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CENTilAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, ALLAHABAD

Circuit Bench at LucIoick

Reviev; Appln.No«104 of 1988

In

Registration O .A , No»364 of 1987

Smto Shanti Devi . . . . . .  Applicant

Versus

Union of India & Others6...oo  Respcndentsc

Hon^Alav Johri^ AoM. _

By this Review Petition filed under Section 

22 (3) (f) of the Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985 

the judgement given in No«364 of 1987 Snt Shanti

Devi Vs. Union of India & Others dismissing Ihe 

application on the ground of jurisdiction as v/ell as 

facts is being sought to be reviev/ed on the ground 

that the husband of thtj applicant never opted for 

the 1950 Pensiai Schema vjas neither a fact, nor was 

it  pleaded by the opposite party and/ charafora, 

without specific pleadings and v/ithout giving an 

opportunity to the applicant to produce evidence on 

the pointy ^uch a finding has caused grave miscarriage 

of justice . Other groxind^aken are that 3ven if  the 

husband of the applicant never opted for pension 

scheme, it  was open to the applicant to opt for the 

S'lma even after the death of the husband and in terms 

of Supreme Coirt judgement in Smt. Poonamal Versus 

Union of India AIR 1985 SC 1196 no distinction

coiLd be made after 1977 between the v/idoti/s of the 

Government servants vjho did not opt for family pension
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scheiKe and the vjido’̂ s of those Govarnrrant servants 

xtfho optad for such a scheme. It  is also one of the 

grounds that the Rula debarring the applicant from 

exercising her option for pensiai is ultra vires 

of the Constitaticn of India* Yet another groxind 

taken is that the applicant is  too poor and cannot 

afford seeking remedy befors the Supreme Cairt.unless 

it  is made clear by this Tribunal that the applicant 

is  free to seek redress in any court of competent 

jurisdiction, i f  so advised. A prayer therafore has 

been made that the judgen^nt may be revievjed by adding 

the followirg words at the end of para 9 of l5ie 

judgement t

“ The applicant is , however, free to seek 

redress in any court of competent jurisdiction 

i f  she still feels that she is entitled to

pension and is so advised. **

2o In OeA. H O o 3 6 4  of 1987 which was an

apijlication under Section 19 of the Admin is  trsdLve 

Tribunals Act the itain ground taken by the applicant 

was that since the family pansi® schene had become 

non-contributory v;ith effect from 22o9,77 every one 

should become entitled to pension and even those who 

did not opt for pension their v/idov/s should be paid 

pension with effect from 22 ,9«77 , As far as the 

jurisdiction was concerned, x-ha learned counsel for 

the applicant had agreed that though the widow was 

not a Government servant according to Section 14 and

* *  2 ***
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also Section 3(q) of the Adninistrat ive Tribunals 

Act pension pertains to the service of such mentiberj 

It  is a retireifant benefit and should get covered 

under Sub clause (v) of clause (q) of Section 3 

v/hich mentions that “ any other matter whatsoever/' 

In this connection it  w^s observed in para 5 that 

after the death of the employee i f  a matter had 

already been agitated by him it  would be v/ithin 

the rights of the family to seek for substitution 

in place of the deceased. It  was also observed 

that in Section 3 (q) of the Act the service natters 

which can be agitated are only in relation to a 

person and related to the condition of his service. 

