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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL LUCKNOV^ BENCH LUCKNOW

O rig inal ApplicatiDn No. 368 of 1990 (L)

S .K . V e r m a ......................................................................Applicant

Versus

Union of India  & O t h e r s ...................... ....................Respondents.

Hon 'ble  Mr. Justice  U .C .Srivastava , V .C .

Kon*ble Mr. K. Obayya/ Member ( A ) ______

( By H on 'ble  Mr. Justice U .C . Srivastava, VC)

The applicant who was Cameraman Grade-II in 

Doordarshan; having been appointed on 1 0 .7 .1 9 7 2 ,  he 

filed, this application against the adverse remarks for 

the period 1 ,4 .1 9 8 9  to 3 1 .3 .1 9 9 0  recorded in the 

character roll of tha applicant vide order dated 2 7 .7 .9 0  

and has prayed that the adverse portion of the impugned 

entry contained in enclosure-2 may be quashed and the 

respondents be directed to ensure proper arrangement 

of the applicant so that he may s it  and perform his 

duties properly of the Camera-man Grade~I. Number of 

opportunities were given to the respondents, but they did 

not f ile  written statement and ultimately an order was 

passed on 1 0 .7 .1 9 9 2  that they w ill fo rfe it  their right 

in case, the same w ill not be filed  within time, even 

then it  was not file d . The application for amendment 

was allowed. The learned counsel for the respondents 

who prayed before the Single Member on 2 8 .7 .1 9 9 2  that 

the case may be referred before the D ivision  Bench 

arguing the case on behalf of the respondents without 

there being any written statement.

2. By the amendment, the applicant prayed that

C o n t d . . . 2 / -



the respondents be directed to pay withheld salary 

with effect  from upto Feb. 1991 date with interest at 

the rate of 15% interest with all consequential benefit . 

VJhich action according to him was unconstitutional 

and without' there being any legal right for the same 

.and without .following the procedure followed for 

withholding salary of an employee.

2 , The applicant was promoted to the post of

Cameraman Grade-I on 2 8 .3 .1 9 8 5 . According to him he 

was sent to Doordarshan Kendra Panaji in GOA and his 

work as Cameraman was highly appreciated by the 

authorities of the Doordarshan Kendra, Panaji/Goa . In 

^the y e a r '1989-90 all o f sudden an adverse remark was 

recorded in the A pplican t 's  character r o ll , and 

communicated to the applicant vide Memo dated 2 7 .7 .9 0 .  

According to the applicant the said adverse remarks are 

::*.recorded with a biased mind and or contradictory. 

'According to the applicant that for certain  reasons the

• * 2 * •

I respondents No. 3 i .e .  the present Director, Doordarsh­

an, Lucknow has become highly  prejudiced with the 

* applicant and the impugned entry is the out come of

j this prejudice. The facts have been elaborated in the

representation dated 2 7 .8 .9 0  which the applicant 

! preferred against the impugned adverse entry . The next

promotion to which the applicant could look forward is 

the post of Vedeo 3xecutive and having considered the

* length of service and unblemished service record, but

its sudden adverse remarks stood in h is  way. He has
j

pointed out that in the leave arrangement of Sri 

jjiy/ 1 Kulbhushan, Vedeo Sxecutive one Sri Rajendra Kaul

Cameraman G r .- II  was promoted to v;ork as Vedeo

Contd..3/-
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Executive ignoring the applicant who is Cameraman ,

Grade-I. The representation against the adverse remarks 

vjhich was filed  by the applicant, was not decided even|

though much more than 6 months has been expired. The I

i

applicant has approached this tribunal against the order

I

dated 2 7 .7 .1 9 9 0 .  The applicant has approached against
i

the same after the expiry of six  months i .e .  November, 

1990. In the amendment application , it  has been pointed 

out that h is  salary has also been withheld, even though 

he demanded the same. It  has been pointed out that in 

order to humiliate the applicant one Sri Kulbhusan 

Vedeo Executive had referred the matter to one Sri 

Rajendra Kaul Camera Man grade-II to submit report

belonging to camerair.an grade-I and the said Shri Ra§endra 

P'Caul submitted h is  report against the applicant. The 

said Sri Kulbhusan Vedeo Executive called  for explanat­

ion from the applicant regarding the absence for 217 

days during the year 1990 and 139 days upto May, 1991. 

Even though there wqs no delegation of power in h is  

favour. The applicant submitted h is  reply on 2 3 .7 .1 9 9 1 . 

On 2 5 .7 .1 9 9 1  a warning letter v;as issued to the applicant 

in which it  has been shown that the applicant was absent 

on certain dates and was asked to do his duty. 17 days 

were mentioned in the same and no application was given 

by applicant which indicates that he- was not being allot- 

ed h is  work and he was becoming like irresponsible person 

According to the applicant he has always been attending 

h is  duty,-, and the allegation of absence of h is  duty was 

not correct. There was no averments that any warning was 

given to the applicant or any point o£ time he was

apprised that there was sudden discrim ination in his  work

C o n td .. .4 /-
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and this was a ll  the most necessary when during the 

16 years the applicant did  not have any adverse entry 

and rather h is  work was appreciated. The adverse entry 

indicates that although h is  knowledge of work was good 

but the application of the o fficer  of h is  related work 

was normal and he performed the duty under guidence only 

and lacks in understanding the T .V . working, and that 

he has not done any additional comniendable work, though 

he handled the situation as a normal o ffic e r , and he can 

not take independent decision and is unable to weigh 

pros and cons of alternatives and h is  capacity in 

evaluation of performance of sub-ordinates is not good 

but under pressure he can not handle the situations 

with team members, and he is an Asthama patient and he 

can not take strenuous work, that he avoids taking 

major responsibility  work as a Cameraman and Co-ordina­

tor. Thus, practically  in respect of every column the 

adverse remarks were given. .

4_. It  seems that the respondents have deleberately

avoided not filin g  the counter- affidavit. The adverse

remarks indicates that there may be some contradiction

in the adverse remarks. But before passing the adverse

remarks, the applicant should have been appraised for

any short coming in down fa ll  in h is  work; at no point

of time any warning was given. The respondents have not

explained as to hov'i; a ll  of sudden the applicant developed

these flaws. As the circumstances for giving the adverse

remarks were not given, the adverse remarks are not to

be followed. Accordingly, the same are expunged. The

salary is concerned, the 

application in this behalf is allowed. As far as the /  .

C o n t i . . . 5/-



rsspenrents will my the entire salary t@ thr-> apislicant 

^  which con be withhsli r-nly in accordance with law fey 

f'^llowlne the ^oce^^urs which is prascriiasi  ̂ in the matter 

of Government of inelis servants. In cs^e the auastion 

of 9bssnt*iî sm if any, hss not bsan 'isci^sc? th?* Salary

I
can be not withheld anc*< accordincly, the respondent.? w ill 

p>ay in cass no yroceefiinci's has feeen taken anc" no recision 

in  accsrdanca with law has ken. The res'®ondents

If
oay the ."lalsry which has been \'jithhelfi within a xeroi <")f 

t̂ T̂f'- menths from ths ©ata ef the csmmunicat.ien of this 

©rciar,' feut in cass, they deciiis to hold an enqiairy in 

th£ matter, tha1;;-©£!rt sf the salary which can not fee 

vjithheli' ani i®ay th.® balance after c£ncludin<r the

snquiry, if any, which is to ba concluiec' within a 

period of th^ee months. There is no SrC'er 3s tc Cfst.

' ’  L

v.c.

Lucknow Date©2.2.'

(r k a )



Before the Central Adminstrative« Tribunal, Lucknow,

O.A. No, 368 of 1992

%

S.K. Verma

versus

Union of India & others

Ap|)licant,

Respondents

The Applicant in the ^bove case submits as under *,

That as jjer Hon’ ble Tribunal order dated 

13.7el992, the applicant is filing herewith

2 typed Red Copies for compliance of the 

order which is in time,

Wherefore it is prayed that the applicant 

bepermited to file the same*

Lucknow.

