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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL CIRCUIT 

BENCH LUCI'CNOW

Original Application No. 260 of 1990(L)

. .-s
Dr. B.M, Gupta ,( Deceased^ '

1 /1 ; Debash is-Gupta ' ' '
1 /2 , Smt. Joyoti Sen.

'A •- .

i /3 . Smt. Aditi Gupta.
....................................................Applican-Q

Versus

2. Union of India through Secretary,Science & 

Technology Mantralaya, New Delhi,

2. Director General, Indian Council of Medical■-S
Research, Ansari Nagar, P.B. No. 4508,Nevj Delhi.

3. Director, Central Drug Research Institute,

Chhattar Manzil, P.B. No. 173 Lucknow.

.................................... Respondents.

Hpn*ble Mr. S.N . Prasad, Member(J)

Since the former applicant Dr, B.M. Gupta

died during the pendency of this application, his

legal representatives who are present applicants have
f

been brought on record. The applicant has approached

this tribunal under section 19 of the Administrative

Tribunals Act,1985 with the prayer to the effect that

the respondents be directed not to give effect to the

impugned letter/order, dated 14.9.89 contained in

Annexure No. A-1 to this application, and for directing
/

the respondent No. 3 to pay the arrear of the differe­

nce of the salary/emoluments to the applicant along 

with up-to-date interest.

2. Briefly stated the facts of this case

 ̂inter-alia, are tl^t the former applicant (since 

deceased Dr. B.M. Gupta) was working as Head of the 

Division of Virology, CDRI(Scientist S-II), and during

C o n t d .. .  2/-
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the tenure of his service, the CDRI Administration in 

early 1979 took a firm decision to start a research 

project on antiviral drugs. On the basis of its 

accumulated experience/ an institutional Research 

Project on "Development of Interferon Inducers and 

Antiviral D r u ^  for use in Man" was launched in colla­

boration with National Institute of Virology, Pune, and 

accordingly they submitted a suitable R & D proposal 

to Indian Council of Medical Research^ and it was 

decided by the administration to appoint Dr. B^M. Gupta 

(aforesaid applicant since deceased) as the^Principal 

Investigator of the project^n the very inception it 

was made clear that the iistal-, emoluments which the 

If^foresaid Dr, B.M. Gupta was getting i .e . Rs. 3160/- 

p§r month, was to be protected as per existing C .S .I .R , 

Rules (vide annexure A-2). The savings generated were 

held in account of the grantee to pay for the protective 

salary of Rs. 3160j^- par month as had been stipulated 

but the applicant was paid Rs. 1500/- per month only.

The applicant had been urging his the ten employer CDRI 

Administration as well as the project sponsors I.C .M .R . 

through written reminders from time to tine starting 

from July 8,19-81 and onwards but the emoluments given 

to the applicant was Rs, 1500/- per month and post- 

commuted pension amount of Rs. 995/- amounting the total 

of Rs. 2495/- par month and as such there was a short­

fall of Rs. 665/- per month to the applicant and as such 

the applicant sustained a losct to the tune of Rs. 33915/ 

from 1981 to ;L985 when the aforesaid project w^s comple- 

ted and response to the reminder sent the

applicant C.D.R.l. a.dmitiisUatloTi expressed its 
I I I



o

-C

• • o • •

!

Rs. 3 3915/- inviolation of the stipulation made by the
(

Director C .D .R .I . (vide letter dated 14.9.1989 annexure-
A ^

A-l) illegal||and arbitrar^hence^ the applicant 

approached this tribunal for the reliefs as indicated 

above.

3. In the counter, filed by the respondents

No. 3 it has been, inter-alia, contended that the 
f

applicant retired from service of the fi.D .R .I. on 

31.12.1980 and from 1.1 ,1981, the applicant was being 

paid honorarium Rs. 1500/- per month despite the 

pension. It  has further been contended that the 

app^licant v;as neither engaged as C .S .I .R . Scientist 

nor was re-employed on a post under the C .D .R .I . ,  

and since the a|>plicant accepted to work as Principal 

Investigator under the D .S .T . scheme on the conditions 

as laid down in the sanction of the D .S .T . , as it 

would be clear from the letter of the Administratif^ 

Officer dated 22 .1 .1981 (vide annexure C.A.-2), there 

was no any violation of-'^ssa Service Rules< tonce.

the applicant is not entitled to any amount or any 

interest from the C .D .R .I . It  has further been 

contended that the claim of the applicant is barred 

by limitation.

4. The applicant has filed the rejoinder- 

affidavit wherein he has re-iterated almost those 

facts which ha-se been mentioned in the application.

5. I have heard the learned counsel for the 

parties and have thorou(3i ly gone through the records 

of the case.

6. The learned counsel for the applicant 

while drawing my attention to the contents of the

Contd..4/-
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application, counter-affidavit , rejoinder-affidavit

and papers annexed thereto has argued tdiat the
/

aforesaid former applicant Dr. B.M. Gupta was a

Scientist and ^  a^eminent personality so^ bis
i

honorarium should have been fixed not less than the 

pay which yms being drawn by him at the time of his 

retirement i .e . 31.12.1980 as is clear from the 

perusal of Annexure A-2,and has further argued that 

since the applicant sustained a loajt to the tune of 

Rs. 665/- per month for 51 months^ 'î ia ap|>licant was 

paid Rs. 1500/- only as an honorarium and Rs. 995/- as

A
comuted pension, a® there is m ’Violation of the princ-

iple of natural justice and fee violation of the

terms and conditions as laid down in Annexure A-2. the 
relief sought'for be granted. -̂ '

. 7. The learned counsel for the respondent

No. 3 while drawing my attention to the pleadings 

of the parties and to the papers annexed thereto has 

argged that a perusal of annexure C.A.-l & C.A.-2 

li?ould show that the aforesaid Pr, Gupta agreed to 

work and had accepted the terms and conditions contain 

ed in letter dated 9 .6 .1 9 8 0 (annexure C.A.-l) and as 

such aforesaid Dr. B.M. Gupta was not entitled to any 

other amount as he had already retired on 31.12.1980, 

and he was being given Rs. 1500/- as honorarium, over 

and above, his pension which he was getting from the 

department concerned and as such the applicants are 

not entitled to any relief and the application of 

the applicant be dismissed.

Contd.4..5/-
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8. A perusal of annexurs C.A.-l which is copy

of letter of the respondents No. 1 dated 9 .6 .1980 to the

respondent No. 3 shows that honorarium to the aforesaid

Dr. B.M. GuDta at the rate of Rs. 1500/- per month 

I
from 1.1.1980 was granted for rendering of the services

by him as referred to above. In this context it is

noteworthy that office memorandum Mo. 11/4/80-3STT

dated 22,1.1981 issued by the respondents No. 3 (fcopy

of which is annexure C.A.-.2) shows that the aforesaid

Dr. B.M. Gupta had accepted the terms and conditions

contained in the aforesaid letter dt. 9 .6 .1980 granting

him honorarium @ Ss.lSOO/- per month and after accepting 

rate of ^
the aforesaidJioriorarium the aforesaid Dr. B.M. Gupta 

had taken over as Principal Investigator of the afore­

said scheme from the forenoon of 1 .1 .1981 , after his 

retirement on 31.12.1980. It  is also important to 

point out that a perusal of annexure A-2 which is D .O . 

letter dated 8 .5 .1980 addressed to Professor V. Rama—-

Lingo Swami, Director General  ̂  ̂ Indian Counesfel of
/ ■

Medical Research , New Delhi shows that the total 

emoluments of the aforesaid Dt. B.M. Gupta at that 

time was Rs. 3160/- per month and keeping in view the 

above total emolumentsjiis honorarium was to be fixed.

It  is also pertinent to point out that a perusal of 

annexure A-3 which is the application of the aforesaid 

Dr. B.M. Gupta shows that he had requested for increas­

ing his aforesaid honorarium, keeping in view the 

rising cost of the lt.ii\̂ ing etc. Thus, from the scrutiny

of the entire material on record and keeping in view
' abfeut

the acceptance of the aforesaid D^. B.M. Gupta Z. ’ I thê  

arfiount of honorarium to the tune of Rs. 1500/- per

„nth and keaping?tfe^acts“ .?}§S aforesaid Dr. b .m
A. V Contd..•6/-
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Gupta went on working till the completion of the

aforesaid project, and keeping in view the facte that i±)‘e-

a fore said honorarium of Rs.. 1500/- per month was fixed

over and above, his pension and other retiral benefits

after his retirement,! find that the above arguments

of the learned counsel for the applicantSido not appear

above
to be sound and tenable, whereas the Arguments of the

rJ‘
learned counsel for the respondent;® No. 3 appeari' to be 

sound and tenable.

9. From the fore-going discussions and after

scrutinising all the material§on record.' and

^  1 find '•
keeping in view the circumstances of the cas^ that the 

application of the applicant is devoid of merit and 

consequently, the application of the applicant is

Lucknow dated 23.4.1992. 

(RKA)
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THE HON'BLS i ;̂)MIj7lSTR/'5’IVi: TRIBU; î\L

CIICUIT BE'CH, 'LIJCKtluW

O .K  No« S-CfCD of 1990 ^ ^ 3

^  ' ■’ 0 ^  5 .  /K>. k * / A "

'/ <£,+ x,-i.-l.' -S=>̂  3  3 - ,.= ^ . % :

X  ^-\-. AdUK Gtuttq^ C * a ^  C^lowi- 3:^- ^

• ^ . s: G ^ / ^ ;  s .
^  m ,£rfitf^

~~ ~ Jfiĵ tcjMds

,Petit ioner/Appiic ant

Versus

1 ,Union of Ihdla - .

Through Secretary/ Science & Technology 
Mantralaya^ Mew Delhi.

2«Director Gener=>i  ̂ Indien Council of Meclicc?J Research, 
^«sari N^gcr, PeB, No. 4508, New Delhi~il0029

3*Director,, Centr 'l Drug Research Institute^
Chhattar Manzil, \P.B. Mo,173 Lucknow-2260ni

, Opp os it e pa x't i e s

Details of application 

.Particul?rs of applicant

(a) Name of the applic^'nt

(b)" Name of father

1

(c) Designation of Office 
in which employed last

- Dr, B*M, Gupta

-'•''Late bri S* Gupta

- Head of the Division
- Virology, C,D.«R, I*

•“2-
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(d) Office Mdress - As above (Now retired )

(e) /^.dress for service
of all notices - C-162/ Niralanage.r, Lucknow,

particulars of the Opposite Parties

(a) office address of respondents - As above

(b) Mdress for service of all 
notices above

particulars of the order against 

which thl's application is made

This is an application'against refusal to pay

the emoluments actually sanctioned to the applicant,.

vide letter# dated 14-9>-89, issued by the Mministrative

Officer of Central Drug Research Institute, Lucknow.

!rhat by this letter^ the Opposite parties have refused

to pay the difference of amount to the applicant, h

true copy of the iropugned letter, dated 14-9-89, is 

being annexed as Annexure A^l to this applicetion,

2® Jiarisdiction of Tribunal

The applicMit declares that the subject-matter^ >

.3-
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of the order against which the applicant wants

redressal is within the jurisdiction of this

Hon'ble Tribunal,,

3* Limitation

Ihe appliC'-nt declares that the application

is within limitation prescribed under Section 21

o£ the ^Viministrative Tribunal ■'̂ ĉt̂ as per the

A

impugned letter, dated l4-9~89^ contained in

Annexure ,Wo-. '̂ --l to this application.

^Qcts of the Case

(i) . That the applicant was wor-king

as Head of the Division of Virology, CDRI (Scientist

E-Il}* During the tenure of his service, the

CDRI Administration in e-rly 1979 took a firm

decis ion, stemming from the internal compulsions

of good house keeping operation# to st?rt a research 

project on antiviral drugs* On the basis of its

accumulated experience, an Institutional Researctj

Project on '^Development of. Interferon Inducers and
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.Antiviral Drugs for use in Han’* was launched in

collabor'.-'tion v/ith '^ io n a l  Institute or Virology^

:Pjne. Accoirdingly, they submitted a suitable R 6c D

proposal to Indian Council of Meoic^l ReseH'rch* It

was decided by the administration to appoint 'Or, B<,M,

Gupta, the applicant, as the ’Principal Ihvestigator'

of the project.

(ii) That this decision v̂ as co’nmunicated

to the sponsors of the project, I»C«M.R ( Indian Council

of Medical Research)

iiii) That before finalisation of the

proposal^ the Director, CDRI stipulated Tn?king it

clear to the sponsors that the total emolurrtents that

the principal Investigator designate applicant, the

then Head of Division of Virology, CDRI (Scientist 2“ Il)

was getting per month, was to be protected as

per CSIR Rijles then in existence. The photo copy of

the letter of the Director, CDRI,, dated 8-5-80 is

being annexed as -̂ n̂nexure No,_ ’̂'̂ *-2 to this apolicationi

(iv ) That Director, 'CDRI further
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sti^ulated th'-vL the fin-incial cornmitments for this

project would be eccommodated within 'the committed

ex':'cnditure by elirn,in-’’ting the posts of Senior

Research' Assistant/Junior Research i^societe# so

that the salary and.wages as draw« up and shown

in Annexure ^ 2  of the CDRI component of the

project propos0lsj, would not require any cĥ ''-nge

in budget, but change in staff only*

5>.*-
-A

(v) That these stipulations from the

gr?ntee (Director^ CDRi), since they were ra:'de before

the fin5ili2.ati''.n of the proposals and st'Tt of the

project, were as much a binding on the sponsors as

it wes on CDRI administration itself.