The ex-employee having died in January, 1968 and 

his settlement dues having been paid to rightful 

heirs, a fresh matter arising out of a judgen^nt 

of the Hon’ ble Supreme Court could not be raised 

by his family members in the Tribunal as it  is no 

more a matter relating to the conditions of the 

service of a serving or retired employee,

3 o  Thereafter the merits of the case v/ere

also discussed and in para 9 it  was concluded that 

in the case of the applicant's deceased husband he 

never opted even for the 1950 pension scheire leave 

aside the lit^ralised pensioi scheme in which t.;o 

months’ emoluments had to be contributed. He vjas 

evidently settled tinder the Old Provident Fund 

scheme and since he had not opted for the pensicn 

scheme from the Provident Fund Scheme there was no 

question of a pension having been granted to him 

or the family pensicai to the widov/ and that ia  v;hy



it  appears to have been refused. On this groxmd 

the reliance placed on the case was deemed to be 

not applied to the applicant as hs \:as not a 

pensioner,

4o A review can only be sought if  there is

any error apparent on the face of the record or any

4 ^  <nd~

question of law or fact has been considered

or i f  some nev; in forma tica or fact has come to the 

knov/ledge of -the applicant v?hich was not in his 

knowledge at the time uhen the case \;as heard. By 

a review,the applicant cannot seek a review of the 

judgement as i f  the application has been made as 

an appeal against the same, What the applicant is 

now praying is an appeal against the judgement 

delivered by me in 0«A, N o ,364 of 1987 of 7th December, 

1987. It  is not a case v;here there was any patent 

error. I am not convinced ‘ that the prayer made 

for adding anything irare to tt'e judcement already 

delivered is sustainable as this amounts to a review 

of the judgement as an appeal. Under the circumstances, 

I reject this reviev; applicadcn. This v;ill, however, 

not preclude the applicant from approaching the 

concerned Department for any such retirement benefit 

that might have been inuroduced in respect of the 

^employees by the respondents svibsequently which may 

entitle the families of the deceased Railway employee 

of some relief in this respect.

M  ^  «n

Dated the 23rd March, 1989, 

RKM

i
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IB fore -'tc Poa’blQ Central Administrative Tribunal,

AllQl:abad Banch*

*

i ^ > T '_ C ^ V w O  fvst! ’ o  H  C r ^ r

O  • rsso -3 c  S c-^ ' -3
gjit, Dhanti Eavi, widov/ of late T^esbv/ari 

Chandra Gup-a, rssioent of 77» Saudagnr 

::ohal, Sadar 3azar, Lucknow,

petitioner

Versus

1* Tba Union of India through Secretary,

Ministi’y of P.ailvjeys, Central Secretariat, 

iTou L'slbi.

2* Generfl Manager, I^ortbern Railway,

Baroca House , Hew lelhi*

5e Apper Mukhya Abhiyanta , Loco » Ghait)agh, 

Lucknov/«

Case no.564 of 1987 

Decided on 7* 12. *87

Applicntion for lieview of Judgment 

doted 7.12.1987

The petitioner applicant most iesT)ectfully

begs to submit :*
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or u r n  g a s s  :

E ]0 ^plicanl; Is a wi(3ov/ of late Shri 

Tapeshuarfi Chandra Gapta, \&io was a hammer-man 

in Eortheira Sailway and \-d3o died on 30*11»1958* 

0336 applicanu was refused pension and so she 

filed claim before -this Hon*ble Tribunal.

Sie claim v/aa con "tested on the ground that 

this Eon*ble Tribunal had no jurisdiction in 

the matter since the applicant was not a 

Gdrsraiaent servant. It was also pleaded that 

the applicent \/as not entitled to fanily pension.

IIo\i;Q'verj it was not pleaded how and why the 

8-TOlicent v/as not entitled for pension.

Inis Hontole Court held that the Tribune 

had no jurisdiction in the matter since the 

applicant \̂;aa not a government servant. 

the point of applicant’ s claim to pension this 

Hca'ble Court held in para 9 as follows

In the case of the applicant’s deceased 

busbsad he never optec even for the 1950 Pension 

Scheme Leave aside the liberalised pension 

Scherae in 'jbich two months* emoluments had 

to be contributed. He was evidently settled

under the old Provident Pund Scheme and since

QQ-J; op tad for the pension scheme from the
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? .? • Scheme there v/as no question of a pension

having been granted to him or the family pension

to the widov; and that is it appears to have

been refused. Therefore, the decision in the

relied on case does not apply to the 

applicant* Re v;as not a pensioner. ”

GROUNDS OF liSYlSW 8

This apolicntion for revie\/ is being filed 

on the following grounds amon^t others

1, Biat the husband of the applicant never 

opted for the 1950 Pension Scheme was neither 

a fact, nor v/as it pleaded by the opposite-party 

and, therefore, without specific pleadings and 

and v/ithout giving an opportunity to the ^pli-  

-cant to produce evidence on the point. Such 

a finding has caused greve miscairiage of 

justice.