Dated : 27.7,1992
Counsel for Applicant,

/

/
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'COr.UL /̂ URINI’iTHATIVc fiilLiJî AL 

CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKMOliJ

.•r:;Sv*vc

.^erjisbrntiun Nu« 3  of 1^B9 -"r'tj (I, 

APPLIC:\i'JT(3) ___^ i ’x ':rir, _

l \ L 3 p ' . j lV  . : E i ‘! r ( 3 )  t -  . y . - ; ;  • ; - r y - . - A  A .-:-., n  I
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Particulars to bG examined

1 .

2 .

3 .

4 .

5 .

6 .

7 f

8 .

D .

Is the appeal competent ,?

a)

b) 

c )

a)

b)

c)

Is the application in  the 

prescribed form ?

Is the^application in  paper 

book form ?

Have s ix  complete sets of the 

application been fiied  ?

Is the appeal in  time ?

If  not, by how many days it  

is  beyond time?

Endoxsement as to j^ s u lt  of examination

Has suffieient dase for not 

making the application i'n time, 

been filed?

"Has the document of authorisatior/ 

l/akalatnama been filed ?

Is the application accompanied by 

B .D ./P o stal  Order for Rs.50/-

Has the certified  copy/copies 

of the order(s) against which the 

application is made been filed?

a) Haue the copies of the 

documents/relied upon by the 

applicant and mentioned in  the 

application , been filed  ?

b) Have the documents referred 

to in  (a )  above duly attested 

by a Gazetted Officer and 

numbered accordingly.?

c ) Are the documents referred 

to in  ( a )  above neatly typed 

in double sapce ?

Has the index of documents been 

filed and pagcing 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 

Law dr any other Bench' of Tribunal?

■

t.

'-V.
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Fo r l ic u la r s bo bo E?;amin3d

-f\X’C L^ho applica.t::^or/r'jplicatD 

copy/s p a r o  ccpios siyi::.TJ ?

Al'O- x.yi-ra copios a"' 'mg application  

with ,5nno)urb3 iilu d  ?

a ) , IdL:nticai iiiith ths O r ig in a l  ?

b) ■D.g R-c ;.; v c  ? - . - .

c) bJanti.ng in- A'ino^'uros * . -

Nos. jDancKNo!,; ^  ' ?

Endorsement as . to result of exafpinabipn

M  H

• V

di'c c-r-,ws,ljpos

bc'ir5, ng full aadrosscs of the 

rospondonts beon- fii.cd ?

14-., , A-i'c- the oive:n addrcjss the 

rroistorcjd addrcs'^ ?

'1 5 . ' Do jbio ni:/,ioa of the parties

sticrd in thu copios tally^ujith 

those indicated in the appli~ 

cation ? ’■ ■
y>

1 5 , ■ A.r-:: the .translations certified 

’..0 ^0 or sLipDortad- by an-

■ , Afii.dc.ixt afvinTiiry that they 

■arc true 7 '■ ' \  ;

1 7 , ' '̂T; facts, cf the ease , ■

montioiicd in itcm ;?o.-6 of tha ■ 

application 'j ■ ,

a) LencidQ ?

. ■ b) drde::'ciscinct' heads ? :•

) i'juniboi'Gu consectiv/ely R!, ■

•- ■ ■ "'vaed Ir: d'JMblG space oh one 

, • side  uf chi; - aaper '? • '

1 8-. hau" tnu r,artic,'_,lars for incerim 

orc-.cr prayed for indicated with

liJh'ethor all  the remedies'hauG ' 

■"csn oxhau'3-ed,

-k /dincsh'
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O .A , NO. 368 Of '1 9 9 0 (D

Dateds- 1 0 .7 .9 2 .

-D .. p.

|vi£>

Jsi 0 O 4t^X  £X^

_ _  ; Z--^

Hon*ble Mr. S .N .  Prasad. J .M .

Case called  out Shri A .K , Shukla learned 

counsel for the applicant ^ d  Shri V .K .  Chaudhary 

learned counsel for the respondents are present. 

The learned counsel for applicant has moved 

amen(Snent application for granting further time 

to incorporate the amendnent as per order dated 

4 ,5 ,9 2 .  Further time of two weeks is  allowed to

the learned counsel for the applicant to incgrrpor- 

ate the amendment as already allowed on 4 ,5 .9 2 .

The learned counsel for the respondents seeks and 

is  allowed further time of two weeks to f i l e  the 

counter- affidavit. This is  noteworthy that this 

is  an old case and requires s p e e d %  disposal and 

su ffic ient  time has already been granted to the 

respondents to f i le  the counter- affidavit. In 

case no counter-affidavit is  f ile d  within aforesaii 

period, the respondents shall fo rfe ite  further 

right to f i l e  the counter-affidavits Rejoinder- 

a ffid a v it  / i f  any# may be f i le d  within one weekx ' 

thereafter. L is t  this case for hearing /final 

disposal on 2 7 .7 .1 9 9 2 .

J .M

-fftfw M r -  $  ZT'

r- c r / H



IN THE' CENTRAL ADRIN'lSTRATI'UE TRIBUNAL 
■ fLUCKNO'v BENCH)'

.. . . LucKNoi'. , ■

* * * * . i<eserv6d-

T'.A NO

Date of Decision

Peti’t ioner .

- . .§buJU ,a
Advocate' for the 

Petitioner(s )  '

• • V -Unix)n• of India"&-Otti‘erB

-S r i  ,^JK,;jChau -

Respondent.
,  ■* '

Advocate for the 

Respondents

,C O R .  A: n .

f '

The'. Hon’ ble >lr
* Ju stice  U .C . Srivastava, VC

The Hon'ble M,r,V -Obayya, Member'(A) ’ -

1. Whether reporter of Iqcal papers may be.'alloued to ^  . ' 
see the Judgment .? ■ ' . - /■ _

2i ,Jq be.referred to the reporter of not ? ^

•3. Uhethertobe  circulated to other'benches ? A /

4; Uhejbher their • Lord ships- wish-to see the fa ir  fl/^

copy of -thia Judgment ?
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4(18;^. That as already stated in the p e t it io n  that ô -aing 

to arbitrary action the respondents the applicant is  being 

put to the loss and in order to further humiliate the respondent 

No . 3 for the-reason even best known to him has stopped paying 

regular salary to applicant with effect from Feb. 1991.

4(19]' That the respondent N o .3 has become so much annoyed 

that applicant is  being denied his legitim ate claim of h is  

salary owing to filin g  of the instant Petitio n .

4 (20) That inspite of the fact and it  is. well witliin 

knowledge,of the respondents and his subordinates that applicant 

has been attending the o ffice  regularly and when ever he could 

not attend he submitted applications to which t i l l  date no 

objection has been taken by respondents.

4(21| That the applicant was surprised to know that the 

salary for.month Feb. 1991 was not given so he represented the 

respondent No. 3 on 2 6 .3 .  1991 which is  being marked as.

ANNSXURS NO.A-4 to this  application . And he also brought this 

fact to the pay and account o ffice r  I .R .L .C ,  (Information 

and Broad Casting Section] same is  being file d  herewith as 

ANNEXURE NO.A-5 hereto .

4(22): That it  may be pointed out here that in order to

humiliate the applicant One Sri Kulbhsan Vide Executive had 

refe'rred the matter to one Sri Rajendra Kaul Camera Man grade il  

to submit report belonging to Camera-Man grade I which is 

apparent from A photocopy of Note Written by said Sri Kulbhusan 

ANNEXURE. NO. A-6 hereto.

4 (23 ) That on the basis of the said note Mr. Kaul submitted

therein the applicant was present at Allahabad on 1 3 .6 ,1 9 9 1 .

4 (22 ) That inspite of aforesaid representation-the respondent

did  not paid any heed, and without any rhyma and reason have t i l l  

date not paid salry with effect  from Feb. 1991 to t i l l  date.
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4(25) That it  may be mentioned here that Sri Kulbhusan,

Video Executive is very influential persond for the Last over 

16 years he has been performing his  duties at Lucknow Doordarsan 

Kendra, and ^'hat he desires gets done by over Dovc-ering 

respondent No. 3 as said Sri Kulbhusan has a link  with the top 

executive and respondent No.3out of fear in order to piease 

said Sri Kulbhusan gets his work done weather it is  lawful 

or inlawful which is  apparent that one Camera Man grade-II 

Rajendra Kaul was given charge of Video Executive by ignoring 

the claims of Camera Man grade-I, a  photocopy showing such 

type of unlawful work accorded by the respondent N o .3 the 

Rajendra Kaul, as ANN 3>:URS-N o . 7 hereto.