(vi) Thet most of the conditions/stinula-

tions- in letter as st'’ted in. para (ill ) u (iv) above 

were iinplemented by CDRI Mministration end staff 

strength adjustment wss accordingly made* . However, 

the matter relating to protection of the applicant*s

salary was not implemented*
V
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(vii) That the savings generated, were

held in account of the gr-?ntee to pay for the

protective salar^r or Rs*3160/- per month as h£d been

stipulated. But the Applicant was paid rs» 1500/- per

month only. The. epplic--nt has been pressing ever

since for payment of emoluments at the r-:̂ te the grantee

h Pd .s t i DU 10.t ed *

(viii) That the project ended ito tenure

on 31st December, 1984., .It further received an

extension for 3 months more to enable the Project

Investig-'tor (applicant) to write up the final report

and the status report.

(ix) That the applicant had been urging

his the then employer CDRI *M.ministr'!tion as v/ell cs 

the project sponsors I,C.M*R through written reminders 

I from time to time ,sti:rting from July 8̂  1981, The, 

photo copy of the letter dated 8-7-81 is being anneiced 

as •̂".nnexure Mo« ^̂ -3 to this application^

(xj That no demand certificate relati?:ig

-7-
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to the project on conclusion wss mcde available 

by gr-^ntee to Project Investigator on 14-12-1987, 

but the promise of payment of the emoluments at the 

stipulated rate was not fulfilled.

(xi) Shat in response to written 

reminders sent by the applicant^ the GDRI 

administration has expressed its inability to pay 

the,arrears of salary/emoluments less paid to

the appliC'-^nt for the, period under reference# vfhich 

comes approximately Rs« 33915/«», in violation of the 

stipulations made by the Director, CDRI in 

 ̂ June 1980« The true copy of the impugned letter,
V

I dated l4-9“89 has already been annexed as mnexure

I'i.

No, iWl to this application^
’li:-

(xii) Ihat the decision of the CDRI 

administration of 1979-80 assuredly taken on the 

basis of CeS,I#R. service rules and merit of the 

case in the m,atter of salaxy/emolum.ents to be 

paid to the Principal Investigator, designate

of the project, cannlaa now be rsvoted by the

/
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present CDRI management v/ith retros,-)ective effect^ 

particularly when the applicant h?s committed

no breach of the C .S .I .R , (Council of Scientific &

InGustrial Research) Service Conduct Rules,

(xlii) Ihat to the contrary the project

u n der  th e  e.ppliC '3nt *s g u id ? n c e ,  s u c c e s s f u l l y  operated

to produce not only results^ ideas ?nd products

central to the objectives of the project(antiviral

drugs) but v/ent far beyond to attract considerable

national and international attention.

(.xiv) , !Iiiat accordingly, the Director

CDRI proceeded with the project?as per his own

suggestions he did not recruit personnel to the

post of the Senior Research i--*ssociatej, and the post

remained vacant throughout the tenure of resea

(xv) That it may be noted that the

project wcs launched in June 1980 as per the

proposal o? the Director, CDRI, when the applicant

was vjorking as Head' of. the Division of Virology, CDRI,



X

Ih e  3-F
p p l ic a n t  was lo o k in g  a f t e r  the  p r o je c t  on the

part- tim e b a s i s  in a d d it io n  to  h i s  normal d u t ie s ,  

On h i s  superanp^lation , th e  e p o l i c a n t  took  over  

charge of  the  project w ith  e f f e c t  from 1- 1^81 . 

The s t i p u l a t i o n  of  re-employrTient was very  c l e a r

as inalOlcated  in  D i r e c t o r ,  C . D . R . I ,  l e t t e r ,  dF.ted

' 8-5-BO (Annexure Mo, A-2), tlist the tot-;l emoluments

wGulc be the same an being c'rawn by him on retirement 

: e.g« r;s,3 1 6 0A  per month*

( x v i )  That as a g a in s t  th e  above

s t i p u l c t i o n s ,  the  ernoluments g iv e n  to  the  a p p l ic a n t

? w ere  te, 1500 /™  per month and
post-commuted pens ion

; amount of Rs*995A amounted to fe* 2495A  per month.

I; way, there was a shortfall o f  Rs.665/~

j • 
i

I per month. Thus the total shortfall from 1981 

to 1985 ( 51 m.onths ) comes to RSa33915/~.

(xviij i^hat the applicant continued

to work despite the shortfall in emolunents.
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Between the time the decision of C.D.Rel® 

administr-ition to pay the ap/pliG-^nt Rs,. 3160/- 

pea: month as :?rinci-pal Investigator or the project, 

and the decision communicated to the applicc'nt^ 

and he took over the duties of Principal 

Investig?:tor with effect from 1-1-1981 ̂  there is 

nothing on, record of C.D,R^ I, cdministration to 

show that the appliC''^nt would not be paid , this 

emoluraent. Six months time ( i,*e. 3-5-SO to 1-1-81 ) 

ViS,s sufficient interval of time within which 

C .D ,R *I, administration could have communicated 

a change in decision. Because the terms were 

acceptable to the applicant ( i»e* the emoluments 

equivalent to the last pay drawn by the applicant)/ 

therefoi'e^ the applicant accepted the offer and 

committed himiself to work whole-heartedely in 

furtherance of the programm.e in preference to

other alternatives*

-11-
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That in the above circumstancGS,

the oppositfi 'parties h-'ve illegally withheld/refused

the (difference of the s?'lar\ /̂e;Tiolurnents of the

apnlic^vit .

\,,

(xixj That the Opposite party l̂ o» 3

i--- . r" . - ' .

is duty-bound to pay the difference of the ?.<3laxy/ 

emoluments equiv<?lent to the isst pay drown along- 

with entire arreers of ^bo'ut rs, 3 3 9 1 5/- together 

with the interest at the r;--te of 18 % per annum 

from the date the a^outt^became due t&ll the date 

of its actual payment,,

(xx) That in viev/ of the /^nexure No« ^ 1 .

the Opposite parties■are under legal obligation to

pay the arrears of the salary/emoluments to the

applicant*

5« Grounds of relief with legal provisions

(i) Beccsuse the impugned order/letter

dated 14-9-89 has been passed arbitrarily, lllegclly

and without application of mind.

.12.
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(ii) Bee<̂■'-13 6 the applicant is very rnueX

entitled to get the s•3lary/emoltiments equivalent

^  'fiK'
to the l^st pay ĉ r̂ wn by him^.wheri he wss in service

A

(iii) Because the Opposite parties ht’ve

f?iile(5 to fulfil their own commitments/terms and

conditions as per Annexure dô tec3 8-5-30.

(iv) Because the Opposite Parties h^ive

fe.ilec to consider the representations given by the

applicant from time to time.

(v} Becau.?e the act of the. ODi^OBite par-ties

is arbitr-ry, illegal sn.<? unwarranted*

( V i ) Because the Opposite Parties hc.ve

violated the nrinciples of natural justice of law.

(vii; Because the Opposite Perty Mo« 3 is

un'er legal obligetion to pay the arrears of the

sn-ry/emoluments to the applicant*

j^^taii.s Qf

(s)
•J?he

represent^t ■:on, deted
7-81
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sent to the Director General, IncliF*n Council of

Meclicol Research, contained in ~̂ =-nnexure Wo* ^ 3 ,

(b) ii letter, de-tec. 21*-12~31 sent to

t*"
the Senior ScientifiCKi Officer, Depertme-''t of Science 

and Technology, Technology Bhewan, Mahr^^uli Ro®c3, 

new Delhi,

(c) A letter, c?'tec 10-2-B2 sent to the

.Principal Scientific Officer, Depertment of Science

anc Technology, Technology Bhawan, New Mahrauli Road,

Nev; Dslhi.

Cl) A letter, .d‘:iteĉ . 29-6-83 sent to

the Secretary, Dep^rtmert of Science and Technology,

Technology Bhcvsn, 'Tew Mehr?$uli Ro^d., Mew E-elhi.

7 * Matter not •oreviously filod or penc.inq in

0thor- Court

That the applicant f\.irther declares that he

has not previously filed ~ny applic'tion, Writ Petition

or suit rolatino to the matter in respect of v;hich tllin

i.’!?

-1



\

«14~

application h?'S been made^before any Court or

other Bench of this Tribunal, nor any such application.

writ Petition or suit is oencUng before any of them,

3 * He1ief Sought

(a) ■ In  view of the focts ?hd circumst'^nces

mentioned above, the appli-cant prays that this Hon’ble

Tribunal mey very kindly be ple^^sed to direct the

A Opposite Parties not to give cEfect to the impugned

letter/order, dated 14-9-.89, cont'?ined in Annexiire no.A-l

to this aoplicTition,

(b) In view of the fc^cts ?nd circumstances

mentioned above, the applicant prays that the Opposite

party No. 3 may kindly be directed to pay the arrear

of the difference o f .the saia.ry/emoluTnents to the

ap'slicant along v.7ith up~to~c?te interest.

(c) M y  other relief which this Hon *ble

Tribunal may oeem fit and proper in the circumst'"nces

of the case, be i^so ai^ardec!#
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9. Interim oraer. if any. nr.-yKd. ffcr

Ho interim order is being prayed for.

10* Th'̂ it this application is being filed through

I .

the Counsel.

11. P-nrticul^'rs of .?ost--l Order filed in resoect of

the application fee.

Ho. 8 02 467532, d^ted 20-8^90, for Rs, 50A

K only,

12. List of enclosures

^innexure No»

Letter dated 14-9-89 issued by the 

i'dministr■■'tivo Officer, Centre! Drug

Resecirch Institute, Lucknov/.

2. -̂ '-innexure ^o^ ^̂—2

Letter of the Director, CDRI, d?^ted 8-5-80

3* Annexure No. -i'>-3

iiStter dated 8-7-81

Verification 3-

-16 .
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k .

68 years, son of Late Sri S. Gupta^ resident o£ 

C-162 Niralanagf-'r^ Lucknov;^ retired from the post 

of Hee.c? of the Division Virologi^, C.D.,R«I* Lucknowj, 

do hereby verify that the contents of par^s 1 to 12 

are tnie to my personal knowledge, and I have not 

suppressed any material fact.

LUCKNOW: D.'-a’aiE 

August 'LI , 1990

iSirough

•- ■■■," ■Advocate ^

Counsel fcr the Applicant
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IK Tl-iSE Ht;>N*BLE CKWi’R îL .f̂ iD'MlfSlXPlSSl (ijill lV'.S 
. CJB2U::tT, ;33Sl'lC£i,

Nto,.' of
Di'u S»M. Gupfc'i »•• »...«» ,  , ,  ♦  •  •

Vis,.

Û iioJi of _!l!i»d;l,a .i« Oi-!'i(!irs , « .JlsaspoijBaata 

Anrriexui'e K!o„ ^

t
,'. oi: !&• itis 

umTeiiWllW.
■5 : 3;i'4iv>e Hii.t.

A 0,

/

'* ■ M3i
r̂<:v i;rfgi.r, f̂llK WlHif-f ij«> 17 H

sn'Vxrf IlflJ ( 'flOT “

i:!:i;NTfSAi. C3RUG FiiMl|RdfmilSTrTOTE 

Ciiaiiar .Vlanzis, Pcisi: &«». No, '173 • 
(.UC<NOW*22600t (î 'JOSA) '

DifK 1̂ i:,9.e>9 .

j r ,  B.M . Gupta,,
Oonsuitant (Virologist),

industrial Toxicology Research j.natituKe

vlahaxma Gandhi Marg,
...ucknow.

:>ub! DST Projeci; entitled ‘ Deve-lopfr':S-ri1. of iinterfi-troi'i I-»cluc<:f’ «; and 
A ntiv ira l Drugs for uss' In it an*' '(t'ron 1, (3.80 to 31.3.85), .

:i W i t h  r e f e r m . ' . ' e  t : o  y o u r '  L e t t e r '  f , T r ':(;:/89  d a t e d  K ; „ 5 ,8 9
i  D n  " h e  a b o v e  s u b j e c t . , .  I  a n  d i ~ ' s c 1: e c l  i : o  i n f c r  n  yo,.  ' ; : h a 1:  y ; ; > u r  r a : j u e s t  

;  ' : i r  e n h a n c e n e n t  o f  ' h 6 n ' 0 r g ; i ‘ l i ' j m  ! : ; a n . c i i c r v a c t  l a y  D S ' "  v l . ; 5e  l h , e i r  l . - e t t e r  

;  M O . H C S / D S T / 75 S /79  d c t e c i  9 . 6 , S O  e , S  n c t r f i e d  b y  i : h i . i 3 Q f ' f i c e  M e r n o r a n d i J m  

o f  e v e n ^  n u m b e r  i j a t e c t  2 2 J _ _ ^  | . i : ; o p , i i ;‘3 e n c l o s . e d ’ i  h c i s :  b e e n  < : ; o n s i c l e r < ? d

■ c - y  t h e  c o m p e t e n i :  a i i t h o r l t y  a r d  i t  I s  r e g ' - e t t e c  t h a t  f - n ' '  s a m e ,  h i i i s  

n o t  b e e ' n  a c c e d e d  t o .

