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I APPLICAiMT(3)

RL3PuifJEi'jr(3)

C£Nf:UL ,;̂ UniNISTimiVE- rniLiUî iAL 

CIRCUIT B-ENCH, LUCKf̂ Olil

Particulars to be examined

. 1- 

2.
>'■ '

3 .

4 .

5.

6 .

7 .

8,

9.

10.

Is the .apjgai competent ?

a :, a Endorsement 83 to result of examination

a)

b) 

c)

■a)

H)

c)

Is the application in the 

prescribed form ? '

Is the application in paper 

book form ? /'

Has the document of authorisatior/

. Uakalatnama been filed ?

Is the application accompanied by
8,D,/p-ostal Order for Rs,50/-

Has the certified copy/copies 

of the ordBr(s) against which the 

application is made been filed?

a) Have- the copies of the 

documents/relied upon by the

. applicant and mentioned in the 

application, been f i l e d ?  ' ,

b) Have the documents referred' 

to in (a) above duly attested 

by a Gazetted O ffice r ’.and 

numbered accordingly ?
V

c) Are the documents referred 

to in (a ) above neatly typed 

in double sapce ■?

Has the index of documents been' 

filed and pagffing done properly ?

Have the chronological details' 

of representation made .and the 

out come of such representation 

been indicated in the application?

Is the matter _ra(ised in the appli- : 

cation pending before any court of 

Laui or any other Bench of Tribunal?

Have six complete sets of the 

application been fiied ? ^ c

Is the a p ^ a i "in  time ? "̂  ^

If not, by hou m^ny days it 

is beyond time?

Has sufficient case for not , 

making the application in time,' 

been filed?



\  n/-

particulars bo bo 'Examined

Are the applicatioiyduplicate 
• copy/spare_ copies signed ?. • •'

Arcj extra copios of chs applicatio[jl 

Annaxurcs ••''ilod ?. ‘

d) Identical uith.tha Original ?

•b) C'GfGctius ? . - . ,

■ V '
'Cj, banting in Annoxuros

Noj    _paycsNos■ ?

'.he fil3 size cr,\j'clopes 
bearing, full addrcssos • of the 

rosQondents ‘boGn filed ?

Ara thG, giuen address the 

rcgistorGd address ?

Oq che.narT’.es of the parties 

suatc;, in' cha copies tally with 

LhosG inuicated in the appli'-. 

cation ? . '■

. Arc the translations certifxe'd 

to bo til re or supD,orted by an 

Aftidavit affirming that they 
are true ? ' ^

Arc thG facts,of ths case- 

.mentioriod in xtcrr̂  n o / 6 of the' 

application '? ,

a) Concise 7 . . ' ;

b) Under distinct neads' ?

c), Numborod ajnsectiuuly IS. •

d) Typed in double space on one 

sido of -tho. paper. 7

Ha\j3 thG particulars for inc6rim 

order prayed for indicated with 

reasons ?■

,19̂ . uJhethcr all- the rvJrnedies have

6

17

been exhausted^

dinesh/

Endorsement as to result of exaijination

' , ^  ' / '  . ' ' '

■ (?; 

i s H
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O.A^NO, 312/90(L) 

Hdn'3»le Mr. Justice K.Nath, .̂?%?f V.C,

Hon']»le Mjr*. M.M.Singh, A.M.

Issue notice to the respondents to 

show cause why this petition may not l»ev .. 

admitted. In particular they may show 

whether or not they gave any opportunity 

to the applicant Tie fore passing the impugned 

order dated 4,9.90, (Arnnexure -1). The CgSe 

is listed on 10.10,1990 when it is likely 

that it may ie disposed of finally. In the 

matter of interim relief also issue notice.

Sd/

A.M.

Sd/ 

V.C. ,

s-d/

.  ty
\

y
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a: ^Cr-<^
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. t̂ -on‘b l e  M r . J u s t i c e  U .C .S r i v a s t a v a ^  V .C .