; 4(26) That the said Sri Kulbhusan Video Executive asked

for explanation from the application regarding the absence 

for 217 days during t h e n a r  1990 and 139 day upto May 1991, 

th is  vas received by the applicant on 1 9 .7 .1 9 9 1  and same is  

indicate the 'bottom. It was written by him on behalf of 

respondent N c . 3 although there was no delegation of pov,er in 

' the manual for respondent N o .3 to delegate his power to a person 

who is  incompetent to-took after rather the administrative 

function as Sri Kubhusan to a , technical hand thus the 

respondent N o .3 exceeded his  jurisdiction by delegating his 

power to said Sri Kulbhusan strengthens the allegation of the 

apolicant , .that respondent N o .3 out of fear of said Sri Kulbhusan 

and under h is  influence passes  illegal order in order to please 

said Kulbhusan that respondent N o .3 misdeeds may not be brought 

by said Sri Kulbhusan as said S ri. Kulbhusan knov^s the short 

coming of resoondent N o .3. The aforesaid copy issued to the 

applicant is  being filed  herewith as ANI-JSXURE NO. 8 hereto.

4(27) That applicant submitted his reply on 2 3 .7 .1 9 9 1

c o n t d ..
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which is  being annexed as ANNEX'URE N O .9 hereto.

4(28} That on 25.7 ..1991  a warning letter was issued to 

the applicant in which it  has been shown that the applicant 

was absent on certain dates and was asked to do his duty which 

iS' being file d  herewith as ANMEXURE NO.A-10 hereto. The said 

letter was received by the applicant in the trogramme, meeting.

4 (29) That the applicant 8 .7 .1 9 9 1 ,  1 0 .7 .1 9 9 1 ,1 2 .7 .1 9 9 1  

represented the respondnet N o .3 wherein the applicant has 

very specifically  given out that he has been attending his. duty 

in normal circustances and he was never absent but in order to 

deprive claims and also in -order.to strength h is  mental agony 

the authorities are uDto create an atmosphere which suits to 

them a phottocopies of the representation is being f ile d  as 

/jS!NEXURE N0 .11  to 13 to this  application .

4(30]' That applicant is  Camera Man grade-I but he has

number of time threatend that he should take over camera man 

grade-ll as he has been revert out there is  no written order 

and on one occassions said Sri Kulbhusan indicated  the applicant 

, in a meeting 1 0 .7 .1 9 9 1  passed remark that apiolicant belongs Camera 

Man Grade-II thus it appears said Sri Kulbhusan has a consiperacy 

with the help of respondent N o .3 against applicant to given a 

maximum possible torture all th is  sordid happening have taken place 

owing to complex of said Sri Kulbhusan as he has full control 

over the Doordarsan owi ng to h is  long stay at Lucknow and also 

owing to the weakness and lapses.on the part of respondent N o .3 

said Sri Kulbhusan taken full advantage of the situation he got 

the things his in  favour,

4 (31) That applicant has been regularly his attending h is  

duties and when ever his d id  not bring h is  identify
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Card entered to the premises to attend 'h is  duties after taking 

passes from the gate, and same is  in possession of applicant and 

would show to the Hon' ble Court as and when it  is  required.

4(32} That the applicant have been denied to attend the 

programme meeting so that he may not shovj his  presence.

G R O U N D S

4
a) Because action of the respondent with holding the salary

is  arbitrary , unconstitutional.

b) Because non payment of salary inspite of work is  being

taken is  violative  of Articles  1 4 ,1 6 ,5 1  A(hl to the Constitution 

of India .

c), Because respondents have no legal rights to withhold

the salary without awarding any punishment.

d) Because action of the respondent is  v io la t iv e .o f

Article  21 of the Constitution of India .

e} Because with holding-of salary without following the

normal procedure or in accordance with due procedure of Law is

m ainfestly illeg al and is  without jurisdiction .

P R A Y E R

To direct the respondents to pay withhold salary with 

effect from upto Feb. 1991 date with interest at the rate of 15% 

interest with all consequents benefit.

Wherefore it  is  most respectfully  prayed that the Hon 'ble 

Tribunal be pleased to permit the applicant to amend his  petition  

as indicated above in the ends of justice .

Lucknow, Dated :

Counsel for the Applicant.
August, 1991
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In tke l©n*tele Central MminlstratiTe Tritoal, 

Ciremit Benefe,Iiackn©w*

Title ©f tiae Case Is. ©f 1990

i

• !

^  vy

S.K,Verma Applicant

ITersas

Union ©f Indid and ©tfeers Opposite Parties

§ial©» gesorlmtlon_sjf_..iLaP-erg.

1 .
2.

Application / '
V O

Inelosiare I©, 2 . ,
Impagned adrerse entry f©E 89«90 U '^ /'L^

Atrdcate,
Ccmi^el for tke Applicant

Placesliaeknowe

Bated lovember/A , 1990

;
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In tfee l©n*ble Central Adminlstratire Trifemnal, 

GircEit Benck, Laekn©w,

ApplicatiQii No. - 3 ' 4 ^  ®f 1990

Cifc I t"‘I 0

*- '  U

i

♦

S.K.?ema aget aboat 5^ years s©n of Sri B.P.Verfaa,

resident ©f Flat I®. Galzar Colony, Laeknow.

....Applicant.

Versas

1 .  Uni©n ©f M i a  tfer©mgk tke Seeritary, Ministry 

©f Br@a(3.casting, Kew Dellai.

2. Ttee Bireetor General, Beordars^an, ©©ordarskan 

Kendra, lew Belki.

3 . Director, B'©ordarsiian, B©ordarslaan Kendra,I»iaekn©w.

^  V /  / Dcfisir

• -- Opposite Parties.

Details ©f tke ApBlieation

1 ,  Partiemlars of tise order against wkiek applicati©n 

is made: Tfee applicati©n is made against tke adyerse 

remarks for ttee period 1-^--89 to 31-3-90 recorded in the
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#1

-2-
Giaaracter roll ©f tfee appllGant Tide letter S©* 

DT/CL/1558J90 dated 27=-7-90 fey ttee ©pposite party 

no. 3.

2. JkrlsdiGti0n ©f ttee TriMiials

file applieant declares tlaat tiae smbjeet

matter ©f the ©rder against wkiek the applicant

wants redress al is wit kin tfee Jmrisdieti©n ©f 

tfee TriMnal.

\

g
)

3. Limitatian; Tfee applicant firtker declares 

tbat tfee aiplieati©n is wittein tke liiaitati©B 

prescribed in Section 21 ©f the Administrative 

Trifemnals Act 19§5*

k. Facts ©f tiae case:

Cl) Tfeat tlte applicant was initially appeinted 

as Ca®eraman Gr.II in tie estafeliskment ©f D©©rdarskan 

©n 10-7-72. le was sabsequently c©nfiraied on tkis

p©sto

(2) Tfeat since tfee fetiti©ner t©©k ©rer cfearge 

©n tfee said f©st ©f Gaaeraaan Gr.II fee always 

perf©ziied teis diaties t© tfee entire satisfaction 

©f feis smperi©rs and f©r tfeis reason tfee petiti©ner 

was jr©m©ted to tfee p©st of Cameraman Gr,1 ©n 

wfeicte p©st tfee applicant ®n Since

tfeen tfee petitioner feas been perf©riBing tfee duties 

©f tfeis post t© tfee best ©f feis ability.
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(3) TIftat the work and etndmet ©f tke petitianer

©n the post ®f Gamersfflaii Gr. I kas been excellent, 

fifie petitioner was sent t© i©@rdarshan Kendra

Panaji in &0A in connection with the fr,efarati©n

®f short film known as * Cliiaeses ©f G©a*. During

the processing ©f this f 11® .the petitioner performed 

his duties in an excellent manner and his work

was feigfely appreciated fey tfee authorities ©f

" the Boordarsfean Kendra, Panaji,' Goa. le was also

isstied a coimendatory letter iy Sri t.I.lhamare,

Assistant Station Birector, Incharge Programme -

and Cordination,'Boordarshan Pajani, Goa on

2^8-90, a copy ©f which is being enclosed as 

Enclosure Io.1 t© this application*

(^) That, howeTer, the applicant was surprised 

t© know that during the year 1989-90 while he 

r^ained posted under the opposite party no,3, 

an adTerse entry was recorded in the applicant’ s 

character roll, and communicated to the applicant 

Tide Mem© dated 27-7-90, a copy ©f whicli is 

enclosed as Enclosure lo. 2 t© this application^

(5) That from a perusal ©f the said adverse 

r^arks it will be seen that they are contradictory 

on the face of it and have been recorded with a 

biased mind.