Vours faith''ully,j

(h„C. Chhabra) 

A,dministra1;ive Officer

E.nc'..: , A s  a b o v e .
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Kln'U'f t<s If tt<tr ?te».'l3/j;'!,'T*? ECCa'I iliitiii:!
&wpti.‘P5'.<ir 2Ci« 8ddro«««d Itĉ !»«',■;wstitary, 'wgs'jrrf'IrMi.'fiKjWiI
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yiv!*5'!o.ti of Viiroloyy dt CQaX l?a ««n:'if3.fe' w!li', 'ijja.lc]ii- ik;Iich«k
S|n'‘5 Ux. 3‘jDte w ill b«' J-'iil;!in:;i on iup^iTairiiUfttlon on
Doc''t-ff.!xft I5'3b, hie ftf'U t.liw finrtiictt i!'lli/n;ivi b»
thi E.;roj»sl.« ‘rhii iMllfltiBC wIlUl t-OTllii'i® tf:i bn i33:ovid«(!S,ii»j? • ;

biil’tho flnanciol t:OaBn:Lt.|'(ifjritiIP In .Ttiiw i::1 O'; !i)r«t Cjiijrif;i|||i ,,, 
wii:i '-iavf t'v fc«' e«Jd®ci to t î* of iW' pjrojvct# ,l|«|ji.:, Ji
QTaici-ii total ^nialaWfi.t'C. firi' 'Dl + ’ CiiiotJ-

'Xr" ffffrriT/fif¥~"tStrTg»oiwiT’lM®‘1|i 4 ■' in thf '
est|.' tr-fi {5t ..i, /
J r ,' S'ljiniftjirch ASftoe'Jata» • îhd' wac|t’iV4i»li • „'
e h■,‘-viT_ îin<» :<uxf J [  latv SI;'■!!if' ‘'1v;;'fv;rivri{rt !■'
relfJi!re''Tiy'i;*‘55ST̂ ^̂  «fwei|)-P.fTi0 ¥ii:if̂  1,1fi'H,t.p'c'iil't'|lifi7''f '
ffi©}' iiinc'iy bs ajffidt C,li6ttt to
f i'ill'; ;i«( ii!i,i the proj'3Ct« ' ■

.'5ith k.lm3
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Pirol. >f; H.ar'iaiin'̂ auiimTilI, 
Ojr̂ !?;t.o}r*<-0r:..'gr6lg
Ir.̂ ,̂l(":i C:>urr 31 at Itedlrs'l f.oiMijiireh, 
Ar,ii.i)ri Hfigar#

(n UYA I'l'VfiO)
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Z'J HOM'BLB CENTRAL WWrr^M
CIRCUXT BEICH, HXTKWOW 

O .A .  No.. oi! 1 990

Dr. B, M, Guc't '"J ,'iir>p 1 i(-;fint

Us,

%

Unloi« of India £> Othe'Ts 

A»r),»:<ur?i ^̂ o,. A.„ 3

, „ ft IS 5 pC) Rid

1 3

W y  8 , ifJIi.

' \A.--f--
. -u. J

Diyectoj Ganoral,
In<:ll#R Council of Iviedicial 
Medical Enclaves 
Amisxi Haqar,

lk isuM M .- dJram?

Decir Sir,

I !&<sek to sfjipii'al for its vis ion !iii wy curwiit 
han«;ca:pa.ijm <:«f Rsa50(V«-P*' a«' X «i;.to3virlrio as m

% f  O T I  w  th«
$wpj:!(<rir1/»<f' 11 tfi. CDiPi l-KIV)XflHi iiipqH,$or&d 

pi-«9;|'tc| «- jQigjeSS
{3cr.t sane lion eoiwepi  ̂ .
7mj76^ laterf ^•6t80’ t» Î AiCfiCtiw, CDRI, $ Ctow
Y?f 'iJiliieh Ha® \»'en I3irV H«ilU .Piiitis Bisnik, W l ,

Now Calhi* IVwui- mix nr̂ iitltiiy «>f U w
ol: I-Oi’.? d©M sifiOf- tite St̂ iirl .br3.jt€t |,l«.7«sa| mm'. 
a'lx«»dy Nert s©nt to OST lithJiJ B 'w ,  i.f:dc1‘!i give a profIXa 
0'![ itse .>e<mtilbuti<wj sis f.-ir iRia'iii«i tKc s'urise Off direcilion 
o:i :i,’e$3ixch aiid the shap# of doiwlopwrit.!,'- lijxpscte-cl̂  and 
fl.riiilly thi» «volvln9 C'utii:.‘S .and reeponsiblUtiis of ths 
Principal ta^sti^ator#

2 . At tbs tifo® project wail IxJing fiwiiiMKij,,
DAroctoy*- CDRI in a. letter-«ddr<»«w} to liX*,, .ICB® (a eopy 
cij: ■flfhi.ch ii enclosed') mdd<8 a prctpctsnid 1;lii.iirl my |3»ro|i«oi9W. 
aaiarp Cboriorarluni) ssi tbs m:fji';ipci:i. Iri'uiii'itigttor bf -
fl'ics^ m  th® tesil! ©f- total «Etaluiiii«(i,'i:ti (ft®.t3,'l.(S0/*' p+mij"

.Ji,;h.0t. I  m tM-<:la|» I 3!;i9jl!ri)j|iij.it!ih<5!d or*. ':
f'^raachln® 0up0'jrj.nmiati»n clti«bsi»- •of Aisimtant' t>i.irecteiir'«iid 

Hand, Divisilori of Vtolocw. ,|j,t C ® ! ,  to give &ffectv|o • 
1tf.« proposal Dire.ctor» even is«gge$1;»d that
Incxiiascf Iffji exp0f?ditw.TO 1;hat f<plXi3f»iis cw ld  b« accoowW-attJcl 
i*4l;h3.n t!ie sanction^ad' bo<:!g<et (R8,!5t33,;'TO«DC)Pis) by 
elj,min£tiri9 one post of Seirtor Reseiarch Associatcu

corrbd,,.. . , ,  .,2,/.
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Mm4 f;o attoct,J^t#t ia | w
f;;!wr&'*I and.. îl
cif 4iwf
h m m '& ^ s  4'wp to H$,,l!5.0{!)/'r P b «*L  -...lli' tJiiite'fi-Ifl#'- 
teie«g;5’ ia  liif'
'iSJir, l;hs incrtitseri a;Kpfndttu:» ^̂ i||A®:V«#f3Psp;r 
at-
a l t 0 1 Qil f ij5p,: ,tb«- ■ •'p.rc3|te;';fc, j||i. f

in' ths
!<?■

1 ' J.-ta'spi^sMy /ifiw©!iV3id igii'CiiinflSi
'̂l. ' k » v ' « ^ , - fcr if teei

nn iis iae!!fit«,li«}f 'IC p  B^inlt^bU

fe' sariy di^ci^bn in" .'W,*H|||!t# I»'t«y -W jgiliiiiitmlrif't̂ 'l-
%tli 3115« ■' '”' ^

Th.': you.

Votjsrs. faithful:

:
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L U C K N O W  Et^NeO, L U C K N O W  |

VAKALATNAMA

On  behalf of.

1)a . 6./- f.

VERSUS

of 19^ & DO^A' No.

I/W e the undersigned do hereby nom inated and appoint Shri BRIJESH K U M A R  SHUKLA,

(Advocate) and Shri ___________________ __________________ __

_________________________ ^ _____________________________ ___________________________ (Advocate) to

be counsel in the above m atter, and for me/us and on my/our behalf to appear, plead act and answer in 

the above Court or any Appellate Court or any Court to which the business is transferred in the above 

?^Tiatter, and to sign and file petitions, statements accounts, exhibits, compromises or other documents 

whatsoever, in connection w ith  the said matter arising therefrom , and also to apply for and receive 

all documents or copies of documents, depositions, etc ., etc., and to apply for issue summons 

and other writs of subpoena and to apply for and get issued any arrest, attachm ent or other execution, 

warrant or order and to conduct any proceeding that may arise thereout; and to apply for and receive  

paym ent of any or all sums or subm it the above m atter to arbitration.

Provided however, that, if any part of the Advocate's fee remains unpaid before the first 

hearing o f the case or if any hearing o f the case be fixed beyond the lim its of the tow n, then and in 

such an event my/our said advocate shall not be bound to appear before the court; Provided A LSO  

that if the case be dismissed by defau lt, or if it be proceeded ex parte, the said advocate shall not be 

held responsible for the same. And all w hatever my/our said advocate shall law fu lly  do, I do hereby 

agree to  and shall in future ratify and confirm.

Signature ;

Place— LUCKNOW . 

D ated ...........................

W itness : — ....... .... .......................... ............
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■. ' "■>  ̂r*':-' .  V ^ .
Sq? ipi # .  SfGRT̂  - •■ : ;:

m

:» -v;' :'

I j i "

■!/':'■'
:» * " .' 

*. '*

I' :;•■

■fc t: Ir

fy
H-'o-r
tr. 'fr̂/fr’

, 3iqR^

' % S  V 3^ ^ ^  ;5^r{^- M  w  S3F?r ^ ^ i m j

:'■ vf RT| ,??T ■'§;'; ;c p ,^ V

5TITT m. 3?T, . .  V^'

; ; f e ' i 'si^ r

: ; | #  '^: cg?T^T >S!TiT,i s k ^  ' :

y  ,':q?- ' ^ T ^ J g i l ;  'M ,'; ' ;' ■ ;̂:;.V:̂ :;;

.'■y.

>/KV ■ V/

' 'a



\

A-

/

IH  t he GsKTRaL Ami^ISTRATlVB; T ia B P A L L A H A B A D  EiBl̂ CH. 

GL rcxA » B^n «• LtJcl^Pow.

O .A .% *  260/1990 (L ).

' ^ r .  B,M.GuPta,

Versus

iJRlon o f India  & Otbers. • t* OpP.Paxties.

Wrf.tte*’ Statement of Opposite Party % .3 #  Eirector#^ 

Central Drug Jfesearch institute against the Application,

I , V*P.Bakshlf aged about 56 years, Cbntroller 

o f Adnini'stration, ^n tra l  Drug Ifesearch institute# 

Luclsnow# solemnly s^ate as unaer*-

< v V

for an honorarium^ 'fhe C *D ,B .I . has iSee^ wrongly 

made a Party.

1. "fhat the dePo^^ent is  the Gbntroller ©f Adnrtnist- 

ration in the Cfen tral Drug Ife search m sti tut©/ Lucknow 

and is  well conversant with the facts ©f the case.

He has read copy o f the application to which this

wj^tten stateinent is  being ftlet3 and has un^rstood
t

it s  meaning.

2, Thit l:^for© giving Paradise reply to the appli-  ̂

catibn# it  is  necessary to raise following Preliminary  ̂

objections:

3* That thg applicant retired from service of the 

C .D ,R .I .  on 31 .12 .1980 and ths Present application 

being in resPsct of the claim Pertaining to the Eferiod 

when he was n© more in service of the dilD.R.l* but was 

wor>dng.under the incttsp Cbundl of Medical Itesearch
K - --------------------------



- .... -  ■■ ■ ■

4. That after the applicant retin a, the dalm for 

remuneration for a Perlqa subsequent to retlte-wnt 

could np^e made against C.D.B.1. as the aPPllcS^t 

oeased t ^  in seryloe of the Sodety mS renniBeratlon

t 2 *

due fro m ^i»r_P arty #  oeuld not be W % eas8  covered 

by tlB de^wTtlon o f Service matters as defined In

aanse  *9 ‘ o£ Sectio” 3 o f  the 4anlt5istratlw fribuTials

4ct, 19a5,

5. ftoat tile aPPlicatloJ? I s als© barred by time as 

vjotilc! be ex|?Lai®e(3 Pars'wtse rtPli^s*

-J

-K

\

6 . That th© co*^te*sts o f paragraph 1 the

apJOLi cation iR , rel.atio^^ to the ..sesdl^tg of ; the letter 

dated 14 .9 .1989 , ^prsextire 4-1 to the aPPlicatio^ are

1
: not aisputea*\,,.,It is# however# ^̂ 5^1 that, the aPPlicai 

was ©Rti tl©<3 t© the emolimsnts ©f fc* 3160/- Ifer raoRthJ

7* That the ccnte*^ts o f paragraph 2 o f th©

appiicatloi^ ^ o t  ref wire a»y ccnsneuts*

8 ,  ®hat the coistef^ts of paragraph 3 of the

(appilcatlca^ are d®nie<3. Th® aps^icaJit was heif^g pal' 

hoJtorarliffla @ 1500/- PirmoRth with effect froiR

1 ,1 ,1981  cP^ i f  th© applicapt ha<3 any grievance, tte 

cause o f action arose to him ©n that date* Th® 

M n in is tr a t iw  TrlbtaRal® Act, 1985 cam® into force 

©n 27 th SsbrBary, 1985<llnder Sub-Section 2 of 

Section 21 o f the Adisinistretiw Tribunals ^ t #  the 

apPLiCation shoiild haw  bee® ® a ^  within six months 

of cOTraing into foroB of the ^ct . It may be ment>'^’'



A

i

i

t 3 «

that-the representation AR^exure A-3 by the aPmioa^Jt 

was addressed to tba I2.r€Ct©r Ge^^eral# inQlai^ Cfe\iT*cil 

©f Me«^cal Itesear^..cPi it  was witb a^Prayer for 

revtsiHg of the l^otiorarium* The fLrstl# rePresef?tatloi5 

to the C ,D .R .I .  ^-as ma(k four year? after the Project 

had closad o»s 1 0 .5 ,1989* The afsplicatiots, therefore, 

i s  barred by tiiae.

jj

''I

9'^ ....  That i75 ^regard.,, to the ,c#te*^ts ©f ParagraPh^4,(i )

o f the a p a i  cation# i t  is  adnittec. that the Project 

entitled " Efevelojaent ®f isterferoo l ’̂ dncB,r d’̂ ,d, 

m  ti vi ral ,Brags**t3S0d in ma^ Gtio^ed by th© m  Part™ 

tJ^Rt o f Sd.e’^08 a’̂ d Technology# (^ver^’meRt of rndia“

•here.if*after rê fe rred to as D « ' S « • I® that c»n%ction 

the D ,S ,T , issued a sai?ction letter dated 9th Jta®e, 

1980, The sa^ctioR letter contained the budget 

allocation with <fe tailed breakup ^ d  the mantfer in|whlch 

the raoWey allocated by them was t < ^  spe^t by the _  

C ,D , B ,I ,v  This letter indi cated that aps hoRorarix«n 

o f  Rs. 1500/- Jfer month wes t ^  Paid to the Principal 

investigetor with effect.froia 1 ,1 ,1981  i , e ,  aftar his 

retireJaent from h copy of this sanction

letter ©f the 0 ,8 ,^ .  i s  being filed  as jpnextim C^«l.