Ig^aevrof order dated 18,2.92 the 

respondents are directed'to file their rfeply 

as the Jffist opportunity- and 6 .4 .92  was fixed 

for hearing. Ag.̂ rrch The counter has not yet
. W M j-z>

been filed. Therefore it t«dl be presumed that

(DPS)
the respondents are not interested to f il^ t h e  

same. List this case for tomorrovj for hearing.

/

f

I
I

I

, /
/

U .

V ,c ,

' /
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IN THE CENTRAL jpMINISTRA^IVE TRIEJNftL 
CIRCUIT BENCH, LUSKNOW

S.K. Banerjee and 16 others . . .  Applicants

Versus
X r

Union of India and others . . . .  Respondents.

COMPIilATION NO. I

y

s i .
NO.

Description of papers Page No.

1 * ^application

/

• • • • 1 - 1 4

2 *
t

^^nnexure— 1 Order dated 4 . 9 .90  

reg. deduction of

/ one day/s salary 

from Applicants'

s alar ye
1

' ,

l6  ^  co) 1

Lucknow Dated: '

Sept. l990e

0
s?rs>=<- 

O C A T E .
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it IN  THE'central ?^)MINISTRATIVE TRlBUN?iL 

CIRCUIT BENCH/ LUCKNOW

V

V

OF 199 Q(L)
C«,.VAd„.W,.ra.ivcTri.un»l

®atc «f Fii'“S ...
SLcccipt fet P

1 . s«K. Bgnerjee# age<̂  about 5l years 

son of Igte S . Banerjee# presently 

fuqctioning as Chief Electricgl 

ForeiBan/Air condition coashirg ,

Northeii^Railway/ CharbaQh# Lucknov;.

-I
2 . s .S . Srivastava/ aSet̂  about 45 ysais, 

son of Igite Sri sheo shanker Lai# 

presently functioning as Senior 

Electrical Poreman/Pump gnd Di'l 

Engine, Nor therA Rail way / Charbagh,

Lucknov^.

3 . J .H , icipathi, aged about 3 0 years# son 

of sri M.P. Tripathi, presently function-
✓

ing as Electrical Chargeman/ftir'Condition/

Stationary Plant, Northern Railway# 

Lucknow*

4 . R .K , Chopra# ^ e d  about 39 years# ^son

of sri Raj Pal Chopta# presently function- 

• ing as Electrical Foreman/Air Condition 

, Northern Railway# Charbagh# LucknOw*

5 . S .R . ^nand# aged about 54 years# son of ' 

Igte M.R, Anand, presently functioning 

as Electrical ChargeaJin/Air Condition 

coaching# Northern Railway# Charbagh,

Luc know .

~yjf
(̂•̂ uiy Registrar(j)

6. S .P . Srivastava# aSed about 50 years# 

son late D .v . Srivastava# presently 

functioning as Senior Electrical 

. Foreman (Train Lighting) # Northern 

Railvjay# Charbagh# Luc know

Contd, . .  2



- 2 -

7. s .C . Tripathi, a9e<i about 3 7 .years 

son of- gBi H .N . Tripathi, presently 

fuotioning as .Senior Blec^trical 

Foreman Planning# Northern Railway# Charbagh 

Lucknow* ,

B. P .O . Misra# aSed about 33 years# 

son of sr£ R.K. Misra# presently 

functioning as Divisional Train
j . • N

Lighting Inspector ,N .Rly . /Charbagh,Luc know.

9 . s , D i5?it, aged.about 50 years# \son 

of latf Sager Dayal E>i3<it# presently 

functioning as Electrical Foreman 

Town supply, Northern Railway#

Charbagh# Lucknow*

lO. H, a inha/- a9©  ̂ about 32 years# son of 

Sri G*P. sinha# presently functioning 

Electrical Foreman# Northern Railway# 

Charbagh# Lucknow

! ! •  J*P . Kur'el# aged about 45 years# son 

of sri AYCdhya Prasa<^# presently 

functioning as Chief Electrical Fore­

man Train Supply# i^lainbagh# Lucknd)w»

12. Mohindra singh# aged about 49 years# 

son of Sri Meher Singh# presently 

functioning as Electrical Foreaian 

Head Light# Sks Northern Railway# 

Charbagh# Lucknow

13. S .K , Tewari# aged about 3l years# sori 

of B .S . Tewari# presently functioning 

as Chief Electrical Foreman/Town

^supply# Northern Railway# Charbagh# 

Lucknov;.

