p) That the termination of the services of the petitioner 

is punitive in nature for \vhich ie has not given snjr 

opportunity . Thus violated the provisions of itrticle 311 

of the Constitution.

{  6  J

(Q,) That ti« petit ionerhas x'sorked r.iore than 2000 days , his 

services cannot be terminated, siid the terHiaation order 

to retrenchrient. RetrenchiflBnt can be nads as 

per the provisions of section S5 p  of the industrial 

Dispute Act, But in this case the opposite parties have 

not conplied vjith the provisions of the Industrial 

Act.

(R) That tte petitioner was also ^^ttrag payrsnt of productivity 

Linked Bsnus as per tte Exietin," orders of tis opposite 

pertiesi Furtl^r the order contained in Annexure ¥ o ,^  ,

^  is^de^r indication that peri.fiaent

^  in nature. Thus at any cost the services of tie petitioner

cannot be terminated.
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(S) Tiiut the opposite parties have not coBipiied with the 

provisions of section 25~a of the industrial jjispute ji.ct 

as junior to the petitioner are still working , ar©:

I

(1) Ran Sirat ,(2) Uunish, (3) Rain QxTiim Ti^ipathi,

(4) Ravi and (5) B.D.Joshi.

(  7  )

W

Uhus the opposite 'parties havt not followed the principles 

of first C0I5© lest

(7) Details of the remidies exhausted(a) The applicant' moved

Tl^ applicant declares that he 

has to availed of all the 
remidies available to him under 

the relevant service rules, etc. 

(give here chro logic ally the 

details of representations with 
reference to the Annexure 

Numbers). •

serveral repressntation 

dated 22-7-87, 7-7-67 

17-11-87 and 27-5-88

but all the asarae are

pending.

X -

8 . Matters not previously filed or 

pending with any other Court.

The applicant further declares 

that he had not previou^y filed 

sjiy application, vjrife petition 

or suit regarding the mtter in 

re;^ect of which this application 

has been mde, before any court 

of lav: or any other Bench of the 

Tribunal and nor any such appli­
cation , writ petition or suit 

is  pending before any of tlmi.

Nil

o

9, ■|-Relief(s) sought 

In view of the facts 

mentioned in para 6 above the 

applicant prays for the follovj- 

Ing rea.ief{ s)
( Specify below the relief( s)

s(l)To quash the termination 

order containeds in 

Annexure k o .6 dated 29-6-S'f

sought explaining the ground for passed by opposite party

relief ( s) and the legal provisions

(i f  any) relfcd upon). no,4.

(2) TO treat the petitioner

in. continuous ^rvice

v/ithsall benefits.



w '

(3) to issue a direction to the opposite 

parties to regilarise the petitioner in 

service.

(4) Any other relief iikli which this Bpn»ble 

Cbart deens just and proper be also 

passed.

lO.lntei'im order, if any pa^ayed for Nil

Fending final decision on the 

application, the applicant ^eks  

issue of tie following interin 

order

(Give here the nature of the 

interim order prayed for Tdth

(  8  )

11 .In the event of application being Nil
sent by Regisbered po st, it m j  

be stated Whether the applicant 

desires to i^ve oral hearing at 

the admission stags and if so, 
he shall attach a self-addressed 
post Card/Lnland Letter at which 

intiination regarding the date of 

hearing could be sent to him.

12 J>articulars of Postal o^^der 

(... in reject of the application

fee

1 . NaDJe of the Bank on which 

Dravoi
2, Deiaand Draft No.

1. Noraber of Indian Vo stal 0 rder( s )! / C* 6  7  §  (‘I
2. Nane of t he- issuing Posfc office . ‘ j ,. *

3. Date of Issue of BDstal order(s) , ’

4. Post Office at which payable '

' O r L L ^ d ^ lH 3 r f^ r a d >  ‘
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<

IS . List of mclosures.

1 .  cL oJ !£ ^  ( c j . / o - ^ x .

2 .  d .o M ^  / 4 = ' / o - ' s ‘fe ,
3. ^  ^

5 . Gerjj.̂  «̂ _ 4  pH<J'2- X.%-1-'^

^  ^ ^  fc_— * . . - —
* -̂*1'  ̂ 'tcji'>Tvi.wi,^,rtx-'r crtrcCM 

Q  V  '‘̂ V  «-arfL- oU4£>J^ ■2.-/1-'% ’)
g* tj- c< -̂^^rev' T ~ '(2 - ''S 2

t '  2.7 - 5 - - ^ ^

■ 7© rifica tix3H
Signature of Applicaat

I JU

I, Chhotey Lal(Nam8 of the applicant) of late gci gabu 

Lai,aged about 28 yeara , B r/o ibouseiio. 148/45 Du/^v?ari, 

Ludaiov/, do hereby verify that tho coriteats of paras 1 to 13 

are true to Biy peraDnal toiov/ledge and,: -feiaat i have not 

eug®Eess3da»iy any rcaterial fact.