10. fhat the odntents of paragraph 4(11) o f  the 

application don©t reqolis any ccanments.

j

11, O^Qt in reply to paragraphs 4 ( i i i )  and 4(1 v)

of the application# it Is  ©niy a ^ t t e d  that the 

arector# C,D , p ,I ,  their letter dated 8 ,5 .1 9 8 0

had written to the El rector General# I ,C ,M ,r , that
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s 4 i

Present total emolOTie*5ts of t3h® applicant w®i® 

3#160/- ffer month aP<3 financial comn4t®ent in 

re site ct o f Dr * Gupt a ^e m  tobe a<3^<3 to tbe estfenete s 

o f  tlB ^*roje ci* It  was al s© mentio%<3 that the post 

of Sfeislor .Research. AssodLatfs d̂tsa Jtjnior_ Besearch 

i ^ o d .a t 6 S  could be ellral*sated t© acogramo<3ate the abovsB 

Proposal* The s^ctioiRi^g authority i . e .  I^Partme^t 

®f SdLeWc^ Technology, Gover*itnerjt of Xr*^a did not 

, ■ aPPaiently accept thes@ le comroefidatloi^s routed through 

aisd as would hi clear from iSPT^xure 

, ©niy agreed to h©n©rariuro, of Vs, 1500/- Par tnoT̂ th* 

After retiiBjmeT5t of t ^  applicant as,Per item 3(l4^)
c:-t;--.

of the sas^ction* It  J-s ais© noteworthy that a copy of 

this Ifljitter was se^t to Dr. B.M,Gtipta also a^d on<B hg 

starte<3 woi^dng in  the capaci ty of P i i i^ d p ^  mvestiga- 

tor and accepted the honorarium ©f 1500/- Ifer 

month# c^n o t  n©w claim a higher amount ana is  

e s t o J ^ d  frc«ra clalraing the san®^

12, That the ccS^tents of paragraph 4(v) of the 

application are denied. Ths letter ©f C ,D ,F ,I ,  was 

only re-confrsendatory and i t  could not be said t#)e 

representing the Project Sanctionitsg tethority. The 

eroplosroent and Pajraent o f honoraritin i s  a matter 

exclusively c©ncs: r*ted wi th the_ D .S .f  ,hc,'M*R,' and the;

awPLicant after his le ti renie:^t. The C ,D ,b . I ,  doesJnot 

eome injiicture at all.

13. That the contents of paragraph 4(vLt of the 

application are denied. The employment of the applicant



after retireRie*^t as a Pri*^ci Pal IB ^st ig a to r  was JJot

V a re-eraPlGsmet^t uB<2ei: the C .S ,I  ,R ,/C .D , R,I*< 1116
l i

hottoraiifen budget ted i*̂  the Pxoject out o f  the gra*»t 

all©QQted. by D ,S .T , was P 4 d  to Mm i® addi tlow t©

Bis pe*5si©ra wMdh the applicant was getting fi©ra C*D.R.X

t 5 8

14. That tfete CDnte^^ts of paragraph 4<vil) o f the

applicati©** are <3e>̂ ie<3f *111!® <3o îdltli©Hs o f gra^t as

la id  ao%© in the sectio n  o f the D .S ,f*  dated 9 | 6 .1980 

<3o«ot peiJMlt the C ,D ,R ,I • to titllla® the titigpant Part

o f  the gra^t for a«y,other pwrPDse aind.it was to be

SQrr@*sdered to the G©^inme*5t o f ira<a,Q. proposal

of Protection* o f salary of Prx^Jd.Pal investigator was 

J^ot accepted by tbs SatictiofJiy^g ^ t h o i i t y  and, ceJ^se- 

q^ieStl y J^othing more thaw the honorarium of 1500/- 

Pe r mo^ th ooul d d by the C, D, R, I • to th®

Qppllcapt,

15, That the oo^te^^ts o f  paragraph 4{v ili) of the

application are r*ot disputed*

16* That the contef>ts o f paragraph 4(ixd of the

application aze J^ot admitted as stated. Thg applicant
- ........ "  "  -  ' ' ' ............................................ ..  " ,  ................... ...

Wrote to the C ,B ,R ,I .  for the first tinie ©î  10*5.1989 

as would be clear f r ^  A ' f ^ r e  4r-l filed  by the

a p m i c ^ t  M m self. The letter ©f the applicant dated 

8th July, 1981 which is  iprfexur© 4-3 was addressed 

t© the El re ctor ral, Ii5ai a« Cotan cil of % di cal 

Issearch and not to the e .D .t ,! : . .  It  would be clear 

therefor® that the apSLlcant Isnew fvilly veil that the 

C ,D ,R ,I*  was not in the picture and the matter of his

I
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hc® © rari^ after jeetiremeT^t was the matter ©f agrei^e^^t 

between him a^^  ̂ the I*C .M *R ,* It  a p ^ a r s  that the 

letter to the C ,D ,r ,I#  <3ete<3 14*J-»4S84P^ ^ H t x u r e  A-1

was wiittei^ t© elicit  a rsPly ^®®gative t© create 

new cause ©f action ©niy;^ i M s  was dfn© wh®n _ the , ' 

5*ioject had already ©n(fed f©\ir )^ars earlier ©n 

31 .3 .1 985 ,

1*7, lhat in regard to the contents ©f paragraph

4(x ) o f the appli cation i t is  adrtsittea that the 

appii can t sabmi t te d a %  iXie s Cfe rti fl ca1?e • m

vjas no question o f any premise having been given 

t© him ©rally or in writing for Payment ©f any 

emolaraents ©n aisy assumed^k3®tK«««R3t enhanced rata 

as GSlcimstd by hinii; The allegation in that respect 

i s  d®niei,

18* That the contents of paragraEb 4(3dL) of the 

application are deniga, fh© C , D , w a s  n©t the 

Sanctioning ^luthorlty o f  the Project and# c©nseq\3eiitiy^

n© comral troent in  resard to the honorailuni at a M -ghe-r
■ ^  -«d

the D ,S ,T i c©ul<3 be given by the 

C ,D ,l?,i, ^d.th referenos to the Period after the

retirement o f the applicanti 4!Ri%xuis 1̂ -2 was ©niy a
■i> ■’ • ■■■ ■ — ■' ‘

ug-c©tnmendatl©n at the Priliininary stage t© the 

Sanctioning Authority* After the receipt o f  the 

Sanction^ '^nextire CA-1 the. a p p lic^t  worlced >’i thotat  ̂

deintir an<3 continued to draw the hon©rarilira e ^ r y  monthi 

It  aPlifears that it  was at the csonclusion of the Scheme



some savings were forth comning tbat the applicatst 

cap© out ^ t h  an appsal o f cS.-^rtlng the sara® while as 

flora 1981 t© 1985 he had been worling a*̂ <3 rece'iyl^g... 

the hoi^oraiitin o f »s. 1500/- Par siot̂ th iR additlo*^ to 

hl.s P@Tlsic0'-^

.............................  t 7 f ■

/i\19* Itjat the contents ©f paragraph 4 (x ii )  of the

application are denied, fhe applicant was neither 
*ngage<l4s s C.S.I,r* Scientist nor was re-era ployed 
©n a ,?X5st under the C,D*b,I,# l% accepted to work 

('/as a Principal In^stigator^ndgsr ths D.S.'F* Scheme 
on the c^'^ditions as laid down in the sanction of the 

This would b e  c l e a r  fr&m the. let ter of the' 
4d0tLnistratl w  Officer, dated 22,1,,1981 which is; being 
file d herewith as l^nexure-CA-a,.- :Bhere. was ,n©;|̂  

cjuestion of any violation ©f Service IMes ©f C.S.i.g^,
II

200 ^ a t  the contents of paragraph 4 (x ii i )  o f the

application are not to the matter in issiae

and henc?9 not adnitted as stated,.

21* fhat the ccsitents of paragraph 4 (x iv ) o f the

.application d©no t ... refiii re any coflinents excePt. that _

the non-recruitiaent ©f Person%1 all could not

go to the benefi t o f  the appli cant*U>vdjw MajTsij»^vu  ̂<xu4̂  

^  t ^ d X ^ L c ^  X ^  w a x  \r W

— JG SXx. H ■' —
22, Ifiat the cK>ntents o f  parafraph 4(xv) o f the

application are not. actoi tteii as stated* It  i s

actoftitted that the applicant^’as looking after the

Pr®j©Gt e^®n before his retiren^*^t but i t  was after



lr},-v@s"ttgat©:c tecss ceRdi.tl©f5s o f ,t ^  ^ _ . .

Sa**ctio^5 lettex,# C&-1,' It i s _ ’wr©’̂ § to state

t'tssr applicant m s re-€mpx©sed by ifm  C.D*,R,r**

f  8 t

23. IJiat tfee eoBte^^ts ©f paragraph 4 (xvi) ©f the 

apaicatl©i5,, are,,ie^ied* .JNfe could ©fJly claim the' 

bD^s©raiitKn ©f fe. 1500/- ifer *no?3tb a®a is  »ot ©ntitle<9 

t© 3̂ 5y other aa^wnt.

A

24. That the coti tei^ts ©| paragraph 4 fxvii ) ©f the 

application? aie adnitte^„t© the extent/that the 

aPRLiea^^t had agreed t© w©rk as Principal In-wastigator 

in the Project s^cti©5ne<3 by the B .S .f ,  ©n the ter®s 

asd coJ^dttioiJs raerJtioR;€<3 the SaPcti©** ©.jpSs r# 

-iKPinextJr© C&-1, fiest ©f the allegations ar® deified*

25. That ths contents ©f paragraph 4([xviii) ©f ths 

aPPlicatica? a„m ie*^le<f* . Th s H p *  H*T_*;„has bsfW wroRgly

made a Party i^  regard to a matter which pertai’̂ s 

t© a Psrf.od sub^quent t© the retlrene^Jt oi the applicant 

fi®!n service ©f C.D,R,I,<, '

26. lhat the oontei^ts of Paragraph 4 (xix) ©f the

i.application^ are defied,' The aPpllcsitit is  r̂ ot

e*5 ti tie ̂  to â ty srooiĴ J t or i «  te re st from the C, D, * *

27. That the ccTJterits of paragraph 4<xx) ©f tl^

aPPLi catic®  ̂ are de'^ied.

28* That the ooi^te^ts o f paragraph 5 the grotmas 

ine»tior5ed therein* are <9ei^ied*



r

29* That tbe eointents o f paragraph 6 o f the aK>lic«« 

ti©n T!ee<3 n© coraHerats;

t 9 s

30. fhat the «>b tents of Saragralti 7 o f  the appll- 

catio5E5 n®ed R© ccsii^nts*

31, That Ihe cdntents ©f ParagraJh 8 of the applica- 

tl©u ai^ aemed* The applicant i s  not entitle a to

relief*

4

If  V.P.BaksM# aged about 56 years# Cb'^troller

©f 4x3mlRistratloo# CteBtral.Srug Besearch institute# 

Lwcl<Pow# do hereby verlfy that the contents ©f paragraph 

% s .  1 t© 31 ©f this wiitte*^ staterafnt are true to 

lo^owledge# based oiJ rep>rd a v o il^le  in the offio? 

ana belief* %  Part of it  is  false# so help m. God*

Sa.gt5ed a**d \®rified this 

1991 at L\aGkn®w*

LUCK%W| DMTBm- 

JarJuary^fj J# 1991^

day ©f January#

ODNt FD LLE R . 0  F  J i IM I  S t ST 

i OR O PgQ ^ TE P A ir ry  k> *2l§_____
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Co uC'i; I n il en t of' Ini'  ̂■'.i

,ot.PAaT.;r.:a or sci^'/:t Ai'.J iu-L...:[:LDGY

TCCri::OLGGY DHAV".;;, 
Ne.j .'.LuaAULi t(CiA'̂ . 

NC'J 'J lLrl  I _ n O  0 ','-) .

O.-.TtO ^ 3'JfvE, 1 ,̂80

1 h 3 0 j. r ;■ c L o r ,

Le . t r d l ' D r u g  Rf;riO:;'rcii itu tc,

Ch-Jttar Hanzil  Palace ,

L u c k n ou-2 26  D01 .

j '.; c t : - funciinq oT R e s e ar c h  progriinitiie oiit c jF ' Ge ner al  R e s o a r c h  

f^und "OuuQ lopmont of' i n t e r f e r o n  i n d u c e r s  .'id a n t i u i r a l  

druQs for use in m a n " .  ■

I dm d i r e c t e d  to r e f e r  ' o  ICHR itit: t >u'. . 3 Q / V ' / ' ’ " '>-3-I

i.’;l 2!:i.y»79 iiiiJ to c n n yey t h e a a n c t i.! ■ o f  tiie Presid<:3nu to the 

M' .val of  the (jrojer,!. e n t i 1 1 ed~”'^nTTu e I o p rn e n L o £ I n t e t  lert^n indircers 

. ■ I;' ' u i r a L lii . , fo i' use  in man"  u, ,:L>r L!ie y u i J a n c e  o

Cu|j':a, A:.i; ;istant D i r e c t o r ,  C. .-a]. Drug Resear^. .  i n s t i t u t e ,  

k M j u  at a'tot?',!,  LUi’.t o f  Rs, 5 , 33 . 7 0 0 / - I Rop^'es Fiue Lakh I n i ' ^ ty  

i;-, 'hoLJsand 3ju(;n hundred Only ) .  '.,10 iccma o f  exocr; J i t u i  ^

'.;!iii;h trio t o t a l  a l l o c a t i o n  o f . 5 , 3 3 , 7 0 0 / -  for a p e r i o d  o f  

'■ I'., ha^ buM'.'î  a pp rt) \ji M1, are  ij _ ‘jcn b'.3lou‘ -

1 . jt.i : I I a ry

P e r (n -a n e n t ' t  i’llj i p m e n t

' . f r»P 1  ̂ '''a te r i a l̂ s

■'i . C u 11 j n ij u 11 c i e s .

h . 11; ,1 \j e i

>is !QT

Pr.. 1,9 6,2GO/-

f e . 2,70,000/- (as j>er list

f e . 30,000/-

15,000/-

< .>  • 22, SOO/-

L Ib. 5,33, 706/T'

res ’■ ient is also cunuI’Y d  to the
' - o f fbj 3^ : i, 'J SO /  - ( r( u p 0 e s rpree Cai<h LiL3t-)t

'jLjouftJ r^ine '^untTFeB T J f  ty O n l y , ' '  the  fiiijt i n sta lme nt  o f  

' ';)r;int fpr ttio y ea r  1980-01 as p>. . d e t a i l e d  oi vpn  b el ouJ-

1 . Staff S u i a ry

2 . P e r (II a n 0n t (|u i ;jino.n t

3 . pal  j e ;j I’t t a r i a 1 s

't , Cun' i (rjcnc u> -3 .