14. , O .P . Sharma# aged about 50 years# son

of late J .K . Bass# presently function- 

irg as Electrical Foremah/HZG# Northern 

Railway# Charbagh# Lucknow '

,V
/

• • • 3



15. H .N . Chaurasia> aged about 50 yeaJ^s# 

son of late B .L . Chaurasia# presently 

functioning as Electrical ChargeaJen, 

Northern Railway# Station Gharbagh/

Luc know

1 6 . Uraesh Parasher# aged about 34 yea^s, 

son of late Sri K .c . ShariHa# presently 

functioning as Senior Electrical Fore­

man, Bridge workshop# Northern Railway# 

Charbagh# Lucknow. . . .

17. s .R .S . Saxena# aged about’ 47 years/ 

son of late c .P . iaxena# presently 

functioning as Bead Train Exa<T)iner 

(E lectiical) » Northern Railway,

Char bag h, Luc know

'Versus

■ -T3 --

Applicants.

•S-

1 . Union of India through General 

 ̂ Manager# Northern Railway# Baroda 

H(g)use» New Delhi.

2. Divisional Railway Manager, N .Rly*,

, Divisional Office, Hazr atggnj ,

Luc know*

3 . Senior Divisional E l^t r ic a l

En§iineer# N .R ly ., Divisional Office, 

Hazratganj# Lucknow
Respondents.

details oe application s

1 . Particulars of the order against which 

the application is made.
■ ■ ' ■ ' " ' , ' ' / ■ ' \ y

The applicants hereby challenge the validy of

the illegal and arbitrary order dated 4th Sep t.,

199 0 issued under the signatures of Respondent No.3 

directing to make deduction of one day's sala^^y 

from the aPpiicants^^thout affording them any 

opportunity and without intimating them in this 

rega^^ in any manner whatsoever, a  true copy of 

the afore^sai*  ̂ order dated 4 .9 .1990  is being filed



m.

- 4. -

■ammexure^ i herewith as &nnexure~l to this application.

2 . Jurisdiction of the Tribunai s ■

The appiicants declare that the subject matter 

of the order against whichihe^^wa^t^ redresaai 

is wit'hin the jurisdiction of the Tribunal.

3 . Limitation:

The applicants further declare that the appli­

cation is within the limitation period prescribed 

' in Section 21 of the Administrative Tribunals 

Act 1985. ' .

4 . Facts of the cases <

4 .1  That the applicants are challenging the V a l i d i t y  

of the most arbitrary and unwarranted illegai/ 

null gnd void order dated 4 .9*1990 passed by 

Respondent No. 3 ordering for deduction of one
« • ' ^  •

<^ay‘ s Salary from the applicants’ Pay» ^ true 

, copy of this order 4ated 4 .9 .199 0 has a lr e ^y  

been filed as Annexure-l to this Applica/ltion.

. ■ ■ ■  ̂ ' A - ■
4 .2  That so far as the facts of the case are corK:ern< 

the applicants are functioning under the direct 

administrative control of Respondent No. 3 on

Various posts mentioned against their names 

(Applicants) in the beginning of the application. 

The Respondent No. 3 is  under the administrative 

Control of the Rgfepor«a.ent No. 2 .

4.3 That it is worthwhile to mention that the office.]

in  the Northern Railway remain closed on e v ^ y  

Saturday*' The Saturday is wor^ng day tor the 

employees posted on stationary^<si^^^ duties.
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4 .4  That wMle functioning as substantive employees 

the aPP^-icants applied for casUal leave for

2 . 6,1990 on personal grounds by making appli­

cations to their Bosses who were competent to 

Sanction leave.