(6) Tlaat it is material t© state here tteat for the 

laclaes ©n tbe part of the applicant as laave been 

indicated in tfee impugned remarks tbe applicant

was neTer apprised orally ©r in v/riting at any

stage.

(7) Tfeat tlfte future career of an employee depends

©n ttae entries recorded in his eliaracter roll

and tke superior aatkorities cannot be permitted 

to spoil tfee character roll of an employeee

"i.

(8) That in case during a particular year the

. ... ' ■" ■
'.superior authorities find some laclaes in the

V , '

; quality of work of his subordinates it is
‘V
: obligatory on the paitof the siqjerior authorities 

tOi;apprise of such laches to his subordinate 

orally ®rin v/riting and when the employee rconcemed 

fails to improre then these defects are recorded in 

the character roll.

\

(9) That it is the morale fanction of the 

superior authorities to make the entries ^udiieiously 

without mental resertation and should eschew 

Tagueness, Frsa a pemsal of the impugned entry 

it will be seen that instead of recording the 

entry with judicious mind it has been recorded 

with mental reservation with a fiew to spoil 

the 17th years unblemished service record of the

petitioner.
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(10) Tliat It is material t© state teere tkat f©r 

certaim reasons tiae ©pposxte party m©.3> i .e . ttee 

present Director^ D^Qrdarstean ,Laeknow lias bee©me 

feiglaly prejmdieed witia tine petitioner and thie impagned 

entry is tke ©uteeme ©f this prejiiiceness, Tfee facts

kave been elate©rated in ttoe representation dated

27.8.90 wiaielt tkae petitiener preferred against ttee

iiipagned adverse entry, a copy ®f wliieli is enelesed

as InclQStire Io.3 t© tiais applieaticaa.

V

( 11) Tkat tiae next pr©m@ti©n t© wltiela tke petitioner 

e©uld l©ok f©rvjari is tke post ©f Vede© BxeemtiTe

and kaTing ©©nsidered ttee lengtb ©f service aiat 

anblemisiaed service record tke petitiener is entilted 

f©r kis psr®m0ti©n ®n tke said p©st. Tke petitioner 

is confident tkat tke iffipmpied adverse entry will 

create kinderanee in tke petitic«ner*s pr©m©ti©n and 

it fe-©uld be expedient in ttee interest ©f jastice

tkat tke ©pp©site parties are directed n©t to take

int© c©nsiderati@n tke impagned entry if  tke ©ccasion

©f tke petitioner ‘ s pr©m©ti©n arised during tke

pendency ©f tke applieatien.

(12) Tkat an ©bvi©as example ©f partiality at tke

kands ©f tfee ©pp©sit© party n©.3 is tkat in ttee leave 

arrangement ©f Sri ICmlbkaskan, Vede© Execative 

©ne sri lajendra Kaal Cameraaan Gr, II was pr©ia©t©d t© 

w©rk as Vede© Executive ign©ring tke applicant wk© 

is Cameraman Gr.I.
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(13) That so far as the representatioa against the 

adverse entry is concerned the same is still pending 

for decision and has not been decided so far and it is 

settled law that the adverse entry against which any 

representation is pending earn not be talien into account 

vjhile considering the case of promotion or for any 

service avenues for which the applicant is entitled •

V

(14) That thus it will be expedient in the interest 

of justice that during the pendency of the represen­

tation the adverse entry of th e /p liik i^^  can not be 

considered against him for the purpose of promotion.

(15) That not only this but it is also^e mentioned 
applicant

here that the/gateife^aMS was not being paid his due

arrears nor his pay fixation has been done by the opp.

parties while the Gaaera-inan Grade -I junior to the 
applicant

Sri Girdharan has been paid his arrears' and 

his pay has also been fixed. Therefore, this action 

of the opp,parties is also prejudicial , arbitrary and 

malafide.

(16) That against this action of the opp.parties , 

the/|.iiMli§lE has preferred remedies and the Hon*ble ’ 

Supreme Court has ordered for making the payment of 

arrears inspite of that the same has not been paid*

This shows the prejudicial attitude of the opp. parties 

and it is due to this prejudiceness the adverse entry^ 

has been .recorded against the applicant.

(17) That not only this even the applicant has ^
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not been allotted any xoom. cjSJ^e status for sitting

and performing his duties efficiently and he has been 
in

asked to sit/a Camera-store which is also not fit for‘ 

office use , which is laalafide and arbitrary action of 

the opposite parties.

5. GROUMDS

(i) Because from .the facts and circunistances stated 

aboVe it is more than clear that the impugned entry 

has been given to the petitioner in raalafide and 

colourable exercise of powers.

(ii) Becau-se the petitioner was never apprised of the 

shortcomings as mentioned in the impugned entry before 

awarding the entry, either in writing or orally.

(iii) Because so far as the representation against 

the adverse entry is concerned the same is still pen­

ding for decision and has not been decided so far and 

it is settled law that the adverse entry against whici 

any representation is pending can not be taken into 

account while considering the case of promotion or fo3 

any service avenues for which the applicant is entitl<

(iv) Because thus it will be expedient in the interej 

of justice that during the pendency of the represen­

tation the adverse entry of the applicant can not. be 

considered against him for the purpose of promotion.

4
(v) Because not only this but it is also be
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mentioned here that the applicant was not being paid 

his due arrears nor his pay fixation has been done by 

the opp.parties while the aafaera-iaan Grade-I 'junior 

to the applicant Sri Girdharan has been paid his 

arrears and his pay has also been fixed. Therefore, 

this action of the opp.parties is also prejudicial ,
*

arbitrary and malafide.

(vi) Because against this action of the opp.parties,
j*

the applicant has preferred remedies and the Hon’ ble 

Supreme Court has ordered for^malUng the payment of 

arrears inspite of that the same has not been paid. 

This shows the prejudicial attitude of the opp.parties 

and it is due to this prejudiceness the adverse entry 

has been recorded against the applicant.

(vii) Because not only this even the applicant has 

not been allotted any room for office status for 

sitting and performing his, duties efficiently and he 

has been asked to sit in a Camera-store which is very 

dark and not fit for office use, v/hich is malafide an 

arbitrary action of the opposite parties.

6. Details of the remedies exhausted!

The applicant submitted representation against 

the impugned entry on 27-8-90 but it has not been 

decided so far,

7. Matter not pending \ath any court etc.

The applicant declares that the matter which is ,
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involved in this application is not pending before 

any other'Bench of the Tribunal.

8. In view of the facts aientioned in para 4 above 

the applicant prays for the following reliefs:

y

i
A

(a) The adverse portion of the impugned entry con­

tained in enclosure-2 jasy kindly be quashed-* and the 

opposite partie^,^ directed to ensure proper arrange­

ment of the applicant so that he may iseeI m : sit and 

perform his duties properly of the Camera-man Grade-I 

or pass such other and further order as this Hon‘ ble 

Tribunal may deem fit and proper In the interest of 

justice.

(b) Direct the Opposite parties to expunge the adverse 

portion from the entry filed as Enclosure No.2 and the 

same may not be taken into consideration during the 

pendency of the application.

(c) Allow the app-lication with costs

9. Interim relief prayed:

The Hon'ble Tribunal may be pleased to direct 

the opposite parties not to consider the impugned entry 

(Enclosure-2) during the pendency of the application.