Dated:

Place:

Si,giature of tiie Applicant

v < J y U ^  /

f ^ Y

y
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309- 
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1979-SO
1920-61
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309 ,
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315
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ET E S  CEl'Ml. ADimTISTRAI’H® TRIBmML 

A lSlT IC m  ffii'ICH, ALX/jS^aD

' W

L

^ t v ;o e n

C H O T E Y L a L

. . . .A P P l^ s ica n t

versus

Union of India and o thers .......................................i^spondents

AnnexareNo.2

CD IS .22

in reply 

Please quote

H'lDIflll POSTS ikM̂D 2E[SSRiiEHS EEiHtfflJJMT 

? ro m
Uenager

R.L .0 .Luckxow

Pin G)d0“2£6OOl

To
Til© B?st I'aster (jeneral 
U .F.Circle,Lucicaow 

(AGa. ssctin)

No.Casual Labours/HjOA>oose D t .16.10.86

Subj ect;"  payioent of pro duct ivily Linked to

Casual Labour gr-i ohoteyLal engaged for 

HLO________________________________________________

Ref, !- Your* s Off ice IJer,oo .No.ACa/Lisc/HX)/8S dt.15,10,85

\/ith reference to above cited letter of your dc office 

the required infomBtion is given as under*-

Attendence of Sri Ohote^al Oasial Labour engaged for g.L .( 

(Ibntiwise ) for the year 19 85-86.

. . . 2 .



(  2  )

1 . .

ICarch 1985 27 Days

April 24

Iley 27

June 20

July 23

Aug 20

Sep. 17

0 cto ber 16

ITov. 17

Dec. 21

Ja n .86 24 •

Feb .86 19

Total 255 Days

In this context it v?ill be not oat of pomt to liisntion 

that Shri CitotejfLai has worked in previous years for the 

nuKiber of fey days mentioned below; ~

1983-84 157 Days only

1984-^ 81 Days only

In the light of above information if adjaiasable, fartha? 

necessary action r.ay be taken at your eid ,

gd. illegible 
16.10,86 

liana @er 

B»li »0 * 
Luciaaow,
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V ^ v \ v c 4  ^ v v - ^ ^ v

i Vv\'<A_')<sjAj '̂L5>̂ I  i f '

'^~0\' f fk -A * ' ■

• OFFICE OF THE CHIEF MEHCAL OFFICER, .LUCpOW.,;-,,a  i 

No, M C|<^!T;........  . \  Dated,

f̂ f l D I C i P  G S C T IF IC A T E  

I'ikmined Srl/St^t./[{m. .

f f

aged about ^  years

B/0_

A - y w W

’L Y - < A 9 - f

/tin  IS given oeiow ana>o.erxiiiy,.^^^

• > > >,%> .':• .•

We certify that he/she is pe^^nently physically’:,,!;? 

handicaped person^

Signature of the Candidate

'® ‘W g € o n  
'Oa RD

’̂SURGEON.

, ’ ' '  ‘' ’1

■ .'-i .1 * ■■ ’̂v. ,

\  ' •• . i

I t j i l d f  

L XlStKtiO W .W .

I

'•^hicf M c d k .

' LUCK JN

: v ^ .



m  THS cJEi'iiRAL A m w i s m s m i  t r ib o k - a l  

ilLlABABAD ISi'TOH

Ohotey L a i ...................................................................... .applicant

v e r s u s

Union of India and o thers ............................................Resj^ndents

Annexure uo .S .

POSTS iU'lD OSLEGIUffHS nSEfiI?KS5T

Frora

T i»  P o s t K s s t e r  G e n e r a l  
U.P.Oircle,Lu cknow

To

Tiie Manager R .L.O . 

LuetoxoT?.

lo.HPctt/0~39/Rep/ciihDt6y Lai Dated at Lucimov/ tte 23-1-1985 

^ b ;  Sngag0r:ient of casual Labour Case of sto*i Chhotey Lai

Siiri Clahotey Lai Casual Labour of your office represnted 

to the P .M .G .U.F. regarding M s  retrenchirient frora the duty 

after vrorfcing 1386 days.

2. Tiie iias sb observed that the ijana^r S*L.O»®y

continue engage him. as a Casual Labour as per rules till his 

case regularised.