A-

>'■
■\

4.5 That as the aforesgid casual leaves were sanc­

tioned by the competent authorities and nothing

/

was communicate .to the applicants in this 

regaî <i hence the salary for 2.6.199^0 was Paid

p:g£d to the applicants in the month of July 1990

aS Usual.

4 .6  That thereafter while every thing was going

on placdly# one day’ s salary was deducted from

the Salary b ill  of ^ugust# 1990 of the Applicants 

Nos. 1 to 4 about which the appiicgnts came tp 

know on 6th of ^September 1990 at the time of 

receiving the Salai .̂y for the month of August/i99(

4 .7  That, as no reasons were communicated to the 

applicants Nos. 1 to 4 regaJ^ding the aforesaid

deduction of one day's salary from their pay of 

August month 1990# the applicants Nos. 1 to 4 ma

a representation requesting to disclose the

reasons for such deduc^^tions and to Pay back

the salary i llegally deducted. ,

4 .8  That thereafter a eye lost y led letter dated 10.9 

wa s c ommunic at ed to t he , aPP lie ant s N o s . l t o 4
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v-W

\

-V-

, - 6,'- ..

indicating the reasons for the aforesaid deduction 

from the sa^-a^Y the representation of the 

aiiplicahts dated 8 .9 ,i9 9 0 . Through this letter 

dated 10.9.199 0 the aPPiicants Nos« 1 to 4 were

♦

apprised that since they h ĵi ai^ss CasUal

leave on 2 . 6.1990 without prior sanction of the

/

competent author it f  hence the said per ioi hĝ i 

been taken as no work no Pay. The applicants

NOs . 1 to 4 were given the letter dated 1.0,9.90

containing the sa?nething / -hence a copy of one of 

such letters d a t ^  10.9,199 0 ^dressed to the

I

applicants NOs. 1 to 4 is being filed herewith

as ftnnexure-2 to this application.

4 .9  That thereafter the applicants 5 to 17 shocked to| 

know that the Respondent Ko# 3 h^s Passed aoine 

orders dated 4 , 9.1990 for fnaking deduction of 

one day's sala.ry from the pay of tne applicants.

A true copy of the aforesaid or^ei dat©3 4.9.i99j 

has alreafiy been filei as Annexuxe- 1  to this

application.

4.10  That when the applic-ants Nos. 5 to l7 contacted

the €«p)poK Respondent No. 3 to know the reasons 

for such ̂ deduct ion, the applicants were apprisf
r K.O

by issodsBQ a copy of the letter d a t e d  l O .g . i g g b J  

a true copy of ^Mch has already been filed as 

Annexure-2 to this Application.

4 .1 1  That all the applicants are fumctionE^ in super 

.visory capacity at different places, ^he casuaj
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M

leaves were available to their credit aWt as 

such the CasUal leave applied by them was duly '

Sanctioned by the competent authority and accord­

ingly the salary of that day, was also Paid to 

them lA^ile disbursing the salary for the month 

of June .199 0 in the month of July I9'9 0e

4.12 That the offices were cloied being Saturday on ^

2 ,6 .1990  and as such the applicants Nos Y / ^ V * *  

were not required to perform any duty on 2 .6 .9 0  

and as such there is absolutely no question of 

deduction of one day's salaxy from'their pay*

■4.13 oSiat it wouM not be out of place to mention 

that there is a lis prevailing between the
\

workers Union and since one of the rival Union

has manipulated and pressurised the Resporsients ,
!

hence such illegal deductions from the pay of the 

applicants ai:̂  ̂ being made. Once it has already

been, fouiKi that the applicants were entitled for 

the Salary of the day and it was accordingly paid 

to them/ the question to recover the said amount t 

deducting the same from he salary of the 

applit:-ants does not a^^ise and Kis absolutely 

illegal and malafide.
*

4.14 'That it is also categorically stated that owing 

to the aforesaid casual leaves# th§ work of the 

Respondents did not suffer at all in any manner.

whatsoever. The aPPliCants have come to know that 

on the pressure exerted by the rival Union the
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I

the matter was enquired into by the assistant 

Electrical Engineer (l)# Divisional Office/ 

Lucknow and it was ultimately found that neither 

the work,of the administration suffered any
\

dislocationhor any inconvenience or loss on

' ^  ĈCM'T«-4’
account of the aforesaid ^eaves^as aiost of the 

offices were already closei being the dgy 

Saturday* Any way as nothing has been communi­

cated^ the applicants â ê not in a position to 

file  any thing before this Hon'ble court.