:) . ! r a \j e ].

'is.

f c ,

Rs.

r O ' A L  Fh.

/
'T'riAjL.'tJCrX

2 5 , 2 0 0 /-

2 , 7 0 , ^ 0 0 / -  (-5 p e r  l i s t )

■ , eficDsed 
7 , 5 0 0 / -

2 , 5 0 0 / -

3 , 7.0/-

3 , 0 )1 , 9  5 0 / ^  ■

. . .?/-

I

I
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2
Hie pollouinQ nbafF hus b^sn agrcal  to for the durat ion of  

r 0 j a c t  ̂- X

I •.

. J '^sinnn t i nn oF the P o s h

j/', H-;Mj:.rch Ao.̂ u c J--! Lu

Research Fb H qu

•̂ r . Lnh . i>s3 istnnt

Honra r i um to the 

(a lter  P I ' g ret^rorr.ont)

f^n.of Post

Tuq

Tu q

Tuo

1 .1.01

Lum D-  S u n ^  Sn  l n v y 

i'3.12U0/- p .m . fixad  

"=5. 450/- p . n.

H:. 4G0/- p.m.

1 5-QO/- p . m .

II

n

<̂i , - Sanction oF the qrant . u sub ject  to ths conditions  as 

dt> ta i led  in « « - .i " • A .nnexure~I,

5 .  On the ba s is  o f  the ter.m.s..!"a'Dd.conditions given  in Annexure-I ,

a c t i o n  is be ing taken for the draual  of sanctioned amount the  

g r a n t  to you for t.ho p er io d  mentioned in para--2, abov/e.

fj . The oxfjonditurn ’ ''.vnlved is debi lablo  to Demgrid N o ,g g_

r.'[i ar tm'.'nt o f  Gc.'onco & Technology,  Hajor Head-'^?n C - S c i e n t i f i c  

Iji; r u i c e ^  (jn c h C_2-Asi: i r, tancc for othe,  -.u . un ti t-'ic Rese?jrch. 

I—  2 ( 1) -Assi^itance c..., ot hj r  Sc i e n t i f i c  Bodies ,  C _2 (  1) (23)-»G3nera 1 

H e s c a r c h  Fund ^' 'bn-Pr^n* txpijnditiure) For the year 19C0-81.

7 .  Th :̂’ s a n . t i o n  has been iscucd  under the pouerr- delegated  to

the rninic . riBs  and u ith  thL> concurrence o f . . Integrated Finance 

i-Huisiqn j F Oepartmont oF Science  and Technology u ide .::ir'

Dy ,J-o ,7 7 3 5 4 8 / I F 0 / 8 D  d ated 30 .5  . 1980

0 .  Ti'ie undursigned  I'.,;.., no rriason to ' bel ieve  that 'grantes

iî is t i t u t i o n  is involued in currupt  p ra ct ice s . . - ' . :  • r,-

y .  Ttvj amoi.int -in •, ques t ion u i l l  be droun by the Orauing ,

Oiabu. .  a ing .Q_f/iccr__oF tho Oapartment of Scicncs  and Technology 

ond .'uhill b.^. d isbu rs ed  ’ to The O ir e c t or ,  Central  -njo “'"''^Gcrcn

In-j' -'ajtu, LUCKUQvJ , 226  QC ' . .. .

1 0 ,  Thu cjrantea is not recjuired to exacute r bond*

Youri' fai'-hfully,

caKiw''--

{ JOSEPH P OOHiJ) . .

Pr̂  I'lr''PAL OFriCEH



foru;rd;jd fui' in fo r n ^t io n  and necessary  a . : ' io n  to*- 

ThG: Accountant ^ g i ,. .■ .1^ Central  ‘' 'euenues,  New ^ e l h i .

The Adcountont General ,  C entral  Revenues, ( S p e c ia l  Ceil ) ,_

'v,;'.. ;j : 11, j .

! / i I ; ' ; ' J  1'inoncL; Divii^ion, OST^ Ni;u O^slhi.

<-n , / iro ct);-jy to th:j Hrnuinr) Oisjursin^^ O f f i c e r ,

-c'.:') ,1 1 , UDf Top m.ik inQ tho no i;e r,r>,! ry payment tc

:3r -ji itoc; . ' ' ■ ■’

fiie Pay 4 Accounts O f f i c e r ,  OST^ Ng u  J e l h _  . ' ’"-h sp3rc  co py .

Copy to O r .  ^^-0'. Oattn B aulk ,  Assistant  Dirc,„':Qr Gg h B v-t I ,  

Indian Council  o f  ^G id ica l  Re-', - "ch, Ansari  Nagar,

D-lhi-llQ 0 1 6 .

^ ^ Y o u  ara raquOstecJ to quuLu aKiays our refcronce  nuTnb^f 

in all  your fu l^ ro  corresponoiinco )

K- 3

Or .  B.ii . uupta, -'.ssistant O ir ac to r ,  Central 

In s t it u t e ,  Chattar  l^an?!! Palacc ,  t-ucknou-226 001 .

® L. 7
Accounts Saction ,  OST, Nuu O e i h i  ( 2 copies  ) ,

Sanction F o ld e r .  ( 2 copies  )

l-‘rrice copy.
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c s : :t p a l  d r u g  r e s e a r c h  t î s t i 'I’u t s

Chattar  Manzll  P alace ,  
Lacknov .

I ir 4 ) /P .0 - E s t t .  Dated:  1 4 . 7 . 1 9 8 0 .
- c r  I '

C o p y  I n r o r n o t i o n  n e c e s s a v y  ■ ' ^ c t i o n  t o : -

r-c counts Coot ion 
Dill Lection 
Heerultmtirit Cell 
Sr.Furctiase Officer 
Sc,I/c, Information 
Sc.l/c, Library 
Sc.I/c, Virology Division

'̂ V\yLZyC-er̂ \ĵ ( R n wAH/vL ) 

CECl’ION OB'FICSH.
Ch^
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r-ji’muntor (30 L i t .)

Cold CuntriTuga Table model (Seccman) 
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DSmRTMClNTT OF SCIS^ICS & TSCHNvLOoY 

IGK.YiR.L RE3R^:.CH FU.-P)

TKRMS ^ CQKDinOK'S OF GP. 'T̂ _

Approval o f the research ’'reposal and the grc.nt being  

released is for the , specif:!:; project santioned and should be 

exclusively  spent -on this  project w ithin  -he stipulated  

t im e iV T h e  In stitu te  is  not permitted to seek u t il is e  

fu n d sfro m  any other organisation (Governnient, S-mi-'Goverrnent' 

Autonomous or Private ) for the vjork that is supported under 

this scheme, Any nns;[/j:'.c part of the amount sanctioned would 
surrendered of ^ r ^ i a and~~carry forward

y/Q2ir fo r . u t ilis a t io n  > or  t h e ’

 'vTro~jT7TF~Ti7ry'~lTcr''coT^  ̂ only with the spccif - approval

of th(: :TItT~oT^S^ ^ TccTTnolorrv .

( l i )  For porTTianont, oemi-permanent assets acquirer^ solely  

o/, m'liti.ly out of tViCj gram,, an audited record in  t̂  .!_■ form of 

'r o :  ter in  the proscribed proforma n c lo se d  shall be

maintained by the 1 'litute. T term "assets'* means (i) 

irnrr.ovable property and ( i i )  movable property of a capital 
natijxo,; where the v a lu e , excaecis Rs.1 ,0 0 0 /- , The grant w i l l  not 
b-? utilised  for construction of any bu ilding  unless s p e c ific  

provision' is in:‘ le for this purpose. /  ' '  ̂ "

( i i i )  A ll the assets  acquirec*. from the grant w il l  be 'the '

property’ of Government of Indif^and should net without tlic 

prior  sanction of the Department of Science £i Technology be 

c^isposed o f f , ,  or', encumbered or utilised , io r  purpose other 

than thpse for ,,'which the granc has been .-sanctioned. "  ' ■

(iv ) At the' concJLusipn of the projecty cne Government of •

sale -of these, u . sets:, iThjB', Govt,r o f In d ia  has the ua.fecretiori- 
to yiit the' assets',,to..the’/Institute:,if ■ it.;.-consiuers ■ it ■ 

app^priate , •••■• • ' , 7 . " ^ . : ; ’

(v) -"'"TfiS Institute'will furnish'half-yearTv Tjrogrc^s report  ̂£  i - _________ « -  . • ■ ■ . -

nil

cr'cf^;rtaininq, the -r;rogreGs of'woi k rnd resolving a n y 'd i f  ficul'ties  
llMt iiii'rit bo encountc';r^d in the course , of . implcTnentation,' '

Ivur inq' thf; 'progress of :̂\\o project tlTa Xnf?titute w i l l ' ’- ' ' 

provitJe a] 1- fa c i l it ie s  to the sjientist£ :/specialists  

:yy v.'Dy of accommodation, etc . On completion of the project  
copx(.;^ of a consui^,. c'.'i+-od report of the done c \ -he

subject sh'ili be sent to the Financial A dviser, Department, of 

-cic-tic  ̂ 6-Tfr:chnolc^/, Technology Bhavan, New Mchrauli Road, 
iJow D e ;  hi-i. i o o ')9 .

3
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(vi )
'I'he Lnstitute

V

j_'jsT:itute is  required to send to he Financial 
d e v is e r , D t p a r t r n o f .£ Scicnce & Technology .  ̂ the end of 
O'jrh financicil ye.-c as well as at the time of seeking

lu.rthor instalmants of the grant a ?t of assets referred to in para (ii) above.

4'srtrnent of Scienc /&^T£chnor^ the Financial Adviser, • ■

Pi^ogress report ^  stateme;x of accounts 
in.t.,irnent ,of thq g r a n t /   ̂ time of seeking further

'̂■P'^rtmorit o f ^ S c i e n c c • ^ ' ^ the Financial A:.Viser,
'jhU <ifj tiudited utilisation certificr.te

Withifi Gix -'accounts pertaining'c-o the grant
' ' • . .n ns follov/ing the end of each financial year.

UX) ihe Comptroller a;.d Auditor General of I.u^ic: at his 
CiScertion; sViall have the right of-access to th^ book and 
occcunts of th e ’yinstitute for the'grant received *from. the 
Gcve'rnrrient .■ ■ 1..' ■••''' ■ y

(x) Ttie Institute v ill  maintain :5epc._ute audited account 
for this project. It-is found expendient to Keep'a part or 
vhoie' of the grant in a bank'.account--earhij"iy interest, the 
Intej-ust, thus earned, should be reported t,6'the rtment ot 
c.cience u Technology. The interest thus earned will be 
■created as-a credit "to the' l;:scitm.e vt- ll.;adjusted to’.^ards 

5urthcr instalment: of the grant’ :.. to

V-i) SriXe p r o c e e d s * ,. i f  any>- as “li ''resu lt  "o f  j-the 

''A  the  p ro j.ect ,- aris in g  d i r e c t l y  from  f u n d s ' g ran ted  ^ d e r  the  

VpChome s h a l l  b e  r e m itte d  to  the Gov?^rnm ent.of^Iiwia,._, T.ie
____ ------------------------------------- 1-  ̂ r̂ r̂ r4-1rtn

y.ii ) The k n o w :■ ge,.^rated' f irom; the" prOjccT:. vs;
property d,f • the*; Government'- of-. ' and-' an^';;r’̂ ?|5,p^s, way.-
;f nalp of;'kno^ how royalt: . etc. e:hall-accrue ^6 t^e,

■*  ̂ ~ r , , ,  S +-Ciof I-’d_a may, in its

icr cravjing speoification-‘a;... - cher da-a'necessary to-enable
tho' trcnsfcr of. kna/;-hov/ tb other parties'and thc' institxi to.
i':.v)ld Lut.ply alj i-_he needed inforrnatiorj the reauest-.of - .

“ • - & Techn9lpgyr ^
tVie rjiiariCie) Der^artrr;*nt-of Science;
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(vi) The Institute  is  required to send to he Financial 

A d v iser , Dtpartmor ,■£ Science & Technology  ̂ the end of 

O'jch finciriclal ye^. r as ■well as at the tiiTiO of seeXing 

£;irther in s ta lm e n ts 'o f 'th e  grant a ■ : ?t of assets referred  

to in  para ( i i )  above. . , ^

( M i )  T he ’ Infitit'.'.'.-e w il l  furnish  to the ' F inancial a dv iser , ■ 

D'^nartment of Science & Technologv a statemei.t of accounts 

along vrith tVio .progress report/ a t  the time of seeking further 

irist;-;lment .of the grant. .

(v ii i )  The iiiiititute w il l  furnish  to the F inancial A.O,viser. 