Ooifpliance stould be reported.

Reed, Copy

Illegible
for post ijaster General,tj.p*

Sd .Illegible
23-1-85 

13=25 iirs.



Hegd. & /D

W. TI-3 iUZm'TISTRATrS TRIHITAL

iiLLAISlBaD ®TCH

CJbliotey Lai / ............... ................................................ Applicant

v e r s u s

Union of India and o thers .............................. cpposite parties

Annesure iTo ,6

Depsrtnent of Posts 

Govt, of India

•Jo, l.Iisc/±JL0/25/6/87 Dated at Luciaio^J ;29/6/87

ProiTi:--L:anaoer,R.L.C To; - s^ri chhotey l s 1»
Luclcnow, caaial Labour,

R.L.C

Sub; - Terxiiination of Service as Casual Labour jji 

R .L .C ., LucJmo\7.
* •  « *

Under the orders of il.F.I.:.a.{Liails) o/o Postmaster Qeneral,

U.P. Circle, Luclcnow; your services as casual labour in r.l*0 *j

Luciaiov/ fegg are hereby teriiiineted ?jith iiiUiiediste effect,

gd. Illegible
29/6/87 

L H n a ,'^ r ,H .L .o  . .L u c im o w .  
seel 

Tjansger 
R-L<:., LucicaovJ

Corpy to:- • Pi^ oode-225oCli

1. Sri Chhotey Lai, 148/45,Duga'̂ ‘?an,Luckaovj
2. S/S, Sra, C.O., Lucloiovf.
3. S/S,AC^, C.C., Lucloiow.
4. S/S,7IG, G.C., Lucloiow.
5 . Spare
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E: the  (3EL<nPRaL *^K:MISPRa!rr73 TEIHJI3&L

jfuliiHaBflD SE'TOH

Ohhotey L a i .................................................................... .Applicant

7ergus

Union of India and others............................... opposite part3e s

Annesure I'To.8

To

Tiie A.P.LI.G.(i:ails)

Office of tis- P.II.G., U .P .,
Lucknow.

Sib! Ill9^>l teriolnation of service

Sir,

In continuation of, my previous epplication on tiae

subject, I  enclose copies of P .R . adnitted by the court

in the case of Shri Ran Deo of R .L .O . and myself. Trhile

suspension of Shri Kara Dec has been revoked, i  liave not

been taken back;

Kindly order so that I could join Ky duties.

Yours faithful I,

S d . o i i t e t e y  x ,a l  
{CHH5ISY L M )

O.LiiH)UR
7.12.1987 R .L .C ., L^cknovj.

Ctopy to Shri Babu Ifodak, Director(Yigilence) o/o the 

P .r .a ., U .P ., Lucknow.

•u- Sd. cij^feey Lai 

l i iL )



I

H'T Tim CSMTa'lL ADimiarBtiTVm THIFJITilL

ALLAHR3M) BSl'ICH
I

Ohhotey L a i ............... ... ............................................. applicant -

Versus

union of India and others . ........................... opposite parties

Annexure No .9

To

The Assistant Post Ifaster General(L'cils), 

office of the Post L'aster GeneraljU.F., 
Lucknow.

Subject;-- Illegal Termination of SBrvice__

Sir,

This is in contifxuation of w  previous application dated 

7,7.67, 22 .7 .87 , 25 .8 .87  , 19,11.87 and 7.12.87, relation 

to niy illegal terinii-iaticn f»Dm service, buteo action M s  yet 

been taken by you.

Under the above circui.istances , it is once again requested 

that iw case iifiy kindly be decided and I  kindly fce taken

back in service, otherwise i teve no other alternative left 

except to approach the Ctourt to get iriy grievances redressed.

An eary action is higiily appreciated.

yours faithfully 

gd.chhotey Lal 

(CHffiTSTLALj 
Ex-casual Labour

* 148/45-D ugaT 3an ,
Lucknov/

Copy to; -
1 . The Post riaster G©neral,U.P.Circle,

Luclaioxv for necessary action.

2. The iianar^r,Retu3ffl.ed Letter officer,

Lucknow.
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IN THB FiD̂ J*!3LE CErfTnAJ. ADMINI $TRATIVE m im m L  

CIRCUIT 8EKCH, L U ^ K ^

0,A . H o M  ot 3 8 (U

Choti93̂  ial Applicant

Versus

IfrJion of India S. others . . .  Opp, parties,

APXIC^tlL." FQi; T'^KIMG CCU?T£R ^VFFIDWIT ON RECORD.