4 *15 Slat sri Kamal Kishore has.

- now been retired from service on reaching the

age of superannuation on 3 i .8 ,i 9 9 0  hence no

recovery could be made from him on the basis

of impugned deductionc»>-zW.

/ ,

4 .16  That it is not the Case of R spondents that
V. . • ^  .

some paymerit has been m ^e  in excess for'which 

deduc^tions â ê required to be made.JThe impugn­

ed deduction is by way of punishment by treating 

the Casual leave period as absent from duty.

4«i7 That the principle of *No work no Pay' is

absolutely not applicable in the present facts
S ' »

 ̂ \

and circumstances of the Case. The applicants 

were never on strike nor they did anything 

against the interest of the Railway J^dministra- 

tion. The applicants being regular and confirmee 

employees areeetitled to get one day*s casual
/

leave which was to their , credit vvo
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i

ii-u
< \

j

4 .1 8 That the deduction of one daY*s salary from the 

Pay of the applicants without affording them 

any opportunity and treating them as absent is 

penal in nature. As neither any charge memo 

was giv/en nor any notice to reco/er the pay was

✓

ordered nor any office order was Passed in 

accordance with law to deduct the pay nor the

procedure contemplated under R a i l w a y  Servant

/

(Discipline and jŝ ppeal) Rules l968 were
, • \ ' ■ ■

followed hence the impugned action of the

Respondents aî e wholly without jurisdiction and 

null and void in the eye of law*

4.19  That the Respondehts never communicated to the

applicants that the CaSUal leaves applied by 

them were not Sanctioned, It  was al'so never
* '

communicated to the applicants thit their 

applications for casUal leave were having any 

inkling with the strike which was not in 

existence.

4 .20  Ihat the Respondents hgve no jurisdiction of
V '

authority under any provisions of law to make 

the impugned deduction from the Pay of the 

applicants without following the pjrocess of law. 

AS the Respondents have not followed the process
r

\

of law and the EEittimum requirement of doctrine 

of natural justice# fair play# the impugned 

order is  null and void in the eye of law*
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v j

i ■ 
<\

'V-

5e Grounds for relief with legal provisions:

t ■ ■

i)  Because the applicants were 'pai'i x Salary 

f ca: the casual leave ' applied by them which 

was sanction^ by the competent authority

and hence the <saiBe cannot be recovered 

from the applicants through the impugned 

order.

i l )  Because the impugned action is penal in

nature and as no opportunity was ever

afforded to the aPP^-icants in this regard# 

hence the impugned order is  void ahinitio*

ii i )  Because the Respondents cannot deduct any 

amount from the salary of the applicants 

without following the provisions of Railway

Servant (Discipline and Appeal) Rules 19 68,

iv) Because the Respondafots have wrongly applied 

the princifle of 'N© work no Pay'*

v) BeCaUse the Respondents have got no authority

. . r '' '
or jurisdiction under tiie p©visions of law

to make such deductions without following 

the provisions of aforesgid 1968 Rules*

Vi) Because ,1 ^  5  is has retired-

from service hence no dediuction could be made 

from his pay*

vii) Because the administration suffered no loss
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■ - . .  ' ' ' , '  ' ' '  ̂ .

on account of the sai<3. casual leave 

applied the applicants on personal

ground. , ,

v i i i )  Because the day £or vjhich the applicants

applied for casUal leave was Saturday 

. an'i i’Eiost of the offices were alrea«iy clo­

sed.