10. The petition is personally presented through 

Counsel.

11. Particulars of Bank Draft/ Postal Order in 

respect of the application fee :
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(1) Name of the Bank oa which drawn :

(2) Name of issuing post office , :

(3) Date of Issue of Postal order)s) i
. . .  A /*  ^  ^

(4) Post office at which payable.

12- Details of the Index:

An index in duplicate containing the details 

of the docuiaents to be relied upon is enclosed.

13. List of Enclosuress 

/■

(1) Certificate dated 24-3-90 from Doordarshaa 

Panaji- Goa.

(2) Representation against the adverse entry dated 

27-8-90.

In Verification

I, S.K. Versa aged about 64 years working as 

Gameraraan Gr.I Doordarshan Kendra,Lucknow, do hereby 

verify that the' contents of paras 1 to 13 are true 

to my personal knowledge and belief and that I have 

not supressed any material facts.

Place :LucknOw 

Dateds Movsiaber

To

Signature of the applicant

,1990.

The Registrar,
Central Administrative Tribunal, 
Allahabad.



BHARAT SARKAR 
DOORDW^SHAN KENDH;-.

luckndw.

NO; DrrCL/15(8)90 Data; 27.7.90

hefopandum

A

i

A

The followiijg extract is conuuunicated to 
Shri S.K.Verme, Ceroeiaman Gxada i , from his C.R, for 
the period from 1,4,89 to 31,3,90 j-

1, 
2,

Quality of xaj6& out putt Normal worker

Comment on officer's qu­
ality of perfoEDtnance 
hsvl ng regard to stan­
dard of work and progra­
mme objectives and cons­
traints, if any.

3, Leadership qualities t

4, Management qualities :

-S---Ijiltietive and planning .
ability. ;

Normal, His knowledge of work 
good but the application of 
the officer of his related 
worî  is normal. Being a 
camer aman Gia de I he «hould 
do mcxi.mum work oh important 
occassions himself.

can performs the duty under 
guidance only end lacks in 
understanding the TV work!a^j.

He mant̂ ges the subordinctei  ̂
as tn normal officer.

He handle s the situation as 

~en normal offl'ceriog7 hac. not 
cone any additional convnen- 
dable work.

6* Decision making abilir/i Decia on making ability is
normal,can not take independent 
decisL on and is unable to 

weigh pros and cons of alter­

natives, required for ENG/Studii 
producti on work.

7, Aporaisihg ability

8, Iater-p«sonal relations- 
and team work.

His capacity in evaluation of 
performaric« of sub-ordinates 
are rot §ood. In putting the 
staff in major production work, 
don,t use their qualities and 
f)hort-coming.

Relation with superiors are 
good and so with subordinateu 
under normal circumstances,  ̂
but under pressure can not 

handle the situati ore with 
team mer.icers.

Contd,.. .2.

"Z.

• V



/

9. State of health i

\

He is an Aesthnva patient, can tt 
not take streraaovB work*

10, Ger^ral adndnis- t 
tiBtive management 
and initiative

il* ptogrammq pianniag 
and produ: tion i

12. pul/lic relation ; 
and general x»cax£»K 
awareness/sense of 
responsibility*

normal

planning good, no production 
has been done by the officer, 
sirx:e he joined the kendra.

Good, but avoids takini  ̂ major 
responsibility work as a cane re man 
and co-ordinator*

He is a good Cameraman but 
cgn co-ordinate under supe rvi^n 
and avoid taking major assignments 
workii.

13. Grading Average

X4s Relations with the 
public/attitvMe ^

----------
tribes/weaker sections 
of society*

Good

V

 ̂ S.K.Verma, Can.iraman Giade 1 is hereby
advised to overcome the shortcomings pointed out above 
In order to earn better report in future,

a representation in this
f ^  submitted within a month of the

receipt or this memo.

-^Shri SiK.Verma,

Carneca man Gfade i 
Doordershan kendra 
Lucknow,

<r-

i'/

( viL/.Yirr jAFRi ) 

director

' 2 W

Admcate (High Court)
Flat NOj 3, DhawaD 

jiiw&d, Lucknow.
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BEFOBS rm  GMTB/Oi mffNISmTIVii TBXByM,GIRGUT BSfGH,
- L O M 0 W . ' _ . . '

M.P. Mo. S_Al_.............Of 1993.

0-A. Ho. 368 of 1990 (t)

S«E» Veima .............  •••••Applicant.

Vs. ^  

Unicn of India & another • • • • •  ••.Eesposadents* 

APPLIG/ITION EQB A m P m T  OF- TEE PETITM  '

The applicant in the above, noted case respect- 

. fully begs to states as unders-

That during the pendency of the above noted 

petition certain development have taken place which 

necessitates the applicant tobring all those fact 

by amending the petiticn in the follo^dng manners-

1. That after existing para 4(17) the following

paras be added.

✓

4(18). That as already stated in the petiticn that

owing to arbitrary acticsa-the respondents the applicant 

is being put to tbe loss and in order to further 

humiliate sthe respondent Ho.3 for the reason even best



known to him has stopped payirjg regular salaray to the 

applicant with effect frcm Pab» 1991*

4(19). That the respcsndent Ho.3 has become so much

amoyed that applicant is' being denied his legitimate 

claim of his salary owing to filing of the instant 

petition.

« '

4(20). That inspite of the fact and it is ^ell

'within knowledge,, of the respcadents and his sobordinates 

that applicant has been attending the office regularly 

and when even he could not attend he submitted applicaticscisi 

to -which till date no objection has been taken be 

respondents.

4(21). That the applicant was surprised to laiow

that- the salary for month 5teb,1991 was not given so he

represented the res-pondent Ho.3 m  26.3.'1991 which is

f ' . . • ' 
being marke d as innexure No. A-»4 to thi,s applicati cn.

and he also brought this fact to the pay and account

officer I.B.Ij.a . ( Informatim and broud casting sectim)

same is being filed herewith as înnexure iQ.ArS hereto*

4(22). That it may be pointed out here that In



order to bum Hate tiae applicant Sue Sri. Kulbbsan

Vido E:xecutive had reffered the matter to one Sri.

Eajendra ifeul Camera mn grade II to subiait report

belongiiig to Camera I'fen grade I which is apparent from

A Phtocopy of lote written by said Sii. Kulbbusan

hereto.

4(23). That CO tbe basis of the said note

subEJitted therein the applicant v/as present at Allahabad

on 13.6.1991,

4(24} That inspite of aforesaid representaticaa

the respcTident did not paid kmy heed, and without

any rhyme and reason have till date not paid salary

with effect from ifeb,1991 to till date.

4(25). That it may be menticaied here that Sri .

Kulbhusan, Video HsBcutive is very influential person

and for the last over 16 years he has been poforuing

s duties at Lucknow Boordarsan Kendra and what ;
s  I

f

he desires gets daae by over poi^ering respondent {

Mo.3 as said Sri. Kulbhusan has a.link with the top 

eijcecutives and respoident No.3 out of fear in order
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A. to please said SEi. iCulfcbusan gets his work done

■weather it is lais?ful or inlawful which is apparent

that one Camera l^n grad© II Ea^endra i[&ul was

given charge of ?ideo Baecutive by ignoring the 

claims of Cassra mxk grade I .  A Phtocopy showing

such type of unlawful work accorded by the

respondent Mo,3 the lajendra laul, as innesure IoA-7

hereto.

4(26) That the said Sri Kulbhusan fideo

J-
Executive asked for e3$)lanatic?Q fran the appiicsAt

regarding theabsence for 217 days during the year

1990 and 139 day upto l.fe.y,1991 this was received

by tbe applicant on 19.7.1991 and same is indicated

the bottoa . It was written by him on tehalf of

respondent So.3 although there was no delegation

of power in the manual for respondent Io.3 to

delegate his povrer to a person who is incompetent

to took after rather the administrative functim as

Bri. Kubhusan in a technical hand -tdius the

respondent Ho.3 scmgH exceeded his jurisdiction

by delegating his power to said Sri. Kulbhusan which

Xso
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strengthens the allegatiGn of the applicant that 

respcaadent Io.3 out of fear of said Sri. Kulbhusan and 

under his influence passes illegal order in order to 

please said lulbhusan that respoident No.3 laisdeeds 

may not be brought by said Sri. iCul'ttiusan as said Sri. 