2e 333at even assuming for the sake of

arguments that liie husband never opted for 

pension scheme, it was open to the £5>plicant to 

opt for the pension scheme even after the death 

of her husband as providec in K.H.. serial no.4592.

3* That according to the Supieme Court 

ruling Smt. Poonamal Versus Union of India -

A .I .E . 1985 S.C. 1196 when no distinction could
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be made after 1977 between the widows of

GrOfyerraient servants who did not opt for fanily

pension scheme and the widows of those Govern-

^  -menu Servants v/ho opted for such a Scheme,

there v/as no reason v;hy a distinction be* made

between widows of those Government servants \rf3o 

had not opted for pension at all and the v/idows 

of Government servants who opted for the pension 

Scheme. At least from the date the Scheme 

became conpulsoiy all v/ifiovvs are entitled to

be txQoteo equally*

4e a  at any rule deb anting the applicant 

for exercising her option for the pension

Scheme is ultra vires of the Constitution of

India on account of making an invidious dis-

-tinction between persons similarly placed*

5« Biat the questions noted above were not

argued and have not been taken into consideration

by this Hon’ble Court because this Hon*ble

Court came to the conolusion that this Court 

had no jurisdiction in the matter and so it was

not necessary to go into all such details and

— -

 ̂ Hon’ble Court also observed as 'follov/s
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" ana th44 is v/hy it (Pension) spears

to have been refused*"

Ihis Court has thus not given a categcmical

findings refusing the pension. However,

the petition has been dismissed on both the 

and
groundsj^this decision is f i n ^  between the

parties except for puiposes of Article 156 of 

the Constitution of India*

6p That the applicant is too poor and can 

not afford seeking his remedy in Supreme Court 

unless it is raade clear by this Hon*ble Court

that the ^plicant is free to seek redress in 

any court of competent jurisdiction, if  so advised,

the ^plicant shall suffer an irreparable loss as

the matter whether she can ^proach any ordinary

Court after the jud^nent of this Hon’ble Court 

will again be a matter of l e g ^  battle and the

petitioner being an old lady may not see the

final iQsult of such litigation*

8« That the petitioner has received the

copy of the judgment by registered post only

on 5.6.1988 and henoe this iteviev/ petition is

IT IS , thei^fore, humbly prayed that the
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Judgaent be kindly reviawed by adding the 

following v/ords iq the end of the para 9 of 

the Judgaent :

’* GSie ^plicant is , hov/ever, free to

seek iQdresa in any court of competent 

jurisdiction if  she still feels that 

she is entitled to pension and is so 

advised** or in any other manner as 

considered fit in the ciicuastanoes 

of this case*

•6.

,j

EIROUGH 

iOJVOCATK #-



✓

A . T K ^ i r ^

X > r - ^ i  S-|6i5

" 1j >

S 'V v A " • S  >^)Cvv

W{"cijSV<i ^  (Zair ;

( L ^ y ^ y

va^ ^ V - cJl[

“M

a ?
£ x H y - S \ f';U ^  ^>»roP-^.,^jCV.feVv

-̂s -£^s_jl

W. <5w>r Hfiv»‘ijj2t_ V
Vi__-0 ’

I'-

«f̂ :7

V

<S. O .



>
RESERVED

CENTRAL ADN'INISTRATIVE TRIBUIJKL, ALLAHABAD 

♦♦«-*#«•****

Registration  (O .A . )  N o ,364 of 1987

Suit. Shanti Devi .........  Applicant.