*he applicaJit/opposite Perty Ho. 4 begs to 

subrait a£> under; - 

1. That in the above mentioned case the

counter si'fidavit io readj but the same could not be

filed earlier*’

That the ccf3n,ter affidavit Is enclosed with 

this afr->lication and the S3U.e kindly bs taken on

recoid*

3. It is , therefore, very huirbly prayed that tiro 

i^ccootpanying counter affidavit be taĴ en on record*

' M m

i W c m W i m i )
^ddl. Central Govt standing Counsel

for Spp, parties.

Lucknow,
J

D a t e d O c t .  1986



BEFORE THE CEI'ITBAL AD^ilNISTRATIVE TRI3®^L

CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKNOW

-Chotey Lai . . .  Applicant

I w a s
ArPlDAVlT
96'IM

dIs t t . c o u r t
■f

u .^  •

Versus

 ̂ Union of India 8. 3 others . . .  0pp. parties

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT OM BEHALF OF QPP, PARTIES.

I ,  Mathu Ram, aged about 47 years,

/

- , son of Shri (Late) Mangali i^rasad

at present posted as f'lanager, Returned Letter

Officer, Lucknov/ do hereby solemnly affirm and state

-'■" ■'̂ as unders-

1. That the deponent is the Opp« Party No, 4

in the above case and posted as the Manager, Returned 

Letter Officer, Lucknow and he has been authorised 

to file this counter affidavit on behalf of all other 

opp. parties. He has read the application and

■erstood the contents thereof and is fully

conversant with the facts stated in the application 

and he is in a position give parawise comments 

as hereinunder;- ^

2. That before giving parav.;ise reply to the

averments made in the ap-^lication certain facts and' 

circtAHstances v/h.’ ch are relevant and have not been 

stated in the application are being stated herein­

under:

V /



i

X .(a ) That the apolicant vjas engaged as a casual

i/ChoMT in the office of the Manager RLO, Lucknov/

against one of the four vacant ED Packer's post on

26.8,1978 on adhoc basis as on outsider and 

unapproved candidate was however being engaged as

such as and when required till his services were 

dispensed vath on account of gross indiscipline.

(b) That the applicant’ s case for regularisation to 

the departmental cadre could not be taken up earlier

because he was not eligible and later on due to

imposition of ban on recruitment. However, his case

for regularisation was taken up by the Postmaster

• General, U, P in the year 1987 soon after the ban v̂ as

relaxed and vacancies were found available but having

been terminated from service on account pf gross

indiscipline he could not be considered.

(c) That during the stay of applicant "as casual 

labour in the office of the deponent he was found to be

>piost indisciplined, unmannered and aggressive nature 

s per instances discussed as under:

" 2 -

(i)  That the said casual labour, the applicant 

ever since his first aopointment never performed 

his duties propery.

( i i )  That the applicant is very aggressive in

nature anS-55$1Ekxtkgxs:M?555BrtxH^Tie~~always tried ti 

to abuse and disregard his superiors.



. f

- 3 “

( i i i )  That on 26 ,12 .84 , the applicant used

most filthy language and 'slapred with chappals

to Shri Ved hrakash, Dy. ffenager-I, in the 

office of the Deponent.

(iv) That on 4 ,9 ,8 5  late Shri C..M Sharma and 

Shri Chaitu Ram, ^ackers had reoorted that

he had abused them using filthjr■'abusive 

language and threatened them with dire

consequences,

(v) That on 1 6 ,6 ,8 6 , the applicant tried to 

hamper the office V(fork regarding destruction of 

dead articles at the close of the office in

a drunken state,

(vi) That on 18 ,11 ,86 , he shov^ed gross 

disobedience and non-compliance of Government 

order by-refusing to bring the Mail bags '

upstairs from the group floor. For which one

day wage cut was imposed as penalty. Since 

his case was initiated, he abused and threatened 

the Manager, RLO with dire conseauences.

Finally, the case was ’Dut uoto Hon’ ble

Postmaster General Sri S,P, R ai, who remarked

’ Regret* and stated that he would not 'like

to intervene on his behalf. The applicant

appears to be indisciplined.” . In another case

the a- 'Plicant's  behavious of in d is c ip l in e  was 

se r io u sly  viewed by A I S / p M3(A ) who had taken



'A

a lenient view that time and asked the Manager 

RLO'to ren\ove if such things were repeated by 

•the applicant.

(vii) That in the first week of June 1987, 

the arplicant had threatened and he shouted 

Dy. Manager-l/Asstt. Manager(Mails) in a 

nearby restaurant with dire conse\?fuences and on" 

false oretext. The case is still under 

investigation, Tn this case FIR was also lodged 

with P. S. Hazerethganj , Lucknow..