D'ip.-:;rttnent of Science 6, Technology/ u t ilisa tio n  certificr.te 
MriU .iri audited  statement of accounts pertaining to the grant 

vJithin s ix  months follovJing the end of each financial y e ar ,

■ -I'- '• " '
lix) The Comptroller arxl Auditor General of I.^'i- at his  
discertion,' shall have the right of -access to tV̂ :. boo'k, and 

accounts of the ..Institute for the -grant received -from, the 
Gcvernrfient .• ■ I . '  " ■ '■

(x) ■ Tte i::stitute v^ill maintain sepa:.ate audited account

for this project... It-is found expendient to k e ^ ' a  part or 
whole' of the gra-nt in  a bank' .account earhiny in t e r e s t / 'the 
:.ntej-ust, thus earned, should be reported t.6 'the D=n:.'.rtment of 

c-cience a Technology. The interest thus earned w il l  be 

•xreated as-a crnedit to  the' l,.scituv.e vtcll.'-'.i!?' adjusted tov.’ards 

further instalment; of t h e ‘ grantV- ' • ‘  ̂ ,
t .. - ■ : 7 . ; - — ■ ; "

:/.i) ,S-̂vle proc&edsv , i f  any;,- as result "o.f.-the develo^^^

';:.f the proj,ect-arising directly  from funds granted‘W d e r  the 
'ficheme sViall be remitted to the GQvr'rnment.of^InMi.a.,, The 

v.vortOTient .-of ■ India .niay-.at its';discre'ti'dn"aT.lW-^ portion ' ■ 

of such receipts, to be retained" by-the' Ins^.tuVefl 'Z-i' -
r . ■•■•■r- ■■ .3 ' :  .'-.-■iOvT'. 1C-

x i i )  The know-y*pw,: go/.crated 'from ’-the" project; ;the.
irofio rtv o f : t.Kp>- rCMT *-\+- » •TV . rs ' Ti r ' * ' T  rv̂  C ViVT Tfcyaif

Itc cravang specification^a.... ..her data'necessary tO; enable 
thrj trcnsfor of. kna>j-hdvj tb other parties 'and the' Institxi cc. 

^h'vjld £-upply a i ;  the needed infofrnatior) a-*: the reauest-of ■- . 
uhe / j Tiar»c j Q J A^'/'rier, Deportrfi’nt' of Science Technology./-

’.c.
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(xiv) The Iriiititute may not entrust-the implementation 

of the v.’Ork for vh ich  the grant is being sanctionGd to 

atioth-r in stitu tio n  and to divert the grant receipts as ' 

ansist^^nco to the .T"'t;'.r in stitu tio n , L'l c a se 'th e  Institute 

not in  a position  to executc or complete the 

\A(j]c:c:t.l it tri'ay be required to 'ru iund  forthw ith  the Government 

of India tfiLi Qntire. amoant of grants-in-aid received by i t .

1-ri f-xceptionaLs cases, this conditions may be rrelaxeci 

by tyio cjoyorrunent of In d ia . ' .

(xv) , The s t a ff  that may be employed for th:: project by the 

I-istitutlon are not to be treated -3ls employees of the . ■ 

Governmciint of India  and th:: employment of such ata ff  t,he- 

time o f ' completion or termination of the pro ject , u i l l  not 

be the concern /responsibility  of the Government of India .
Thoy w i l l  t»c, subjectiad-to adm inistrative contro2 and 'service  

rules a.c applicable  (leave, TA and DA,, r t c . )  of the institv.to 
v.TiGre the project  is based. For the expuiiditious implementation 

of the Research Pr'.-jects, the investigator incharge v ;ill take 

tne assistance of the Instiitutes concerned in the process 

of selootion  and appointment of staff  and payment to th 'm .
Ĵ n caas of any special posts, r a t , 'S  oC oay may be decided by 

the DeparttDC.'nt_pf Sciencc & Technology.* ■

--b i v i T h e _ H i y l g  l i^e l  _Cornn\^tee of Scientist-i res

rir;h~ to tcnr-inate the qrant~at anv*'^taQ£§"if i f  ":

reserves the 

grant at any” ^tag£§‘ i f  i f ’ls convinced 

that thu grant’ :has not been properly u t ilis e d  .or appropriate ■ 

prooreBS ii3- not beirig made. c. -. v:-

• (xvil)-'TV»e pro ject  w i l l  become operative w ith  effect  from.-., 

the aate on vjhich the grant is  received by the Insti^u  

"rtf', date w i l l  be i.nti.tnatod by the Institute  to cf -* sanctionxng 

'autr.ofity^ ' " “
----- y ' f r ; * ■ j “

-If the-investigatoirlto .whom, a. grant^for a'j^roj_ec^_—  
i.-'.s'^y>;n c iiictioned, leaves the ^nstitUw.^on where trt: 

proji.'C>-. in based, the investigator shou3.d submit a complete
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GESTRAL DRW ’>T.5SA;Uri ISaTITUTt

0\\ ifc‘-^lRt'Cy

C> V/ -t*,. \iw O ^ 0t-̂-'“
Chattar H anzll Talftc«i 

luclmow.

Ho, n/^ /BO -BBU . d*-;«di 22nd January ‘',98‘\.

OPTIC?' v̂ ORAKBUy

Sub; ?unding orf Eoaearch Prograaffie o\r aaaral

Reaearoh fund "Development _at6ri:ti :. induawf 

and CUi'Givirel drugfc tt>x ua« in nan*”

Having aooeptad the tarma and oonciitionB contained in the 

letter lo . HC3/BST/769/79 dated 9 .6 * ‘’,980 of GOvt. of India* i>«parcuent 

p>-f Science 4 1 ethnology, Dr . B*M. Gupta, has taken <tv«r aa Principal 

inveatigat«r of -the Sohem‘g'-*^^BwgtFpmerir~gf~intei?efoTPtlsd:\nf9lTla^ 

Cintiviral druga for uae in nan" w T ^ f .

D r. B.M. Qupta, 
P r lno tp a l In ’«e8 tig ax« r.

(jogendr» Pa l Singh) 
A^ ffiin iatr-tiye O ff ic e r

■f;i n

V

Opy if* I

1 . looountB Section
2 . B i l l  action
3 . 8 .0 . it*l)

4. S.O. (fi)
5 . S r .  S ta ras k Purchase W f ic e r
6 . S ie r ta  O ff ic e r
7 . 8o» I / o . -  Infortaatlon
8 . Bo. I / o . * L ib ra ry
9* ftc« 1/0. - Virology
10. Reoeptionl*-*

11. Secu rity  O ttloer
1 2 . '''ij# Principal 8oi*atixxo ^xiic^r^

D«p«rtMnt « f Bclancri Sc 

?e<*n«l®gy Shaw»ni Sto . ' ::3fS«ilt n»id ,
i.*W, ii^lhl.

-U-
■>7

V
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IN THE HON*BLE CENTRAL MIMISTRAVE TRIBUNAL 

CIRCUIT BEMGH, LUCKNOW 

0«A* ISIOe 260 of 1990

'V

Dr . B, M. Gupt a ................  ......... ...............Pet it ione r/Appl ic ant

Vs,

Union of 3hdia Sc Others .... ....................... ......... Opoosite Parties

REJOINDER REPLY TO THS WRITTEN ST^^EI^HT OF O.P.'No.S

I, B.M« Gupta, aged about 68 years, son of

Late Sri S, Gupta, resident of 162, Niralanagar*

Lucknow, do hereby soleranly affirm, tnd state

as under :

1. Th.3t I em the petitioner/applic "=nt

in the sbove noted case, and as such I am fully 

conversant with the fects and circumstances of the 

C'se deposed hereinafter^ I have gone through the 

written statement of the Opposite Party No, 3,

and have understood the contents thereof<

2 . That the contents of para 1 of the written

statement need no comments,

That in reply to para 2 of the written



Statement, it is stated that the same are being replied

Ŝ:
as under.

4e - Th.-t in reply to para 3 of the written statement/ 

it is stated that as already stated in para 4 (i& ii) 

of the application, the Indian Council of Medical 

Research ) were the soonsors, end the Department

of Science and Technology was the body which provided 

the funds. The project was mooted, initiated and 

administered by Central Drug Research Institute(C*D*R, I * } 

administration when the applicant was in service of the 

C,D*R, I, But later on# after the anplicant's retirement, 

he was asked to continue the project* It would be

worthwhile to clear that the word, ’honorarium* has

recently been written by the Opposite Parties, as on

this point alone a lot of correspondence was made, and 

only to meet out the required expenses and payment of 

applicant it was decided not to appoint research associates 

so that the payment be made to the applicant equivalent 

to his last pay drawn. It would not be out of place to 

mention here that the answering respondent has annexed 

annexure No, GA- 1  to his reply, in which the details of 

funds have been given. There in the first head, the 

word *salairy* has been mentioned, against which 

f?s« 1,96,200/-  were sanctioned# Later on, in the 2nd page 

of the same, it ĥ ŝ been mentioned that the Principal

Investigator i*e« apnlicant will get Rs*1500/- per month



- 3 ^

as honorarium* whereas on the heeding given above, the 

word’lump sura salary* has been used* This shows that

the amount# which was being given to the applicant was 

definitely a fixed salary and not honorarium* The word 

•honorarium’ has recently been used. In the same it has 

been mentioned that after the retirement of the applicant# 

meaning thereby that the project was very much continuing

from the tenure of service of the applicant. It is further

submitted that the answering respondent has denied his

own liability, whereas the answering respondent is under

a legal obligation to pay the arrears of salary to the

petitioner, as the grant was received by the answering

respondent, and they have paid less amount, whereas for

the purpose of completing deficit, one post of Senior

Research Msistai’t was kept vacant, so that the amount

sanctioned ag-inst that post be adjusted towards the

salary of the applicant. Therefore, the answering

respondent is very much a proper party, and the immediate

control was of the answering respondent, and still

remaining funds are with the answering respondent. The

amount v?hich is with the answering respondent is the same

which was to be paid to the applicant,

- 3 -
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>, 'That in reply to para 4 of the written statement,

it is stated that the contents of the para under reply 

are misconceivedmisleading and wrong# and are denied*

In reply thereto it is stated that the matter in dispute 

is very much the consequence of service^ and es such 

the petition is maintainable* Rest of the contents 

have already been replied in the above paras of this 

reply. It is further submitted that it was the 

Director of G .D .R ,I* , who submitted the research , 

proposal to the sponsorer, I»C®M«R» as early, as 1979,

Later on, the Director, C,D*R* I* received the funds 

from the Department of Science and Technology directly 

for the execution of the project at and under the 

supervision of C .D .R ,I , It was the Director, C ,D ,R *I« , wh 

a m o n t h  prior to the start of the project took firm 

decision to appoint the applicant as Principal Investiga­

tor of the project*, QSie said charge was taken over 

by the epplicsnt by the orders of Director, C .D .R , I* 

in June 1980 w .e«f, 9-6-80 in addition to his regular 

duties and work*

6, That the contents of para 5 of the written

-6-
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statement are wrong/ hence denied. The application 

is very much in time, which is evident^from the perusal 

of the application as well as its anr.exures', because 

the matter was under consideration till  14-9-89.

-5-

7, That the contents o£ para 6 of the written

■ statement need no comments except to say that the

i

? appliGation is well in time and the applicant is very
■I

j . ■

f much entitled to the emoluments of fc,SISO/^- per month,

f ■■ ■
li

I which is equivalent to his last pay drawn.

8* That the contents of para 7 of the written

statement need no comments^

9* That the contents of P^ra 8 of the written

statement are wrong as alleged, hence denied. In . reply 

thereto it is stated that the applicant had been 

continuously writing and praying to the sponsors I*C*M,R 

and Department of Science and Technology since 1991 

on the strength of the G,D ,R , administration's 

recommendation during the progress of the project and 

thereafter# but there was no categorical reply as to
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clearing the dues^ or refusing to do so. Therefore,

cause of action did not arise until receipt of the

impugned letter, dated 14-9-89, which he.s been annexed

as /^inexure No. A-1 to the application.

In fact^ it WPS the duty o f■ the C .D.R , edministre-

tion to write and remind all concerned to ensure that

the commitxTients made to the applicant were fulfilled

3s per the letter of the then Director^ G .D .R * ! ,,

dated May 8, 1980. Unfortunately, however, as the

C.D.R*!*, administration was not forthcoming in discharging

its obligations, the applicant had no alternative but

to take initiative himself, yjhen all his efforts failed

in getting his dues,, he finally wrote to G,D,R*I«

10 , That the contents of para 9 of the written

Statement need no comments, but it is further stated that 

once again it may be noted that the Department of Science 

and Technology was the grantor of funds to C ,D»R ,I,

and to that effect could draw up a plan for expenditure
i

 ̂ i 
to be followed. However, the appliC'-nt is not concerned

with the financial technicalities of the grantor’s

plans. What mattered to him was that his employer.