Versus

Union of India &, others .........  Respondents.

•******-»***■*

V

Hon *ble Aiav Jo h ri. A ,M .

In th is  application  received under Section 19 

of the Adm inistrative Tribunals Act X l l l  of 1985 the 

applican t, widow of an ex-employee of the Locomotive 

Workshop, Charbagh, Lucknow has come up with a prayer 

that the respondents be ordered to pay to her and her 

children  family pension and other pecuniary benefits  for 

the past and future with effect  from 2 3 .9 .1 9 7 7 ,  the date 

from which the family pension scherm? became non- 

CD ntributory and that interest at the rate  of 18% (per cenf 

per annum on the arrears and the costs of the application  

made also  be ordered to be paid .

2 . Briefly  the facts  are that the husband of the

ap plican t, who was working in the Locomotive Workshop, 

died on 3 0 .1 .1 9 6 8 .  She applied for family pension but * e  

was told  that since the husband had not opted for family 

pension she was not entitled to receive the same. The 

applicant has relied  on a judgment by the Hon 'ble  Suprene 

Court in the case of Smt. Poonamal & others v . Union of 

India 8, others (A. l .R .  1985 S .C .  1196) wherein it  has been 

held that the Family pension Scheme,1964 which became 

non-contributory from 2 2 .9 ,1 9 7 7 ,  the widows and dependents 

of deceased Government servants cfter  September 2 2 , 1977
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,o „ W  M  =ntltl.d to b.n .fits of f . . H ,  p ."s i “

,lth«»t tb . oblisotion  of M k in s  coottibution =nd. 

t h e w f o r « ,  those widows, whowere denied the benefits  

0 „  the cround that the Government servants having not 

, 5„ e d  to .ak e  the oontribotlon, could not be d i f f .K n t l y  

treated  because that would be Introduclna and Invidious 

o lasslfio atio n  a«on ,st  those , who w il l  be entitled  to 

s i . l l a r  tteat»en t . Consequent to t h is  decision  the 

O o v ..„ «n t- r .s p o n d e n t s  had agreed to grant the dependents 

of pensioners governed under pr.- 1964 s c h .» .  the s a »  

b e n e fits  as to the dependents under t h e  current pension

r u le s .

3 This application has been opposed by the

r i s p o n d e n t s  on tbe g r i n d s  that the application  submitted 

b , the applicant does not f a l l  w ithin  the Jurisdiction  

o , th is  Tribunal because she was never in

of the K i l w . ,  Ad.inistration and also because t h e ,,r t - «  

is highly belated and, t h e r e f .e ,  tbe application is

liable  to be dismissed on grounds of laches alone. 

According to the respondents the applicant is not 

en titled  for the claim on the basis of the relied  on 

judgn,ent. They have also said  that one of the sons of 

the deceased ex-employee was appointed on compationate 

ground and is presently working as a Senior Clerk  at

Locknow,nni tL. f  ̂  4 . .  k<-v ^  ^  '

“ jT a v e ’ ^ e a r d  Sri P . Blsnol for the applicant

and Sri D .C .  Saxena for the respondents. According to 

the learned counsel for the applicant since the family 

pension scheme had become non-conVri-utv,ry with e ffe  

from 2 2 .9 .1 9 7 7  every one shoj Id tecome en titled  to 

p«nkion and even those who did not op>. for pension th 

widows shouU be paid pension v.it'. c-ifeit from 2 2 .9 .1 9 7 7 .
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Ch the subject of ju r isd ic tio n  in the matter the k a m e d  