 ̂ ,

(v iii) That as far as the imperti^-'ence/indiscipli® 

and misbehaviour are concerned they are his routine 

matters and one cannot keep the long record of,

his bad habits.
I.

(ix) That the most common plea taken by

the applicant , every now and then, it  is his lean

and think physiaue, but quite contrary of his bony

skeleton, he pinches upon every superior lika a 

lion on his praj^

- 4 -

d )^ F i n a l l y  on 26,6 .1987 when the apolicant was found

,\t6 have committed a blordy fight with Shri Ram Deo, 

Deoartmental chowkidar , RLO Lucknow before commencement 

of the office hours he was handed over to Police at

Kotwali Hazratganj, Lucknow.where he was chargesheeted

and challenged to the competent court of Lav>; and

his services were therefore disoensed with under the

orders of Asstt. Postmaster Gen-^ral, UP,Circle, Lucknow.

3* That the contents of para,l to 5 of the 

apolication needs no reply.



V

4. That the contents of para 6 (A) of the 

application needs no comments.

5. That in reply to the contents of para 60B) 

of the application it is submitted that the 

applicant belongs to Scheduled Caste categoryfa 

but his engagement was not made on the basis 6

of handicaped person. At the time of his engagement

he was not handicapped, it is evident from his'

certificate issued on 16 ,1.1985.

6. . That in reply to the contents of para

6(c) of the apolication it is submitted that due

to reduction of staff at the time of time bound

promotion shceme in 1983 the applicant was

retrenched. The order shows simply that he may be 

engaged again. He could not be regularised under

Departmental rules as discussed in the narrative
*

of the case in para-2 gbove.

^  I

7. That the contents of para 6(D)’ t^ 6 (g) of the 

application, needs no reply.

8. That in reply to the contents of para 6 (H) 

to 6 (J) of the application it is submitted that

the applicant was disengaged due to gross indiscipline

-  5-

and bad record. His case vjas not reconsidered at all

by Asstt. Postmaster Genera (Mails), U.P Circle, 

Lucknow,
e-

8. That the contents of para 6 (K) to (N) of the 

application are v/rong, hence denied.



- 6 -

/
A

9. That in reply to the contents of para 6 (0 ) 

of the application it is stated that as casual 

labour the applicant was disengaged, no auestion 

arises of discrimination as alleged. Therefore, 

he cannot be treated at par with other regular

employees.

10. That the contents of para 6 (P) of the application 

needs no reply,

11. That in reply to the contents of para 6 (q) of •

t

the application it is stated that the total working

days/wsyxfe«xs^RK_^!on^^/year is mentioned in the

attached statement, be-ing filed as Annexure~C~l 

to t his counter affidavit.

12. That the contents of para 6{r) of the application 

requires no reply, being false.

13. That in reply to the contents of para 6(S)

of the applicati'on it is submitted that the Casual labours 

working at present have duly been selected under the 

provisions of denartmental rules”"through the agency of 

emplojTTient exchange and duly recruited by the competent 

authority ie. the Fostmaster General, UP Circle, Lucknow.
<__ _

At this time Ex.casual labour, the applicant was not in

service hence no question arises of seniority or 

juniority. In the termination order, no reason v/as

mentioned as the enquiry conducted by Investigation
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Section CO ignored him and kept him see sway from 

Enaidry purview.

In view of the facts stated above, 

the application filed by the aoplicant is liable to 

be dismissed with costs to the Opp, parties.

Deponent.

Lucknow

Dated
V

1988.
0X51 .

Verification.

I ,  the above named deponent do hereby verify

that the contents of para 1  to ( f i r  are true to

my own knowledge, those of paragranhs ^  to f

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

while those of paragraphs ^*^to are also

believed by me to be true.on the basis of legal advice. 

No part of this affidavit is false and nothing material

has been concealed so helo me God.

Lucknow,

Dated! “3  Set 1988.

I identify the denonent who has signed bef-Te 

me and is also personal’’y known to me.

(V.K. CHAUDHARI) 
Advocate.

Solemnly affirmed before me on •O5 \ v o

at ^  afî Tpm by the deponent who is identified

by Shri VK Chaudhari, Advocte,  High Court, Lucknow Benbh.

I have satisfied myself by examining the deoonent 

that he understands the contents of this affidavit 

which have been read over and e2C£l£jj2£.d__to him by me.



ANNEXURE- C-1

IN TliE CEIJ- RAL ADMI.NI STRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

CIRC3UIT 3ENCH, HXKI^OV

A
Ov

O.A. No.