I ■ ■ .

ix) Because the CasUal leaves were alreg^iy 

tijiere to the credit of the applicants 

and the applicants were never communicated

,  ̂ that the applicants niade by them for

ca’sual leave were rejected by any compe­

tent authority.
' ' ^  ifvo _

x) BecaUse even if the applicants' appUca-

tions for casual leave âî e treated to 

have been rejected/ neither the Respondents
. ' ' ' ^  .S

could treat the saiG <iay without pay nor 

the applicants can be treated as absent 

from duty, and in any case if the 

applicants are treated as absenting from

duty, they are entitled to have reasonable
/

/ ‘ \ - 

and a^»quate opportunity in this regard

to assail the findings and

allegations.

6. Details of the remedies exhausted;

The applicgnts declare that there is no appropriat*

^  V

remedy available to them under the relevant 

servic-e Rules and as the applicants Nos« 1 to 4
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/ —? ■

/ -

have been replied vide ftnnexure-2 w^ich 

has been shown to the rest of the

applicants# the appl-icants have been left

with no alternative reinedy except to

take the shelter of this Hon'ble Tribunal.

' V ■

V-

j

7.. Matters not previously fi'led of, pending with Qny 

Other court: - -

The app lie911%  further declare^f that t'hey h ^  not 

previously :^iled any application, wcit Petition 

or suit* rega^^ding the matter in respect of 

which this aPPliCation has been fnad©# before any

coart or any other authority or any other Bench 

of the Tribunal nfer any such application, writ 

Petition or suit is pending before any of them.

In Case the applicants hgd previously filed any 

such application# writ petition or suit, the

the stage at which it is pending, and if  decided, 

the* list of the decision shouM be given with 

reference to the number of ^^nnexure to be given 

in suppott thereof.

/

8. Reliefs sought;
i

' I n  view of the facts mentioned in par a 4 above

the applic.anfe prgy^ for the following reliefs:

i) that this Hon*ble Txiteunal may kindly 

be. pleased to quash the impugned order

dated 4 .^ .i9 9 0  contained in ^nnexure-l 

to this application.^0 ^ v i - ,  t’o

i i )  That this Hon*ble Tribunal may kindly be 

pleased to direct the Respondents to
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r

; (

i,-

■V
v
/■

refurxi the amount deducted from the ^

. „ Salary of aPpUcgnts Nos. i to 4*
 ̂ rtT>

iii)s:st That'this Hon’ ble Tcibunal JRay also 

be pleased to Pass any other orders v^ich

» a^® found just a^d proper in the circums­

tances of the Case.

Grounds of reliefs a^e the sâ ne aS

has been given in Parg 5 above.
/

\ '

/9. Interim order, if any ptayed for:

Pending final decision on the application,the 

applicants pray that this Hon'ble Tribunal may
/

kindly be pleased to st'aY the operation of the

impugned order dated 4 . 9.1990 contained in Annescure

No. 1 to this appli at ion so far it pertains to 

applicants and also pass such other orders which 

are found just ^nd'proper in the circumstances of 

of the Case.

10 , In  the event of application being sent by registered 

post# it may be stated whether the applicant desires 

to have oral hearing at the ^m ission stage and if so,- 

he shall attach a self-addressed Postcard or Inland 

Letter, at which intimation regarding the date of 

, hearing couM be sent to him. ' ^

11* Particulars of ,Ban!< Draft/Post Order filed in respect

of the application fee.

12. List of enclosures': per ^nnexures.

Contd. 14
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V /

VERIFICATION
, ' ■ i 

/

1 / S*S® Srivastava# ag«3. about 45 yea^s, son

'  ' . y  ■

of late sheo shanker La^/ present ly functioning 

as Senior E lectrical Foreman ^pp licant No,2 

and Pairokar on behalf of the rest of the 

apg>licants> do hereby veridy that the contents 

of Paras 1 to 12 â ê true t o . aiy personal knowledge

and that I have not suppressed any malfc^rial fact* 

Dated: Sept (^1 99  0.