counsel has agreed that though the widow was not •  

Govemraent servant according to Section 14 and a lso  

Section 3 (q )  of the Adm inistrative Tribunals Act pension 

pertains to ths service of such member. It is a retirement 

benefit and should get covered under sub-clause (v ) of 

clause (q) of Section 3 which mentions that "any other 

matter whatsoever*. Ch the point of delay in approaching 

the Tribunal the learned counsel has submitted that the 

representation of the applicant was rejected only on i

4 .2 ,1 9 8 6 .  She had applied a fter  the Hon*ble Supreme ^

Court's  judgment (supra) on 4 .1 .1 9 8 5  and since pension

^ LiUj
is a c o n t in u *^  «flwse of action the application cannot

A ^
be barred by lim itation . According to him pension is  a

right of the family members and even i f  the son of the

ex-employee was appointed on companionate grounds

pensiob could not be denied if  it was d je . He further

submitted that since the Governnient of India decided to

extend the benefit to a ll  in terms of the Hon'ble Suprene

Court's  judgment it  should also  apply to the ap plicant.

The learned ccunsel for the respondents, however, opposed

these contentions on the point that laches have not buen

explained properly and no rejoinder a ffid av it  has been

filed  against the reply f ile d  by the respondents. Accordinc 
a 53

to him since companionate appointment had been given to one

of the sons th is  fact should have been brought out by the

applicant and she has concealed itr Therefore, she has

not come with clean hands and once the employee has o^ted

out of the pension scheme and nad derievsd the bere fit  
«(

he isestopped from laying claim for a benefit which he 

had not opted for . Accordinc to him no new law has been 

formulated and it  was only interprei^tion  of law. Nothing 

e U s e  was pressed before me.
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5 . On the point whether this Tribunal w il l  have

ju r isd ic tio n  to deal with the application  of the widow

who w as herself not a Government employee Section 3{q )

of the Act de fin es 'S erv ice  matters.'ln relation  to a 

J
person,^means a ll  matters relating , to the conditions 

of h is  service in connection with the a ffa ir s  o f the 

Union, e .g .  remuneration, pension and other retirement 

be n e fits , e tc . Though family pension also flows to the 

family only because it  related to a person whose services 

were connected w ith  the a ffa irs  of the Union and who has 

died^the fam ily pension becomes a right for the fam ily 

of the deceased employee. A fter  the death of the employee 

i f  a matter had already been agitated by him it  would be 

w ithin  the rights  of the family to seek for substitution  

in place of the deceased. As richtly defined in Section 

3 (q )  of the Act the service matters which can be agitated 

are only in relation  to a person and related to the 

condition of his  service . The ex-employee having died in 

Jan u ary ,1968 and h is  settlement dues having been paid  to 

rig htfu l h e ir s ,a  fresh matter arising out of a judgment 

of the Hon 'ble  Supreme Court could, therefore, not be 

raised by his  family rosmbers in the Tribunal as it  is 

no more a matter relating to the conditions of the 

service of a serving or retired employee. Therefore, on 

this  ground a lone tbe ccOBtArvtion ¥^x«»d 4»y ttw

tec the applicant^^*i«" liable to be reje cte d .

6 . In the case of Smt. Poonamal & others v .

Union of India and others . (A . I , R . 1985 S .C .  1196) the 

Hon'ble Supreme Court had otsi;rved that pension is  a 

right and not a bounty or crctuitous payment and that the 

payment of pension did  not depend upon the discretion  of 

the Government but is the relevant rules and
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anyone en titled  to the pension under the rules could 