Director, G ,D ,R ,I ,  had assured him protection of his

-7-
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pay as indicated in Annexure No» -^2 of the application i»e, 

letter dated 8th May 1980 of the Director, C*D,R,I#

11, That the contents of para 10 of the written

statement need no comments*

A

12* That the contents of paca H  of the written

statement are wrong, misleading and misconceived, hence 

denied as alleged. In reply thereto, it is stated that 

the applicant is, not bound by the sanction letter of 

the grantor i«e. Department of Science and Technology,

He is concerned only with the express assurance in 

writing and otherwise of -his employer i«e, C ,D ,R , I* 

administration, who had ample time to cetegorically str3te 

that the applicant's salary would not be protected*

13e That the contents of para 12 of the written

statement are wrong, hence denied. In reply thereto, it 

is stated that the decision to start the project was 

taJcen by C,D*R, I , as early as in 1979« The applicant 

took over as Principal Investigator of the project on the 

basis of the assurances as indicated in the said letter of 

Director, dated 8th May 1980 after the funds were made

« 8-
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* 8-

aveilsble to C *D .R ,I. administration, who remained

Ŝ( incharge of the financila, administrative and technical

aspects of the projecte Therefore# C ,D ,R ,I , was very

much in the picture right from 1979 onwards till the

termination of the project*

14, That the contentions of para 13 of the written

statement are wrong, hence denied. In reply thereto.

it is stated that the applicant had been engaged as

the Principal Investigator designate of the project

since 1979(see letter dated 8-5-80. ^nexure A-2), and he

continued to work in the same capacity in the project.

which was being controlled and run by C,DsR*i^ since

June 1980 t ill  its termination in March 1985. Therefore^

the applicant continued to be in active service of

A }

C.D.Rale till  the conclusion of the project*

15. That the contents of para 14 of the written

statement are wrong, hence denied* in reply thereto.

it is stated that the employer, G .D^R ,I, administration 

CL
filed to comn\unicete before 31-12-80 to the applicant 

that his salary would not be protected after his

suDerannuatiort. I^Ihereas, savings had been generated

^9-
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«9~

/S( for the intent purpose of paying the difference of

'I
rem^ineration to the applicant as envisaged in the letter 

of the Director, CeD.R, I , , dated 8«5-S0 by eliminating
i

; the posts of Senior Research .^sociate/Junior Research

Associate, but the C .D ,R ,I , administration failed to 

i • ■ . 

i fulfil the comrnitinents made to the applicant* Department

' of Science and Tachaologj’’ does not appear to h?̂ ve raised
i

any objection towards elimination of the said posts
i ■ ■ ■

after considering the circumstances for doing so.

16* Ihat the contents of para 15 of the written

statement need no comments^

17* Th't in reply to paras 1 6 .and 17 of the

v^ritten statement# it is stated that many of the 

contentions of the para under reply have been replied 

in the preceding oarers of this rejoinder reply. 

However, it is further submitted that the date of 

!bm.ission of no dues certificate was 14*-12~87, which 

shows that though the project had concluded in March 

1985, all matters pertaining to the project hed not

been closed for good. The aoplic-nt h'^d. every hopes

«10-
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of obtaining his due amount froin his employer C ,D .R ,I*

which had been promistd/assured by the Director^ C ,D,R . I,

as clearly understood in his letter# dated B-S-SO to the

sponsors (I.CeM. R ,) and the subsequent action taken

by him in eliminating the post of Senior Research

Associate/Junior Research Associate. All doubts

about commitinents made by the employer i .e . Director,

C ,D *R ,I, are put at rest by his letter and subsequent

follow up actions as stated hereinbefore( the then

Director, C .D .R . I, .Dr* Nitya i:?and may be approached

by the answering respondent to confirm the actual

position of the facts and circumstances)« and if this

Hon'ble Court thinks it to be Proper, he may be summoned

before this Hon*ble Court to verify the c ontentions

of the applicant. Anything contrary to it is denied^

18, That the contents of para 18 of the written

statement are denied. In reply th ereto ,it  is stated

that C .D .Rel, may or may not be the sanctioning

authority of the oroject, but it was certainly the

i appointing authority of-the applicant^ As such C .D.R , I*

is fully responsible for fulfilment of its commitments

•1 1 .
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to him to orotect his salary after his retirement# and

it is only on accouat of this comrnitrnent made by the

Director, C,D«R, I. that the aoplicant decided to

continue with the project v/ork rather than look for

alternative assignment elsewhere.

It is denied that the applicant cont’inued to

work without demure as stated* As a dedicated scientist

and conscientioTis worker# the applicant was immersed

'V

in his research project in good faith under the

impression that the administration was taking up the

matter of protecting his salary wife appropriate

author it ies,

In the para under reply^ the C ,D ,R ,I«  is

obviously trying to misguide the Hon’ble Tribunal

by stating that 'the applicant came out with an 

appeal* only after the conclusion of the scheme. The 

fact is that the applicant had been continuously 

reminding the sponsors(I,CeM«R») and through them 

the grantors (D .S .T , j since July 1981. As stated in 

the earlier paragraph of this reply, these reminders 

were in fact the responsibility of the employer i*e« 

C,D*R. I,which the applicant had to discharge due to

«12-
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the callousness of the C.D.R , I*s gdrninistration in

doing its duties in proper manner. Some of the copies

of correspondence viz, 3-10-81# 27-'^-89 and 26-4-89 

of leCsMsR to D .S.T* and dated 19-4-88 from the

applicsnt to Additional Director General^ I,G,M*R«

are being enclosed herewith as Arinexure No. R-lf R-2,

R-3 and R-4 to this reply.

19. That the contents of para 19 of the written

statement are not'^ue, hence denied. In reply thereto.

it is stated that the applicant was named Principal

Investigator designate as early as in 1979, and took

over as Principal Investigator of the project as per

the recommendation of his employer. Director, C.D.R^ls

in June 1980* The terms and conditions as contained in

the letter from D*SeT. (763/79) and the earlier commit­

ment of the Director, C .D .R , I , made clear to the

sponsors th?t emolioments oeyable to the applicant would

be equivalent to the salary drawn by him at the time

of his retirement. These two documents together form

the terras and conditions of service, which the applicant

accepted, cornTnitment of the Director, c .d .r . i ,

-13-
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is also a term and condition of the service which 

was not denied before the commencement of the Project, 

It is further pointed out that the Director, Central 

Drug Research Institute’s order contained in the 

letter dcited 8-5-1980 clearly shox>rs that the applicant 

continued working as the principal Investigator 

from June i960 to March 1985 uninterrupted even after 

his superannuation from the post of Assistant Director, 

C .D .R . I* It was the Director , C ,D ,R*I* who after 

receiving the funds from the Director of Science & 

Technology held it in the accounts of the Department 

of G.D«R, I , It was the Director, C .D .R . I. who used 

to pay the salary of the apnlicant from month to 

month through cheques; therefore# he is the employer

*
and responsible for all the acts done by him or on 

behalf of anybody else*

fhe committement of the Direct?or , C.D.R,I<» has 

not been denied by the ansv^ering respondent in the 

coxinter reply. The applicant vjas serving in the 

C .D .R . I, in the Project from June,, 1980 to March,

1985 without any break in the same. It is,therefore,, 

wrong to s<:2y that the applicant was not the Scientist 

of C .D .R , I. or Council of Science & Technology*

t-



- 1

-V

I ‘

It is further pointed out that the 

Oirector, C.D*R, I, was the authority who sanctioned 

all the tour programmes, leave apDlications, 

purchase of appatatus and chemicals* The result of 

the research carried out by the applicant namely 

6 MPA and Aiti viral drugs against Japanese Encephali- 

tis formed the siabject matter of agreement between 

the Director, G.D, R, I* and the Chairman, Hindustan 

Mtiobiotics for mass production of medical evalua­

tion. In the above project the apolicant was sinply

a witness whereas he was not a party to the agreement 

between the Director, C«D,R, I. and the Chairman* 

Hindustan Mtibiotics*

20, That the contents of para 20 of the counter reply 

are t-̂ rong, hence denied and in reply thereto it is 

stated that the contents of para 4(,xiii) are very 

, much relevant. It is further submitted that 6 MFA 

anih Alti-viral product which was the out come of the 

Project was the central basis of agreement between 

the Director, C .D.R , I* (Employer) and the Chairman. 

Hindustan Antibiotics, Poona for mass production

and International distribution*

It must be noted that the Director, C*D.R, I* 

cannot enter into agreement with anyone unless the

product involved is the outcome of the reseerch



effort of C.DeR, I* itself and not of any other 

Institute of' Society «

2 1 , That the contents of para 2 1 of the counter

.,  ̂ , reply are wrong# hence denied and in reply thereto 

it is stated that the when the matter of salary of 

the apnlicant arose and there was shortage of 

funds, then only it was decided at the end of the 

answering respondent not to recruit other research 

associates so that the applicant’ s salary may be 

given equivalent to the last pay drawn by him by 

diverting the amount which was payable to the 

research associates*

The two d o c u r r e n t s f r o m  the Director, C .D ,R ,I , 

and other from the Department of Science & Technology 

together formed the terms and conditions of the

Projecfs service for which the Director , G,D*R, I* 

made it clear to the sponsors that he would make 

staff strength adjustment to pay the applicant’s 

emoluments without asking for any further money /  

funds. This authority is vested in the Director‘s 

C .D .Rel. as per c*S*l.Re Rules*

22, That the contents of para 22 of the counter reply 

are wrong as alleged ?nd in reply theretoj^t is 

stated th;?t the petitioner continued to work on the 

Project from June* 19BO to March, 1985 without any 

interruption. He very well continued as an enployee

■ t
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of the C.D«R,I« as long as the Project lasted*

The applicant worked with full time engagement 

from l-il~l981 for the Project with which he was 

associated as the Principal Investigator since 

the inception of the same i n  J u n e *  1980. There waa 

no fresh a g r e e m e n t  for the Project. The rest of the 

contents have already been replied i n  the preceding 

paras of this Reply ss well as in the application*

23* That the contents of para 23 of the counter reply 

are wrong, hence dnied and in reply thereto it is 

stated that the apolicant is very much entitled to 

get the salary equivalent to his last pay drawn. '

the terms and conditions as well as the claim of

the applicant has already been stated in the preceding"' 

paras of this Reply and ’ in the original %>Dlication« '

24. That the contents of para 24 of the counter reply 

are partially wrong^ hence denied and in reply 

thereto it is stated that the applicant never agreed 

fco work on the basis of honorarium of Rs,1500/~ per 

month, that is why correspondence was made by the 

Director, I. to the Department of Science &
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Technology for not recn^iting the research

essociates. The ŝ 'rae was written to the Depertm^nt 

of Science & Technology only to meet out the salary

of the apolicant equivalent to the last pay drawn.

The rest of the contents of para 4(xvii) of the

Original -Application are reiterated*

25* That th^ontents of^jara 25 of the counter reply 

are wrong, hence denied and in reply thereto it is 

stated that the Central Drug & Research Institute 

has correctly been made a party in the instant matter 

'y ^  becc-use the C .D .R , I, is the employer of the applicant.

Whenever any Project is carried out by the C .D ,R *I,

\

on the basis of any agreement made between the C.D.R, j,, 

^  ee- any other Department or Society then in such cases 

the C,D, R. I, is mainly responsible tov/ards the 

employees who work on the Project, The Gontrt)ller 

of office Administration , G.D.R^I* (Respondent) has 

in reply to the applicant’s ?polication h-̂s naively 

stated in the beginning of paragraph why the C*D.R.T, 

has been made a party in the instant case before this 

Hon’ble Tribunal* ’'to doubt the same has been done to



m "

>N-

,-hie

QC^S' lart

naive«
to etisb^®

. tla® Hon»ble

to
aeciae the respons

of G.D .R .I .
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paid to the bl tte C .'D ,R .I, ^ 6

services
renflereai bv the applicant in the Project

.̂ ■*1

in the capaGity of Principal Investigator, the fact

that,the applicant was the employee of the C.D.R^I,

can be confirmed from the preceding para of this

reply as well as from the original application file

by the appiicant before this Hon'ble Tribunal,

26, That the contents of para 26 of the counter reply

are wrong, hence denied and in reply thereto it is

stated that the contents of para 4 (xlx) of the 0..

are reiterated.

27* That the contents of para 27 of the counter reply

are wrong, hence denied, and In reply thereto it iJ

stated that the answering respondent is very much 

under m. a legal obligation tc^ay the arrears of 

salary to the apolicant alongwith interest*
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It

mislead the Hon’ble Tribunal. It is necessary to

demolish the naivety to enable the Hon*ble Tribunal

to decide the responsibility of C .D .R .I , to pay

Rs«33,,9l5/- to the applicant being the amount less

paid to the applicant by the C,D*R. for the

services rendered^ by the applicant in the Project

in the capacity of Principal Investigator* fhe fact

that-the applicant v/as the employee of the C.D.R*i,

can be confirmed from the preceding para of this

reply as well as from the original application filed

by the applicant before this Hon'ble Tribunal*

26, That the contents of para 26 of the counter reply

are wrong, hence denied and in reply thereto it is

stated that the contents of para 4(xix) of the 0, A*

are reiterated*

27, That the contents of para 27 of the counter reply

are wrong, hence denied, end in reply thereto it is

stated that the answering respondent is very much

under SH a legal obligation tq^ay the arrears of

s a la ry  to  th e  a p o lic a n t alongw ith in te r e s t*



20, That the contents of para 28 of the coynter reply 

are wrong# hence denied and in reply thereto 3£i®K

it is stated that the Grounds taken in para 5 

of the ^plication are very much sustainable in the 

eye of law and are full of merits*

29, That the contents of para 29 of the counter reply 

need no comments.

30# Tftat the contents of para 30 of the counter reply 

need no comments.

31. That the contents of para 31 of the counter reply

are wrong* hence denied as stated and in reply 

thereto it is stated that the applicant is very much 

entitled to get the relief as prayed for in ?ara 8 

of the Original implication filed before-this 

Hon*ble Tribunal* The original application deserves 

to be allowed in view of the facts and circumstances 

mentioned in the instant Rejoinder Reply as well as 

in the Original ^polication «

32, That a letter dated 22-4-.1981 is being annexed as 

isnnexurs }(r-£ which was written bySri Nitya Mand, 

Director C .D .R .I , which clearly shows that the
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apol leant was unc^er the direct control of the Directort

C.D .R . itaother letter Ito.ll (4)/80/Estt, dated

#8-l^=i985 written by Mministrative Officer is being 
1/

enclosed herewith in which extension of the term

has been asked which also fascpos confirnas the fact 

that the applicant was under the control of the 

Director, C .D .R .i , and the Director, C ,D ,R ,I . was the

enployee of the applicant* True copy of. the said
I ' .
I

i 
I

I letter dated 18~l«i.l985 is being filed herewith as

Mnexure to this rejoinder reply, A statement

of Grant showing the post sanction towards the Project 

V  I and the amount is being enclosed herewith as i^jinexure
' I ■

I

this rejoinder reply which clearly shows 

and confinns the fact that the post of Reseeceh

c

associates were not filled only with a view to cover

I

j up the amount payable to the applicant that is
t
t -

■|

equivalent to the last pay drawn, Mother thing

v/hlch can be confiirmed by this Annexures is that the 

amount sanctioned for the payirent to the Scientists

I was given under the Head *Salaries** This also certifies

!