Place : Lucknow.
^pSTlicant.

I^dvoc
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CIRCUIT BEJC’H, LIJCKMOW _

0.t.,̂ Lt,JiQ..___   Of 199 0 (l )

S .K . Ba ierjee and 16 others ftpplic' nts

Vet sus

r

y

Union of India and others 

T̂fTT

2  3 7 -  ^d ilB f^ip e c iu - '

c L q - q c  '
x  ■

• • UvtiJ^hOO
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1. S .K . Banerjee

2 . S,.S. Srivastava

3 .  J .N . Tripathi

4. R . K ,  Chopra

5 . s.R* n̂and

6. s.P. sriVastava

7. s .C . Tripathi

8» P«c« Misra

9 . S . Dixit

10. H* sinha

11. J .P . Kurel

12. Mohindra Singh 

13 . s *K. Tsvî ari

14. O .P . sharaia

15. N.N. Chaurasia

16. Uinesh Pa^asher

17. S .R .S . SgX©na■

?ipplicants

Versus

,,1 . Union of Irxiia through General 

Manager, Northern Railway/

Barilla House# New Delhi. , .

2 . Divisional Railway '̂^anager# N .Rly ./

Divisional Office/ Hazratganj#
I

Luc know.

/
3 . senior Divisional Electrical 

Engineer# N .R ly .; Divisional Office#

' Hazratganj# Lucknow* • • •  Respondsts.

ftPPLICftTION FOR PERICSSIQN to FILE  ̂ . 

JOINT APPLICî TION.
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The humble applicants name  ̂ above most respect­

fully submit as unders-

1. all the' applicgnts are similarly situated

aQainst whom one anfi the sanie Impugned order has been 

passed as contained in ? ,̂nnexure-l to this aPpUca-

tion.

2* That the applicants have filed the at>°^e noted 

application against one and the SaSne Cguse of action

arising out of the c o m m o n a n d  they haVe 

common interest in  the matter*

3 . That the applicants have prayed for the common
' ' 'x

relief and hgve got jural relationship a«i as such 

a single application is <%intainable.

"V-

P R A Y E_R

i#iEREF©RE it is most respectfully prayed that 

this Hon'ble Tribunal may kindly be pleased to permit

the applicants to file  a single application in behalf 

of all the applicants for the sake of ends of justice.

For this act of kindness t he ^p lic a n t  s shall

be highly obligei.

Lucknow Dated s 

Sept. I w  199 0,

( O . P .

m/OĈ TE 
COUNSEL FOR ^THE ftPPLIC ̂ NTS

S''
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IN  THE cen tr al  ?^MINISTRATIVE TRIHJNaL 
■CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKNOW

0 » A N0« Of 199 Q(L)

a .K .  Banerjee and 16 others . . . . Applicants

Ver sus

Union of India and others Respondent s .

^ T 3 f u n p  — e. 

COMSLIaTION - I I

si.
NO.

Description of PaPers Page No.

Annexure ~ 2 Cyclostyled letter

dated 10 .9 .90  

communicated tw 

the Applicants 

NOs. 1 to 4 show­

ing the reasons 

for deduction of 

one day's Salary.

I (TO>
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a .K .  Ba lerjee and 16 others ftpplic .^nts

X .
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Union o£ India and others

a NInE<URE ~ 2

R e s p o r d e n t s *

(Northsrn Ralluay)

r .-v-W.

W 0 .  / f/P
10.9.199D

Shri S . K . B a n o r l a e . *

cefo/ ac/ cb-lko

^Jftlyieiongl; O fficsf  

Lucknow

4
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Sub: Oeductiona Trom Salary bill of flunupt, 
in Saptspibsr, 1990

Ref: Your repr0santqtj.on d.itad 0„g,l99f)

.. .  Sines you had availad casual loav»/on 2,6.1«sri
without prior sanction of the cowpalent authoritv, Ther^.fnr ; 
i»bov9 period hac b?en treated as « No uork no pay'',,