claim it as a matter of r ig h t . The Hon 'ble  Supreme Court 

had further observed that since the family pension scheme 

had become non-contributory effective  from September 22,

1977 any attempt at denying its  benefit to widows of 

Government servants who had not taker, advantage of the 

1964 liberalisatio n  scheme by roakinc or agreeing to make 

necessary contribution would be denial of equality  to 

persor« sim ilarly  situated. The Hon 'ble Supreme Court had 

further observed that K  widows and dependents of decease< 

Government servants since a fter  Septemt^r 2 2 , 1977 iculd  

be en title d  to benefits of family pension scheme without 

the obligation  of making contribution thus widows who are 

denied the benefits  on the grounds that the Government 

servants had not agreed to make the ccntribution cojld 

not be d ifferently  treated . During the hearing of this 

case a statement was made on behalf of the Union of India 

By th is  statement the Cover, ment agreed to extend the 

benefit  of the family pension schem e,1964 to a l l  liv ing  

widows. The payment to such widows was to be made from 

2 2 .9 .1 9 7 7  or the date of death o f the pensioner which 

ever is la ter . It was also said on behalf of the 

Government that adm inistrative procedures are being 

evolved to fac ilitate  iden tification  of widows or 

Gover. ment pensioners and to lay down the guidelines 

for the determination of family pensions. The benefits  

of family pension w ill  not apply to the widows of 

deceased Government servants who would not have been 

governed by the scheme even if the scheme had been given 

retrospective e ffe c t . ^

7 .  Certain  issues v.c-re rais^o by the Comrnon Cduse

Society seeking clarification  on the scheme and one of the
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issues was whether the benefits  of family pension scheme 

w ill  be made available  to all  pensioners irrespective 

of the fact whetter they had or had not contributed two 

months’ emoluments in terms of the orig inal family 

pension scheme which contribution was subsequently deleted 

with effect  from 2 2 .9 .1 9 7 7 .  In c larificatio n  the Govern­

ment had agreed to grant to the dependents, i . e .  minor 

sons, e t c . of the p«nsioners governed under the pre-1964 

scheme the same pensionery benefits as are adm issible to 

the dependents under the current pension ru les ,

The family pension scheme was conceptualized, 

in the year 1950  when a Government servant died in 

harness or soon after  retirem ent.As a measur« of socio­

economic justice  family pension scheme was devised to 

help the widows tie  over the crisis  and t i l l  the minor 

children attain  m ajority. It  has been libera lise d  from 

time to tim e. The liberalisation  y.as, however, subject 

to the condition of the Government servant had in his  

l ife  time agreed that he shall  make a contribution of 

an amount equal to two months' emoluments or te,5,000/-  

whichever is  less out of the death-cum-retir«ment gratuity. 

Those Government servants who did not accept this  condi­

tion were denied the benefit of family pension scheme.

^  the case of the ap plican t 's  deceased 

husband he never^opted even for the 1950 pension scheme 

leave aside the libera lise d  pension scheme in which 

two months’ emoluments had to be contributed. He was 

evidently settled under the old Provident Fund scheme and 

since he had not opted for the pension^from the P .F , 

9 ’J-stion of d -pension havini oeen
^  C*7 HC TO woIj ft. r t  \ A ' ■ 4-

granted to^the widow and that is w h y ^t^ ’hati beer, refused. 

Therefore, the decision ir the relied  on case does

% \
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not apply to the applicant, fir

iO . On the above considerations,on  both counts,

i  1 . on jurisd iction  as w ell as the fact that the 

a^plicant-s deceased husband never opted for the pension 

scheme and died with benefits under the Provident Fund 

scheme, th is  application  f a i l s .  The ap pU cation  i s . there- 

fore , dismissed with costs on p arties .

-Ŵ ber (A).

Dated: December__X—» 

PG.

1

( . . . .  .

C e n tra l A d m inU tra tiv e  ir ib u .^ i

Allahabad.
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I N  THE CENTRAL AQVJ_MISTR.aT IV E  T R IL I ^ A L  
ALLAHm JAD ::Ei’CH,ALLHR'-v’jA D

23-A Thornhill Read 

A l l .3h .- b a d  -  211  O C l

f o ^ c - | ^ f i l l s h o b a d  - 2 1 1  0 0 1

Registration No. 190 T

,^v ______

No .0^ /A lld /Jud /

V- O  ^  , “ VifC'v<-vu.u S i t  X

' i /Jud /  DetocP:_____________ L .