Kulbhusan knowift. the short coming of respondent lo.3 

The aforesaid copy issued to tiae applicant is being , 

filed herewith as_Jnne_xure |o. 8 hereto.

v4«jdf' Is Ox-ws^ CU) ^  {i^

4.27. That applicant submitted his reply cn

7 .1991 -which is being annexed as Annexure lo. 1

/■.

hereto-

4; .2 8  < That cn 25 .7.1991 a viarning letter was

issued to the applicant in which it has been shown

that the applicant was absent on certain dates and if;as

asked to do his duty which is being filed herewith as

exure Mo.A-10 hereto. The said letter was received

b/the  applicant in the programme meeting.

That the applicant 8.7.1991 ,10.7.1991*4(29).

12.7.1991 represented the respcndent No.3 wherein the

applicant has very specifically given out that he |ias 

been attending his duty in normal circiHastances and he 

«as never abscat but In order to deprive^olaiM and als^

r
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to strangthf his sental agony the ZBi^ratisaxk 

authoiltieB are bent upcaato creai^ an atmospheare 

which suits to them a photocopies of the •jmrKpanriamtig 

respresentaticsQ is being filed as -toexur© Mo.11 to 

13* to this applicaticaa*

X4(30). Ihat applicant is Camera i^n grade I but 

he bas number of tiias threatend that he should take 

over camera Man grade II as he has been reverted 

but there is no written order and on cne occassicns 

said sri* Kulbusan indicated the applicant in a meeting 

V 10.7 .1991 passed remark that applicant belcaags Camera

M^n Grade II thus It  appears said Sri. Kulbhusan has 

a consiperacy with the help cf respondent Mo.3 against 

applicant to given a maxLum possible torture all this

A

sordid happenings have taken place owing to cmplex 

of said Sri. Kulbhusan as he has fulf cootrlbl over the 

Doordarsfaan owing to his long stay at Lucknow and also 

owing to the weakness^ and lapses on th© part of 

respmdent Ho.3 said Sri. Kulbhusan taken full advantage 

of the situation ^  g-eti>̂th© things his in favour.

“1

4 .31. That applicant has beensgm regularly

........... his ■ . =
attending/ duties and when ever his did not bring his

.7
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identify card entered to the primesses to attend his 

duties after taid.ng passes from the gate, and same is 

in possess!CO of applicant and ^ould show to the Hon'biS' 

Court as and when it is required.

4 .30 . . That the applicant have been denied to attend 

the programme meeting, so that he may not shovj his 

presence.

•  f '

That after existing grounds folloi^ings may kindly

be addeds-

G R £) U I  B S

(a). Because actica of the respondent with holding

the salary is arbitrary ,uncontiutM.nal.

b). Because non payment of salary inspite of isjork

is being taken is violative of Article 14,16,51 A(h) 

to the Constitution of India.

(c), :^cause respondents have no legal rights to mth

hold the salary without awarding any punishmecd;.

(d). Because action of the respaident is violative

of /irtide 21 of the Gonsitution of India.

(e). Because with holding of salary without following

the normal proceedure or in accordance with due process

of Law is manfestly illegal and is without jurisdicticn.
t sting p r a y a r  tto following prayer ba

• • . 8 * • •
3 . ijiat after exL 

added asJ-
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.3.

To direct the respaidaats to pay -witla held

'*■ ' ' ' '. 

sala3*y witb effect from uptp 1991 date mtb

interest at the rate of 15| interest \«itb all

ccaisequente^s

/benefints

Wherefore It is is^spoctfuUy p^yed that 

the Hon’ ble Tribunal bs pleased to periDit the 

applic^t to amend his petiticn as indicated 

above in the ands of justice*

Itucknovf seated:

Augustil991.
counsel for the Applicant.
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GC<VER!'iyi3^I OF IMDIA 
iX̂ ORDr̂ ilS : ;Ai'i ■\Ei'l uiit\ LJCrCNC A'.

NOo (Lko) 21 ( 197) SB.3 /A Dated 3. 5 . 9S,

O R O a

Durinf the iksence o f  Shri Kulkhusnan, 
Executive, on leave^Shri Kajendra Kaui, ’-«ii*eraman ^radfi ll 
will look aft^»r the Section. ■ *

A

I -V V. {y

[ Viiayet Jafri) 
Director

(TTrrrr

Copy to H.ajendia Kaui, Cameraman Orade il

'H c V .
^"^Asstt. Station Director,

roAo to Suprintending Enofineer.

CcV'.‘̂
?Av- 'V r 'c .

k \ C n o

..,k/
X-
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I ) 1 '1 , . '^ ' 1 I
'ZillflJ cj^l^'^) ‘̂ .'<^0 '/?( '

~  ^ U  J^l js^Uurv, ■;

:
i ' -—Tu ■-
■

AS per note by VEX datted 20.6.91 I d»av< your kind 
attention tov^ards the follov.ing :-

The date 12.6.91 mentioned for tour is incorreet I think 
you are not aviare of the tour order that departure from 
Vias to be made on 13.6.91.

Contigency amount vas hot given to meet out the expenditure 
to me as a coordinator.

The folloviing team members accompanied Shri K.N .Dubey ,

Shri Anun Misra (Lighting Assistant-Casual)-brother in 
lai< of Shri C.K.m^ivedi lighting Assistant,Shri ^.K. 
verraa, Cameraman Grade.I in the mornAng on 13.6.91 by 
office tr^sp^yrtr - »

No prekanctdon has been taken from electricity board to 
provide us pov«er to arrange the lighting inside, the 
election coianting psuidal and near OB van . As the surveyor 
should have taken metsures & reported regarding pov.er & hU-_ 
did not think the inportance of the coverage and its light 
/'^^uirement because he is a very Junior man for such 

r  assignment . I do not knovi h*vi he is being sent for such 
vork and if he vias .dolKg ft v«hy he did notgo for the cover­
age and netL-Bveh any instructions/quidelines v«ere issued 
to ne-iifrespect of survey. For the povier connection, I 
had to run to arrange*1* to different officials of electric 
board and DM/ADM etc. But every body advised to deposit 
money for the same but the same I got it a r r a n g e d .

P.T,0
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]>00BD^SE4 )i'KSK]}ltA. I VOCm OM

N0.«V(j.X0)21(255)t7-aA

a m

It h»0 b««n oba«rv«d tb»t Sh]?i 3w»tetntx«
Kunar C «»*v«ii»a  &x«4«<-X 1 «  i « « t «

it sikAoti^atd th« 9tmip»i»nt 
•utbority* Zt b»e also )>««n founi that ahri V«r»» 
in la th($ kukbit of »b«iiatiiiks from duty without »i3hy 
latia»tion» la this rotard Shari Vext&a has booa 

' ' fifon *  f#if ai4io« aoiia .̂ of tho m>m* i«
Hfitod* 4|| po#'tii« 'm

ihi« offioo V o m  aot attondod off loo 
foj? 217 days dttviac tho yoar 199@ and 139 days 
u»to 20«5.91 in tho yoar 1991. Shri Vo*wa is 
iioreby opportuaity to oxplala why tho
oatlro poviod of absoaoo nontioaod in tho 
4nx).oacuro of this mono should aot bo troatod as 
wilfuU abstoatioa aad tho absoaoo aay bo tt>oatod 
as loa^o without pay with break in BOrvioo(si«s-

^  ' Shrl Yorsaa's ooBaoats/oxpIaaatioa should
roaoh tho undorsifaod withia 3 dayf of roooipt 

. of this «oao« . . ' ' '

( Kolbhushaa )

H a t fla jT

Shri S.K«Vor«a



'•/-

A -

.r*

I

..............
'■« N p  1/ u  ̂ r

v<i«, ^  - *rHfI

A ^ 'l  ^ ^ 7 />  -<7 /̂vrd, m\-^/

^ r ) &

73 2J y ' ^r/Z?T(.