; that the applicant was serving on the basis and on the

-4r"~
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assurance -febout his remuneration that he would be 

paid the amount equivalent to the past pay drawn by 

h iin.

Dated Lucknow 

V o O >
1991,

Verification

Dr, B«M,Gupta, aged about 68 years, son of 

late Sri S, Gupta ,̂ resident of G-162, Nirala Nagar, 

Lucknow, do hereby verify that the contents of paras 

1 to 32 of this rejoinder reply are true to niy 

personal knowledge and I have not suppressed any 

material facts , So help me God̂ ^

Dated Lacknov;, 

1991;

through

('B^K.Shukla )t 
Mvocate,,
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INDIAN COUNCIL OF MEDICAL IIESEAIICII

ANSAIU NACIAU, I'OS'i’ IU)X 'IHOn 
NEW DEL11I-110U20

Ho.50/14/79-E0iJ^I

To

latod, tho Jrd Ootobor, 1901

Tho Soorotary,

ItapartzoonV o f Solonoo & ToohnoloG^,
■ Toohnology Bhavan, 

rioif Mohxauli Road, 
ngff D9llil~110029*

Dubjootr Funding of rosoaojch programmo out of Gonoral Rooooroh Fund 

"Dsvoloinont of intorferon Induoaro and antltirol drugo for 

UBO in men."

Sir,

V- Witii referenco to your le tte r  Ho.HCS/I)QT/768/79 datod, tli9 9th Juno, 

1980 on tho oubjoot montionod above, I  am direotad to rofor to thlo offioo 

letter of eTOn numbor datod ,tha Jrd/5th Auguot, I9OI forviarding tlioronlth 

a copy of Dr. B.U. GupU'o le tte r  Ro.VIR/D3T/f-27/81 datod Btli July, I9OI 

who la  Principal. In-roBtigator of tho alioT9 montioned projoot, iritli tho 

‘roocsmnondatioa J  ir revioiou of hin honorarium and Dub3oq,uont romindor of 

evon number d/'ted 3rd September, 1981. 
j

I t  i s  requeotod that tho action takon in tlio matter may kindly b9 
intimated enabling thia office to InXom tho emo to Ib. Gupta. •

1 '

,u

V
Yours faithfully,

•: .

fori-l^brootor-'Goneml .
/

Copies forrrardod for infbrmation toi*

V'-
I,,- '. Dri BJ4. Gupta, Prinoipol InveotLgator, intorforon Frojoot (D .3 .T .), 

Yiroloi^ DlYiaion, Central Drug RaBoar^ Inbtitute, Qiattar Manail, 

LuclmoT7-22600ll

Shri Jooejli P. John, Princijol Soientifio Offioor, Dapartmont of 
Soienoo & Toohnology, Toohnology Hxa-yan, How Ktolirnuli Road, Now D:>lhi-

A  7  A  ■

^oi^Dlroo tor-Gonaral

•kaohyap'
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\ / ibri i’l*- JOf'-or-''Tan̂ rn.l..
Copy t') fnrvfp.rd .vj for Iniovii’ril Ion t”* rr.l?.!l*j}unt.'\, pi'lnnh'nl 
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INDIAN COUNCIL OF MEDICAL RESEARCH
• I tthT, ^  4508, ^ i  f^?#-110 029

iANSARl NAGAR, POST BOX 4508, NEW DELlll-110 029

o.30/l4/79-EeD-I M

o

The Secretary
Deptt. of Science & '•technology 
Technology Bhavan,
Ncw Hehrauli I^oad,
NEW DELHI-110029.

Dated,the

i-r.

Subject;- Funding of research programme out of General Research 

; Fund Development of information Inducera and antiviral 
j drugs for use in men.

Please refer to your letter I'Io,IlCS/DST/76^79, dated 9th 
ane# 1909 and this office  letters of even No,dated 3rd/5th 
igust 1901, 3rd Sept.1901 , 3rd Oct. 1981 and 28th Feb. 1909 
■id 27 ,3 ,1 989 : regarding payment of honorarium to Dr. D .M .' 
ipta, Principal Investigator interforon project (DST),.

It  is requested tlwt tlie action in the matter may please 
} intimated enabling tiiis o.l.ice to inform the same to 

Gupta,

Yours faithfully/
1

(G .t’.GirJGll)
j Admn.Officer

for Director-GonecAl.

Copy To Dr.B.M.Gupta# Principal, T;.ixocology Research Centre, 
iilahatma Gandhi Ilarg, Luc •now-226001 with reference to

■ this letter No.Gen/lTRE/dated 2 2 ,1 2 ,1 9 8 8 ,

\
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TeJ^rani "INTOXI" Telephone i f^j

INDUSTRIAL TOXICOLOGY RESEARCH CENTRE. LUCKNCW 
(Council of Scientific and Industrial Research)

DIRECTOR* DR. P.K.RAY, Ph.D .D .Sc.

mahatma oan dh i m arq ,
POST BOX NO.80, 
LUCKNOW-226001 
U .P . INDIA.

Dr. B.M.GUPTA,
M.S.>Ph.D.,FCAI,FNA 

Consultant Virologist 
Interferon Project 
Unit for Environmental ^  
Microbiology, Intmunobiology and 
Preventive Toxicity(Gheru Complex)

/REGISTERED/ 

Ref.No.CON/ITRC/88

Former Head,Division of Virology 
and Principal Investigator 
Interferon Project(DST) Central 
Drug Res.Institute (CSIR)
LUCKNOW - 226001(U.P)

Date I- 19th A p ril ,1988.

pear Dr.MukherJee,

t This has reference ^ d is c u s s io n  I had with you

^  in your Office last week and.last month, in regard to
I  I A<^

' honorarium payable to me under the ICMR sponsored DST Funded 

Project entitiled ^Development of interferon Induces and-I I- Tl „ n  - Ti-

antiviral drugs for use in men* operating atrcpgl (August 

1980 - December 3lst,1984)

I am enclosing two reference letters, one from 

Director,CDRI(Dr.Nitya Nand) dated May 8 ,1980, asking ICMR 

to protect my honorarium level according to the last pay 

drawn for which CDRI had made provision in the budget by 

eliminating the post of Sr.Research Associate/Jr.Research 

&ss_ociate. Director-General,ICMR, vide their letter No. 

30/14/79-ECD-I dated the 3rd October,1981, endorsed the 

’ recanmendation of Director, CDRI and communicated this to



Secretary, DST in their letter under reference*

I 2 I

I shall be grateful if you will kindly 

expedite action from your end under intimation 

to me and to Director# CDRI so that th<9 outstanding

balance of money w .e»f« 1 .1»81 to 31st December# 1984»

may please be paid to me out of DST Project Fund lying 

at CDRI (grantee).

lhankixjg you#

Dr.Deepali Mukherjee#
Asst.Director General#
ECDI#Indian Council of Medical Research# 
Ansari Nagar#
P .B .N o .4508#

^  New Delhi»l 10029.

E n d  I a /a .

.'V
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Date: 22 April 19B1

Dr, Joseph P. John
Principal Scientific Officer
Department of. Science &. Technology

Technology Bhavan
New Ktehrauli Road ,
New Delhi- 110 016.

v„,',^ R»f Hn. HS/bST/763/79/9-6-BO,

Dear Dr. John,

I am forv/arding tv/o half yearly progress 

reports (in triplicate) relating to the sanctioned 
project entitled "Development of Interferon Inducers 
and Antiviral Druos for Use in Man? which has been 
operatinq at CDRI under the guidance of Dr. B*M,Gupt3, 
Principal Investigator, since July 1930,

Kindly acknowledge receipt,

W - .
o

Yours sincerely,

1\ > -
■ 'i

( Nitya Anand,)

L/
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3ub;jQcti> E:^t6usion of termr o:C Intcrfe a.i

It. has been decided that the turn of In 
Project ;be extended for a period of three mont. 
.1,1,1935. Stie Department of Scienca and Tachnc 
being approached for approval of continuance o 
project for the said periodo

During tha sxtended pcri'^d., the work oi 
will bo looked al’ter by Dr. L,M. Singh, Head o 
?lPology Division and Dr. B. M, Gupta., ^  Prln 
Invustigator of the scheme will devote h ':j tip; 
to the writing of the Project Report and will 
involved in any laboratory w ork. For this pur 
Gupta will use the library and the secretarial 
availv=*.ble in the Division of Virology,, Accord! 
Gupta will hand o /̂er the charge of the laborat 
Dr, L.M. Singh, Head of the Virology Division 
continua the work on 6-MFA as PUHE, is o::
prepare one kg of this material in the DST sol' 
would be iiGoded to be checked for its actlvitr 
to Hi?, ?tandardlsQd and supplied to tbe. Dlvl^ 
Esperimental Medicine k Toxicology for sub-aci; 
and soma more biological studiss.

iU
/J-
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Copy for information and
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necessary action to;-
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Dr* 3.M^ Gupta, Principal Investigator, 
Dr* L.M, Singh, Head of the Vi:;olcgv Di' 
3c I/G  Information Division.
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Accounts Section 0 
Bill Section 0

As the funds are av 

the scheme, salary 
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IN THE HON'BLE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNmr; 

LUCKNOU BENCH, LUCKNOW

PI. P ,  NO, OF 1992

C>. 4 '

1 ,  Oebashis  Gupta aged about 2^ years ,  son of 

late  Dr. B .M ,G up ta ,  resident of C-162, N ira la

Nagar, Lucknou.

2 ,  Smt, Daysti Sen aged about 39  years ,  uife  of 

Commander A, K. Sen, daughter of Late B .M ,  

Gupta, resident'  of  23^^o fra ,  Kola\ja, Bombay,
fy 1/

3 ,  Smt, Aditi  Gupta aged about 32 years wife of 

Sri  S , S ,G u p t a ,  d /o  Late B .W .G u pta ,  resident

y
of Blossoms Co-operative Housing Society ,  

Military  Road,  Marol,  Andheri ( E a s t ) ,  Bombay,

. . .  Applicants

In re ;

0 . A. No. 260 of 1990  

Or, B,^ M, Gupta . . .  Applicant

\ls.

Union of India & others .  Opp, P art ies .

APPLICATION FOR SUBSTITUTION OF THE 

' _________ PETIT ION ER/APPLICANT '

I ,  Debashis Gupta,aged about 26 years^ son of 

late  Dr, B,PI,Gup t a ,  resident  of C-162, Nirala  

N a g a r ,  Lucknou, do hereby solemnly affirm and state

3

.kSk



-J

as under:-

1. That I am applicant  no. 1 in the aboue noted 

O r ig in a l  Application  and pairokar of applicant no,

2 and 3 and as such I am fully  conversant with

the facts  and circumstances mentioned he re ina fte r .

2,  That late Dr. 0 .M ,  Gupta had f i l e d  the above 

noted O .A .  No, 260 o f  1 990 before the Hon 'ble
I
t

T r ib u n al ,  ’

3 ,  That during the pendency of  the above-noted 

p e t i t i o n ,  he died on 2 4 , 1 , 1 9 9 2  leaving  behind 

h is  one son i . e .  the applicant no ,1  and tuo 

daughters i , e ,  applicant n o , 2 & 3 ,  as mentioned

above.

4, That it is  important to mention here that

there  are only three  legal heirs  as mentioned

a b o v e ,o f  the late Or, B,Fi,Gupta, as such in the

in

in te re st  of ju s t ic e  it is desired  that /th e  above 

mentioned pet it ion  a l l  the three applicants  may 

be substituted as legal  heirs  of the p e t i t i o n e r /  

a p p l ic a n t ,  late  Dr ,  B.fl,Gupta after  delit ing  his  

name from the array of the p a r t ie s .

5. That it is important to mention that the claim 

of  the applicant Dr. B .W ,Gupta ( l a t e )  i s  s t i l l  

surv iv in g ,  as such in the ends of ju s t ic e ,  the^



3 .

prayer for substitution  is  being made before

t h i s  Hon^ble Tr ib u n al ,

.6 R A Y E R

WHEREFORE, i t  is  most r e spe c t ful ly  prayed 

that this H o n ’ ble Tribunal  may graciously  be 

p leased  to issue suitable order for de l it ing  the 

name of D r .  B ,M ,Gupta  as p e t i t i o n e r /a p p l ic a n t  

in the above noted Original  Application  No, 260 

of 1 990 and may further be pleased  to direct  

that the applicants  of this application  being 

lega l  heirs  of late Or ,  B ,N ,G u p t a ,  be substituted

V

i t  h is  place as the  applicant no, 1 , 2 , & 3  as

mentioned above.

Such further order which may be deemed f it

and proper in the circumstances of the case ,  be

also  passed, 

LUCKNOW

DATEDs

(DEB ASH IS GUPTA)

VERIFICATION

I ,  the above named applicant  n o ,1 ,  do 

hereby ver i fy  that  the  contents  of  paras 1 to 5 

of this applicat ion  are true to my personal 

knowledge.

Signed and v e r i f ie d  t h i d a y A i ^ y = ^ - ^ 2-a'̂

Lucknou,

Lucknow/Dated OEBfiSHISH GUPTA

iTHROUGH

B.K.SHtJKLA? ADVOCATE 

COSSJISJSEL FOR THE APPLICA!'