'•4-̂  r *
i x«r>-*v-s

^  K  <- A c  ^ k . , V - .  J ^ A ^ ,  y

w iV -

c

Plecse take notice that the_ " P P T ‘ 
has pres&nted an application s-ê f̂ ŷ -wĵ ereof -ic~&^io^-^^  ̂
which has been registered in this Tribunal ana tne
has fixed b.-|<-^.--

r ^ — -” ” 7 1 7 ™  r. ■ ■

If no. apr-earence is made on ynur behalf, your 
■pleader or by some one duly “ 'Etherised to__ActJ'nd p l f ' ;  

on your in the said applic.'.tion, it vvil . h-̂  rd

in your absence.

this

Siven under my hand and the seal or tae Tj-ibin..l 

day of ,193^6*

\

c U jT B S jy ' For DEPUTY REGISTPJiR(Ju:’,icial)

*̂ y  *K
•

/?■ 
/-I ■

I '

'J

'c>'
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IN  THE CENTRAL ADWINISTRATIUE TRIBUNAL

ADDITIONAL BENCH

. , F'-A^h- N o  ^  ^

* » a »

C , ^  N  o  * l> r . ^ < ^ J  

No,CAT/ Dated : ----- --------

•- S  -■ ^ APPLl CANT( s )

UERSUS

1 - . __________^RESPONDEiMT(s)
^  *' '---i—  .......... " """

C O  '5v^-' *s
' i ^

To ' -i:'- %:-■ ii' y L  ’w >r<̂  W  ■ -̂■•'' '■

(̂ ''■>:i ' : c X ’ 0  - *- vLvo ''-I -• i '. ^

C’  - .< ~-r v ^ 1^--  ̂ ^ _‘'^.

C ^ " )  C r . • V , • >yt - g  . ^  A  -  - / '

f v ' ^  <X  V:=il\3. . . V ■■ -■•ViT-' ; -^. '  - V .   ̂ -<r. -  ̂ V. O. c <-. ■
V . ' - ’ . (ij ^

Please take notice that the applicant above 

named has presented an Application, a-copy iithereof ia  ̂ eneiosed. 

herewith which has beef registered in this Tribunal and the 

Tribunal has fixed "S.Q  ^ _ d ay of ,., %  , , . , . , .J 9 S ^

I f  no, appearence is made on your behalf, your 

pleader or by sotne one duly authorised to Act and plead on 

'  your in the said application, it  will be heard and decided in your 

absencc.

Given under my hand and the seal of the Tribunal 

this day of ~ / , 19 S ^  0

Idl '■■

 ̂a »  DEPUTY REGISTRAR(Judicial)



%

1
♦

« '  Si^T^ra' ^ q i ^ T R '

* -'f' 1 ^-fls^TfZ 
1 j

^> L *

7*T¥ 'g

^ ^ m c T ^ r m T

■ I

6  :  ^ ^ I k : -  (3 t«t1 h t ?j )

r ^ f u .- ' ■ ^■'T' y ** '

■

n o

f

i s .

ST^TTH STffT̂ Rt (^qTt?e)

-------- 5T|>?JT

nr

!I tt

FT
V

ir

rr

wfr a r r m  srf^f$n ( s f k  % ? #

t m  | ‘ Jf 3I?T^T 3T5JT c R ? t ^

' e m  ^  ^  3r«TT«T ^  S T ^ ^ W T  5f t ‘ ?tt  sfrnr^ 5 T % ? r

£rr ETf ^ t O  3t> t  h  ^ f r m ' ^ t n n

m  m  g ^ ^ P R T  ^  ? ^ 5 T T H  ^T W [ cTiTT 3Tqt?r f ^ T T ? f t  3 fh :

%  m  sTcpt ^  ? T f< f^  aftT cT?T?>^

^5T^‘ m  '̂T^T 3rm ^ i ' m  ^

? T T % ^  |3TT arqvt J n  ^ cT T ^ T  (  ??cT ^cft  )  

^  m  <T^ 1 T ^ ? 1 T  5TC T  wft ir4t  ^

^  H ^«T T  I  3^\c ^t^TT t  ir^  ^  ? € t^ r

l ’ ^  ^  ^  ^  ^3TfTT

T g m  3 ? 5 K  ^  cTTqfiT f < ^ T q j  »t ? m T  ^

f^ ’̂ W rm  I  TT ^> ift

A^.