Chotey Lai

/8 8

%)plicant

Versus

Union of India and 3 others 0pp. Farties

WORKING days / p e r io d  MO’T H /yEAR WISE POSITION OF THE

A F a iC A N T ."  ,

Month Year

Aug 78

Sept

Oct

Nov

Dec

Jan. 1979

Feb

March

April

May

June

July

Aug.

Sept

Oct

Nov

Dec

Jan I960

May

June

July

Aug

Sept

Oct
Nov
Dec

bays Yearly Month Days
Total

t

2 Jan .1981 26

15 Feb. 18

13 Mar 26

21 Apr 26

22 73 May 27

24 Jun 28

24 July 2^8
26

Aug 27
24

O Q
Sept 26

Oct 24.
28

Nov ■ 26
29

Dec. 27
23

27 Janl982 19

24 Feb 26

2 6

Mar . 28

25 308 Apr 22
24 Myay 28

June 28
25

July 27

22 Au g- 29

25 Sept 26

22 Oct 19

25 Dev. 21
22 ' Dec. 26

27
Jan .1983 28

21
Feb 25

23
24 Mar 28
27 287 Apr ■ 25

Yrly

299
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May 1983 12 ( y
Jun Nil

Jul Nil

Aug 12
Sept 27

Oct 26

Nov 26
Dec. ■ 29 238

Jan. 1984 Retirenched wef 2 .1 .8 4  due to reduction of
post due to Implempntation of TBP Scheme.

Feb. 1984 - Jan 1987 22
Aug 23 Feb 19

Sept 25 Mar 21
Oct Nil Apr 17

NovSDec Nil 49 May 14

Jun 19 112
Jan,1985 7

Feb 25

Mar 27

Apr 24

May 27

Jun 20
■ Jul ‘ 23

Aug 20
Sept 17

Oct 16

Nov 17

Dec .2 1
Jan 1986 ‘ 24

• Feb 19

March 18

Apr 20

iay 16

Jun ’ 19

Jul 21

Aug 20

Sept 21

Oct 23

Nov 19

DecJsf 19

Total working days -Hs- 2159,

244

239
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i^plleaat

-voreas

Qiloea of Bidia and othsrs . • • • • 0PP« feurtiee

H B jo iK ig R  A m B a y i g

I , Ghotoy Lai, agod aboat 28 years, coa of late gri 

Babu Lai, roeldent of 1 W ^ 5  Sagava» Laetkxion do baraby 

eoloraly af^^na and stato as tEidsr

le fiiat the dc^OROat is the appllcaat Ja the above aoteS 

ease aad as sach he is folly co&yereBat tdth ths facts of 

the case*

£• Shat the d^aent has goae thxbo^ the eoaater affidavit 

filed by the reepoadsot No* aad has oaderstood its eoateate 

aad thD paracfies oooBcats are as follons:^

. i r -

: l
c:‘̂  . j;rv,

A

So That the eoateats of pairs 1 of tho ootmtor affidavit 

aeod ao ro;^y.

4e That tho ^ t e a t s  of para 2(a) of th? cooator affidavit 

era doaied. It is farther saibsiitted that the Petitioacar t:a8 

appoiatcd agaiaat tho Sshcdulcd oast qtiota/haadieapsd, agaiaat 

oao of tho <& posts vacant ia the yo&r 1978 aad fas tas eoatiatioai^y 

peroitted to do his duties till S5«6*l987e

5e That the eoateats of para S(b) of the oooater a£tidovit 

8X3 deaied. It is farther eubiaitted that the ĉ bq of th^ 

petitimer cas coasidercd by the re^csid^at No. 8 aad ordered 

by iBsaas of i^exoroKo* 5 to tho cpplieatioa thst the depccaeat

• •
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bo till his eae3 is rogolarised. Tbus tbo