TTTV ) s ' q ^  e F i

{ • V < 5 )^  ^  ,

A  f ) ; I ,  J k  q ^ ) L « f < ^

i a .  ^
i<^o 9^0 . ;)i';̂  -5<:^

1--



■ 1

f.'iij) .11 >.!:'' ■ .

h V : ;4 t p P '< w W

, d a  ! a;;,|i ki.;inrinr .«y7y« i

A m

' V

.Ml

.... .. J t/^ ia fe jn ’wJsTW ’W'ft t w  w  qt ^  12/ 7/91 j r «
;|?f •f«iM fr 5 lipi 5i a-fflr Jifnr w r I  sit

^ I' '  .  ■ '

^  w  $ / y / n  «wt fwiT 
f,it* f  li‘ <TW3fft ftR fWT ormr 1

;f« itl^'ip,if^'̂ 1^ g»T nt ^  vrrr -fw  srrw  1

I  fis iit a m ^ 'ta T  «t m f«

,iV.: 3i<r=ff *rf>w jTfprfti fi«T

....  :•'I'^iy' ''?" ■ i'V'

■ - l i i i i p l i i ®  l &  "
•, saw  q? atflfwi I  ŝns- K8Jrfft>,
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IM m  HON’BLE CENTRAL ADMIHISTHATOT TRIBUNAL 

Circuit Bench,Lucknow.

. . . .  ‘

K .  f

TitXa of the Case No. OA No. 368(L) of 1990

■ ■  U

o

S.K . Verma. -Applicant.

Versus

V

'p ''
A

Union of India and others. - --- Opp.Parties.

\J,
Application for the payment of salary 

The petitioner/lpplicant; most respectfully begs
I

to state as follows:- [

That for the facts, circumstances and reasons as s

disclosed in the accompanying supplementary, affidavit, ^
t

it respectfully prayed that this Hon'ble Court may be 

pleased to direct the opposite parties to pay the ' 

salary and other dues of the petitioner for the month 

of February and March- 1991 and onward regularly, or 

pass such other and further order which this Hon'ble 

Tribunal may deem fit and proper in the interest of 

natural justice.

"  W m

ADVOCj

COUNSEL FOR THE APPLICMT.

LuclmowiDated: 

April ^ ^ ^ 1 9 9 1 ,



I

\
>

\

IN IHS HON'BLE GSOTRAL ADMINISTEAT-IVS 

Circuit Bench , Lucicnow.

TRIBQHili

Title of the Case No. OA No. 363(L) of 1990

S.K, ¥ema . •Applicant.

Versus

Union of India and Others. -  --- Opp.Parties.

/

A .

Supplementary Affidavit

I, S.K. Verraa aged about 54 years, Son of Sri D.P.

Yerma, E/0 Flat No*4, Gulzar Colony, Lucicnow, do solemnly
\

affirm and state on oath as under

1- That the deponent is the applicant in the above 

noted case and hence he is well conversant with the 

facts of the case deposed here as under*

2- That everything was going on well but all of a 

sudden the opposite parties have stopped the payment 

of salary with effect from February- 91 and onward 

without showing any reason and as such the petitioner 

is being harassed by the malafide and arbitrary actions 

of the opposite parties. ^



I

V

3- That when the petitioner came from his Bank , 

he came to know that the opposite parties have not 

remitted the payment of his salary to his Account 

which is operated with the State Bank of India, Ashok 

Marg Branch, Lucknow, the petitioner immediately 

moved an application to the immediate authorities 

of the petitioner for the remittance of the salary 

of the petitioner along with a letter to the Bank#

A true photostat copies of the applications are being 

filed as Annexures S-1 « S«2 and S-3 to this affi­

davit •

-/

4- That the opposite parties did not pay any heed 

to the request of the petitioner he again reminded 

vide his letters/ applications but the opposite par 

ties have not cared about the payment and are avoidi 

to pay the salary along other dues of the deponent.

5- That the deponent 's family has come to the 

stage of starvation as he is being deprived of his 

livelihood for more than 3 months without any pay­

ment of salary and as such it would be in the in­

terest of justice that the opp.parties be directed 

to pay the salary of the petitioner regularly month 

to month so that the petitioner may not suffer irre­

parable loss and injuryi

Lucknow: Dated! 

I p r i l ^ ^ ^ l 9 9 1 .

, . .  DEpoiasm :

------ 3



Verification

I ;

I, the deponent named above do hei^by verify 

that the contents of para 1 to 5 of this affidavit 

are true to my personal knowledge. Nothing material 

has been concealed and no part of it is false. So 

help me God.

Luclmow: Dated: 

April 2 ^ ' ,  B 9 1 .

I, identify the deponent who has signed/ 

put his thumb impression before me*

. . . .  ADYOGATS.

Solemnly affirmed before me on ^ ^ A p r i l

1991 at .....a .m ypym . by the deponent who has been 

identified by S riW lab  Chand|Clark of Sri Kapil Dev, 

Advocate, ^Hgh Gour\ Lucfcnow Bench,Lucknow.

I have satisfied myself by examining the 

deponent that he underst^ds the contents of this 

affidavit which has been r e c  over to him and ex- 

plained by me.

. . .  OAIH COMMISSIOUSa.
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II  THE ADICiflST'BATlTS: TRIBUmL ,1T M.LAHAa4D,

GIEGUr MICH,I.UCiQW. ' . . ,

M

M . P .  l o .  S ' V J ^ Q  o f  1 9 9 1 .

1

O . i . G a s e  N o .  4  o f  1 9 9 U C i - }

y

V

r

S » K «  Y e r m
''JX

.Applicant.

i

A-

Versus

Union of India. & others......... .Bespondents/'Qpp.Parties.

 ̂ ■'
\ ■

APPLICATION g@  IFjPIE-ADICHT

The applicant respectfully subrnits .

■ )

1 *  T h a t  f o r  t h e  f a c t s  a n d  r e a s o n s  g i v o n  i n  t h e

s

a m e d m s n t  a p p l i c o , t i o n  i t  i s  d e s i r a b l e  t h a t  f l f e i e  ^ r i .  

- K u l b h u s h a n  , V i d e o  E s s c u t i v e *  D o o r d a r s b a n  I ^ d r a . , 2 4  4 s h o k  

M a - r g  V  i ' U c l m o v j  b 3  i m p l e a d e a d  a s  r e s p o n d e n t  I o . 3  a s  

c e r t a i n  a l l e g a t i o n  h a v e  b e e n  s t a t e d  a g a i n s t  h i m  i n  t h e  

. a c c o m p a n y i n g  a p p l i c a t i o n  a n d  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  i s  v i c t i m  o f  

s  a i  d  S r i .  K u l  b h  u  s h a n  ,  V i  d e  o  ; s  x e  c  u t i  v e .

i

W h e r e f o r e  i t  i s  p r a y e d  t h a t  S r i .  K u l b h u s h a n



#

Video S.xBcutivs,poordarshan, fendra, 24,Ashok I»larg,

'  • . ♦ ' r  > *

Luclmoi'j be adde(V  ̂Impleaded as respondent Ifo*3

iiUcknaviDatads .

 ̂ ,lj l/:Sept,1991. -  ̂ (A.K.Shukla),
Advocate >

Gomsel for the AppliGant*



r  ■

/

A

BSFORS THE GElFrML ADMKlSTRATIVE TBIFaML,l:iRCUT ■
BENdi, .LUCMa'J* *

M-P.ND. S ^  0 of 1992.,

In: re;

O.i. No. 368 CL)' of 1990

^ 4 .  lo . 51

S«K*Verina , ......... Applicant.

, Versus

Union of India & others. . . .  .Respondents^

Application for Interim relief.

The petitioner /  Applicant respectfully 

begs to states as under; 7

1. That the applicant is perfornlng ,his duties

regular!ly .

2* That inspite of the fact that no punishman b

has been awarded . Thus with, holding of salary mthout 

-'I - any justified reasons is violative of Article 51-ACh)

and 300“A to the Gonsitution of India.

\ijlierefore it is most respectfully prayed

that the respondents be directed to pay the withheld 

salary and to. continue to pay hiKî “̂ gularily  without

without interupption.

liUclmowslated: Counsel*TOT the Applicant.