- b ' ''j

f e n  m %  s m m  aftc ? m iT  q ^  ^  a r ia  i

(W f f )

■ ?r?TU



' ■ ' .  ̂ i.

■f

4
,l^--v V-' \

w U c .  v v ^ 1 -

£ .

Vc 3-  ̂ v-x

I v

A  ,

u . .  .- V.

crfi- j ! )

X K  V^V'A.

i 'iU K

jL5.>,.'tV'-.

' ^ , N  ,  ■ ' ^ 1 ^

-K

L '■:> -t ^ '“^■v.l^'V.j

C ^  < b- UcT

/ V  '-^w V



r
M . f '  >

c < i /

A
*

P "

■;5C.. -:-

J, C L i . v L c _ v -  * V ^ = 4 a i ^ < l f - - i » - - f e 'c n n ,

* v  O  1 p  V ,  c - | -  ^  ^

0 7^

n  ___
J .  ‘S  -

f 4 -  -

■\ ' A  !'

y V

, e

;) . ^  • 

i r  < )

0

J -
S > '7  
u  'I

I

A
•> • /

■-■ ' - ^ V  t'\»

'i > ,  t) n  ’ ;  ; '
I \> V -

> y u . .

x /

f / '

-  • ' ,
V , , ,  ^'"\ ■■ a

 ̂ -r  ̂ • '

' 1

~ V ^

J J  i-

v;

t .

-Uu

.. I .
V ; v c - < , / ^ ' v

X  . / VV  V

/

/

T)
113!

: #

V  V s .

vs:

S .

' t .

v A / ‘

/

'*

/
9 /

A .

■ ? ]

V . ,

■ / W L - . O

\

1 . ' A

■T-u;.v



.ai/\E$K CHAK'DRA SAXEiMA
nHVOC ATE HIGH t O U R T

/ / ?

^  C O U N S E L  F O R 'R A I L W A Y S

I

Phone 44-.S 

B EHARI KUTI 

L U K E R G A N J  

(  Opp. Milling Company ) 

ALLAHABAD-211001

Dated .•rr.,/..

To T

n  o". I ' d  ^  ® i l 1 ^  '

TV  ̂ f w n  ^  r w X 3 ' A / v v \ ' v v _ P - ^ - ^

A  Y K ^  ^

^ W f i v v - ^  ^

O T  *

A  

(L-e 

^  1 U

C k j ^ ' y t ^ --

'^ * x T o ^  -

3)



> ■■ 
t V.
/o '

H ] - ' :

f

£ 2 j l
C e / - / * 4  ^

f y X '5

1 ^ A ,

0  ■2 ’'6  ^  1 ^ ^ 7  '

. J  » S U ~ X , ^ ^ V  V
6 W ^  .

^ i v .  « 1M H -  ' ^ l " (

c .  ^

) x ^  ■ I

o , C  ■ ----»1

S ^ M W  C ^ w  y v ^  ^  V 'M <>^



V  V. - V  fV.,_ v f4- v,.. Vv V  -V ■

- v ' C . ' ^ - v C L ' ^ X ^

■Vv

r
' V . a T j-

V
M

\/
V  ^

5

! t

V

V." C

‘■V-

Cv c t 'V

)

-̂V -*w<w- IV-u

\
i

cV c r « : _  ^ '} -

C’̂ C V W  i , ,

1^  V v v " - ^ ‘

(f\ ,y 'vU

--v_>

CL,-cvcvi

i

. V '

/\>- 

1 ’a

V  ^ L 'W c - c f i .  

(L<^ if

-̂'v

,L c C ^ ^

/v5-
'V -  t- <-S- I-

y

sr-
? v .

C.U--
V

Cv

V V\~~=-X 

ivQi'^-K:

\ i