applicant attained th3 status of a toi^r^ry om^yea and M s 

ssrviees cannot bo dlspoiesd uitfa. in tho Banner as statad 

bj tk9 reepoadGait No»4* it is further subffiitted that the 

B&rrie&8 of the applieant tiae temlnated on aecoant of 

gxee? indieiplJno for dlleh ho has not givm any opportmlty*

6« That the ecot^te of para 2(e)(l^ of tid ooimter 

affidavit aro denied. It is further sulasitted tJbat if tho 

applicant tras not performing his duties hotr he Tas getting 

hie pay besides bonus and other facilities. It ie i^ry 

sorprising that a person t:he tas no perfiorfidng his duties 

trais oontinoously engaged fras. SDO 2978 to 1987« After a 

period of 9 years th3 ro^oadeni^s cannot cay that the 

applicant i:as not performing his dutioso

7e That the contents of pgira 2(^)(ii) of ti^ oountor 

affidavit are deilcd. The applicant* s behaviour cas m 

polite. Ho never abussl any of his superiors« thosa 

stories «9re pr^ared only to Justify their illegal action 

to b3 legalise! •

-8 0

S« That the contents of para 2(a) (^1̂ )  of the coos tor

affidavit are denied. It is further eabialtW that during 

thase period the applicant t?as not e n ^e d  t̂ hich is vozy 

d e w  from ^nnosiure 0**i iihieh t:as filad by the rej^ondant 

No. 4 vM.6h m y kindly be parusal. There t^sno such 

incid€nt took place and it is a vagoa allegation only to 

doaeralise tha applic^t. It is further st^Mtted that the 

doparl^ait i:as silent e^d did not take anyaetioa by t^y 

of filing any FIR or othor dQartiBaital a ction against 

the applicant. The counter affidavit do not dis<£Loaa tho

• «3.e
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aotioa takoi by the reci>maeat8 against tbs apilioaats 

9« Tliat the eoaitdnts of paxa S(o) (iv) & (v) of the 

counter affidavit are doaied« It is farther sabaitte^ ^a t  the 

reepoadeats never took any action against the apjiicant ead 

all those clxarges ^ r o  sade oaly to logaliee thsir Illegal 

action.

10• That the eonteats of para 8(e)(v&) are denied, f&o 

applicant never refased to do the vork. la fact one day pay 

vskB cut but the applicant r^orted the mtter to the ree|>cndcnt 

Ho. 2 and 3 and hie representation in this b^alf is still 

psnding. It is farther submitted that the post-oaster General 

is a peprty in this case and ha has not filed coy counter 

regarding ths saed. Bx fiiet the eqpplicant t̂ as never bohaved 

in an indisciplined msmner. it is very surprising that evea 

after tb» incidents as allegsd in paragraph 2, the respmdoits 

«are used to engage the applicant in ssrvice, nhich eLeaxiy 

that the applicant is innocent and all thoE3 averffisnts 

trere made only to Js galise the reapcndents ilB gal action*

11* fhat the contents of para 2(e)(Tiii) of the counter 

affidavit ara denied. There was no each incident took plaes 

or any FIB m s lodged against the applicant or any ease is 

 ̂r, ; pending investigatioa. The respcndent failed to give even tto

V; case No. tiihich t:as registered against tho €?plice3it«

12. That the contents of para S(c}(7lll) of tiia counter

/  affidavit are denied, it is very sorpricing that ths respondents

stated that the e$plic«it is i^j^tinenee end indicipllne and
•

Blii}Ohavioar bat they are continaoasPiy engaging the applicant 

in service and no departmoatal action tas taken aipiinst the 

applicant, and the reasons best know to thOB«
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15, That in reply to the ccntents of para 3(e)(is) of the 

eomter affldaTit, It is sabnitted that tho applleeot is a 

handieaped person and is unable to any isarpeat or fight i?ith 

any oaoo

14. Tliat in roply to the eoatcats of j^ra S(d} of the 

counter affidavit it is submitted tMt tliea ehonkiSar bob SPo 

told the petitioner not to tsrk till ths m j& ^ r  cornea but 

t1a& depcncat stated to carry out his duties, the ohox^idar 

Intervened and tried to prevent ths d^onent in eanrying oat hio 

duties, thus there occurred soae imrpset and both the deponent 

and th3 chotMdar fiam Dso rero takei into police station and 

a ease under section 19Q/li& GSPG tras registered against both 

the perscas. As a result dT t&o same Bam oco tas su^eMed and 

the deponent cas tezminated from eervice. ^  lest both of thea 

rare acquitted and the ehor&idar Bam bso t:as givea O9loys3nt 

but the petitioner «asnot given the earvico. This action of the 

respondents are prejudicial and violative of ijrtide 14 end 

16 of tho Oonstitutiosx.

15« ftot the contents of para 3 of the oosnter affidavit'

need no rejlLy.

16. That the contents of para 4 of tha ooonter affidavit

need no roi&y*

17• That the contents of paza 5 of the counter affidavit

.. V

^  are denied aid in zeply the contents of para 5(b) of the

application aze reiterated as correct* It is tTrong to say tl^t 

\ . at tho time of his omiloymant the deponent «as no handicapped. 

The eapondents demndcd the cartifieato then the dQonent 

produced the certificatOe

18, That the contents of para 6 of the counter aj^i^vit

• • § •  •
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are denied aad 1a reply the eonteats of para 6(G) of tho 

appIlQatioii are reiterated as eorreoto

19* Tliat the emteats of para 7 of tlie oouater affidavit 

need no rofly ae the rei^oadrats haveedaitt^ the av^^ss^te 

E^de ia paxes 6(d) to 6(G) of the applieatioae

S0« That tb3 contents of para 8 of the applioatica is 

denied and in r^ Iy  the contents of para 6(]^ to 6(7) of the 

appXieation aro roitoratei ae correct* ^  is pertinent to 

point oat here tlfflt in pe^graph S(d) of the QomifiT Affidarit 

it is stated that the ecfrvicee «sze dispeassd trith as a resolt 

of the crlMnaX case and in para ander reply th9 reespondents 

said that the oBPlicant xms disangaged due to gross indicipline 

and bad record of the petitioner sad in para 2(b) of the 

counter affidavit they said tiiat the servioss n̂ sre terminated 

on account of grees indicipline. fhus the respcndtets aro sot 

sure toother the earvices of the petitioner yma teroinated, 

disengaged or dicg^exe^ trith. But no opportsiity an ^ s  ever 

bean given to the sqpplicant*

Si. ?hat th9 contonts of psmi 8 of the cooeiter affidavit 

aro denied and ia reply the coatente of para 6(s) to 6(n) of 

th0 application are reiterated ae correct«

22* That th9 contents of paxa 9 of the coontsr affidavit 

axo donied and in roply tho ccaitents of para 6(0) of tho 

opplieation are reiterated as correct, sbo esrvic^s of the 

patitioner v&b torainated diich is very froa a pcra^l

of i^ozsroNo. 6 to the application as the apitLicant has 

attained tho static of a teoparary mployQe by meaao of 

Annezaxo no. 5. Further the applicant has cospletcd oore than 

240 days of continuous ssrvice and he cannot bs tenainated from

. .  .6  •

i
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ecrvlee TTithoat oomplying x t i t h  tbe provlsioas of i^daairlal 

Bispate Aet •

23. fhat tli3 coatente of para 10 of tlie eemteir affidarit

are denied and in reply the ecatcate of pare 5({?) of the 

sppLioatioa are reiterated ae eorrocto

24« Ttekt in reply to the eontente of paza 11 of the oocotor 

affidavit, it is subffiittcd that tho rei^aadents admitted that the 

petitioner t;tHrtod for oore than 248 days thereforo tl^y have not 

eoiipried T7ith the provisions of sdction S5F of the udastrial 

Dicsnto Aeto

25 e That tto eontente of para 12 of the eoimter affidavit

qxo denied and in roply the coitents of pare 6(B) cf the appOLieeti<m 

are reiterated as correct. It Is further EUtoitted th?t the 

applicant received prodactivity IJnked bcnas for the year 1979-7D 

1980-<91, 1082<^ T^ich is ^ r y  clear from i^eznroFo* 1 te the 

petition. It is farther i^iaittod that the petltiener also 

received prodactivity linked beaus for the :^ar 1985<^6 as hs 

had tjorked ab^t 25S days rdiidi is very csLear from the letter 

^ted l6«10elG6S hf̂ Trataflxi ;iagTrdTr*Trmft̂ igr of r^pcndent N0«4i 

A copy of letter d^tcd 16*10.19^ is annexed itsreaith as 

C ti ^eaaareHoJt^l to this affidavite

2So That the ccntents of para 13 of the eoimter affidavit 

are denied and in reply thd coa^nte of paxQ 6(£0 of the appliettion 

are reiterated as correct. The api4ioaticn filed by the applicant 

las every force and is liable to boalloT;;9d with costse

S a te d i l# ^ !^ o tT  D e p o n e n t

•  • 7.0



^RIFIG&TIDN

I, the above nmo& dspment do hereby verify that the 

ecQtsnte of parae 1 to 2S of the affidavit are true to w  

jgo.otd.edge. Ho part of it is folso and nothing mterial has 

bewi concealed* So hslp Qod«

D ia te d :L i^ k n o u  s^ p o n e a t

I idsntify the dopment t*o has 
signed before e3j>

VO cate

m i  -  1 ^
‘ V S o l i ^ ^  affirffled before ne on <  ̂'0 ^
* I; am/pa by the dapmieat who is

identified by Sri Sareadran«F«
Advocate, Hii^ Ooart, I.ttei£nofr«
I have satisfied by exaaining the 
^ponent dio anderstands its contents 
trhieh have been readout and e^lained by jaeo

 ̂  ̂ o>

Oaiti V
r t i jh  C j ■

Lucknow .1 Luctuiow
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