\ 9}l̂ Sept , 1991.



Kon'ble Vice Chairman 
Central Adrrdn.istrstive Tribunal

Ci rcut Bench, Lucknovo

F- v- 2  8 1. 92.

Subject*™ Request f o ’'- listinc  of application 

in C.?.. No .368 of 1990(L)

rny.I

r

/

’e abcn/e matter was taken up on 13 = 12«1991

and after he?=‘rinic; the •■■"ounsel for  the applicant the 

Hon 'ble Court was pleased to admit it and hard also

I

■ passed on interin-i order on the same day but owing to
1
'I
1

1 som.:’ mistake it could not be incorporated in the paper

'j

I bo-ic, matter is urgent s& it  may kindly taken on

i
i|

I % : 20 ‘ 12«1991 in the ends 6f justice .

'■i

' j r^herefcfre/ it is respectfully prayed that the

1■II
1

FIon*ble 'tribunal be ple^-sed to take the case on 20*12«.l991.

( ? •

O b ^ ie n t l y  yours,

C^.-K.shukla) , 
Mvocate*
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I N  T H E  C E N T R ? ^ L  ^ © M I N I S T ’ R ^ ^ T I V E  T R I B U N f O ^ ,  C I R C U T  B E W O i ,
( L u c k n o v ? ) *

M . p .  N o . o f  1 9 9 1

r

I n :  r e :

O . A .  3 6 8  o f  1 9 9 0 ( L )

> -

S « I < »  V e r m a

V s .

U n i o n  o f  I n d i a  &  O t h e r s ■ H e  s : o b n  d e n t s

? ^ p l i c a t i o n  f o r  i n c o r p o r t i n o  o f  t h e  o r d e r  p g j s s e d

o n  1 3 . 1 2 0 - 9 - 9 1  b y  H o n ' b l e  V i c e  C h a t r m a n  M r >  J u s t i c e

U * C .  S r i v a s t a v a .

T h e  a p p l i c a n t  i n  t h e  a b o v e  n o t e d  c a s e

r e s p e c t f u l l y  b e g s  t o  s t a t e  ; -

1«. T h a t  t h e  m a t t e r  c a m e  u p  f o r  c o n s i d e r a t i o i

o n  1 3 « 1 2 < - 1 9 9 1  f o r  a d m i s s i o n  a n d  f o r  i n t e r i m  r e l i e f .

2. T h a t  t h e  H o n ' b l e  T r i b u n a l  w a s  p l e a s e d  t o  ^ V l m i t

i t  a n d  w 5.s  a l s o  p l e a s e d  t o  p a s s  a  c o n d i t i o n a l  o r d e r
V'...

t o  t h e  e f f e c t  t h a t  i n  c a s e  t h e  p e t i t i o n e r  i s  w o r k i n g



-i,
►

f

a

h e  w i l l  b e  p a i d  h i s  s a l a r y  r e g u l a r l y -
f i i O

3 . T h a t  v s f h e n  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  a p p r o a c h e d  t h e

o f f i c e  o f  t h e  H o n ' b l e  " t r i b u n a l  a t  C i r e a t  B e n c h  o n

1 6 » 1 2 « 1 9 9 1  f o r  o b t a i n i n g  t h e  c o p y  o f  t h e  i n t e r i m  o r d e r  f

b u t  w » s  t o l d  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  n o  s u c h  o r d e r .

T h a t  i t  a p p e a r s  t h a t  b y  s o m e  m i s t a k e  t h e  s t e n o

o v e r h e a r d  i t  a n d  t h a t  i s  W h y  i t  c o u l d  n o t  b e  i n c o r p o r a t e d -

T h a t  o n  1 3 . 1 2 * 1 9 9 1  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  v j a s

h i m s e l f  p r e s e n t  w h e n  h i s  i o r d s h i p  w a s  p l e a s e d  t o  d i c t a t e  

t h e  i n t e r i m  o r d e r  p a s - s i a g  o r d e r s  e n  a d m i s s i o n .

T h a t  u n d e r  t h e  c i r c u m s t a n c e s  i t  i s  d e s i r a b l e  I

t h a t  t h e  o r d e r  v j h i c h  c o u l d  n o t  b a  i n c o r p o r a t e d  m a y  k i n d l y  ■ f

b e  o r d e r e d  t o  b e  i n c o r p o r a t e d ^

W h e r e f o r e , /  i t  i s  r e s p e c t f u l l y  p r a y e d  t h a t  t h e  

t h e  H o n ' b l e  T r i b u n a l  b e  p l e a s e ' - ' *  t o  i n c o r p o r e t e d  t h e  o r d e r  

i n  t h e  . e n d s  o f  j u s t i c e  a f t e r  s u m m o n i n g  t h e  r e c o r d ^ ^ ^

Lucknaw*.wated* ^
3 e c t l 9 9 1 «  C o u n s e l  f o r  t h e  - ^ p p l i e a i i t #
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In tke l©m*ble Central MmlmlstratiTe TrifeEBal, 

Girealt Beneh, Lacknov? •

m i e  ®f the Case I©, 3  1990 Q

S, K. Tema . . . .  Applieaat

Versias

Union ©f India and ©titers Eespondent

Compilation Ife. 2 

I I  m  B X

SI.I© . ’ Bescri^tion of iQciMents Page Id),

1. Enclosare Io.1: Certificate dated 2^8-90

2. ' Snclosare I©.3s Representation dt. 27-3-90

f

place; laeknow. 

Dated l oYember/ yri )

AdTocatej 

Coiansel for tiae i^plieant,
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Ac/. A'O.

T O  V m O M  I T  M A Y  C O N C E R N

f w 4 _______________

,  '2U^/QQ.

A .  S ,% ) r t  f i l m  o n  ‘ G l i m s e s  o f  G o a ’  m a d e  b y  s h r i  S . K . V e r m a ,  C a m e r i n a n  G r . I

e x c e l l e n t  p r o d u c t i o n - w e l l  c o n c e i v e d  b a c k e d  w i t h  e x c e l l e n t  c a m e r a  w o r k  ,  

D u r i n g  m y  t e n u r e  o f  t o u r  t o  D o o r d a r s h a n  P a n a j i -  G o a ,  I f o u n d  S r i  S . K .  

V e r m a ,  C a m e r a m ^  QrA., ^ery s i n c e r e  & harding s t o r k i n g ,  H e  t a k e s  l o t  o f  

i a l t i a t l v e  i n  a  c r e a t i v p  v / d r k *  H e  i s  f o u n d  v e r y  c o r d i a l  w i t h  e v e r y o n e  i n -  

c l u c U f ^ g  h l B  J u n i o r B  &  S e n i o r s ,  His t o t a l  b e h a v i o u r ,  A t t i t u d e  a n d  a p p r o a c h  

i s ^ r e ' a l y  w o r t h  c o m m e n d a b l e ,  w h i c h  i s  e s s e n t i a l  i n  m e d i a  l i k e  T e l e v i s i o n  

w h e r ^  t h e  t e a m  s p r i t  a n d  l e a d e r s h i p  q u a l i t i e s  a r e  m u s t  which he h a d  r i g h t l y  

d e m o n s t r a t e d .  I  w a s  r a t h e r  a s t o n i s h e d  t o  s e e  h i s  z e a l &  i n i t i a t i v e  w h i l e  

d o i n g  a  c r e a t i v e  j o b ,  w h e n  h e  w e n t  i n  r a i n s  t o  i e  f i l i m | n g  o f  a  s h o r t  f i l m  

" P a v s a l ^  G o a n "  d u r i n g  t h e  m o o n s o n .

I  w l & h  h i m  e v e r y  s u c c e s s  i n  p e r s o n a l  ss w e l l  a s  c r ^ t i v e  w o r

r
OF IH14A

I T ^  - *

I OC^O*RSK*K

I T  t o ,  ' 3 ^  - ^03001 .

* 40306%

( V.lf.BHAMARE.)

A s s i t .  S t a t i o n  D i r e c t o r .
I n  c h a r g e  p r o g r a m m e r  a n d  c o o r d  i n a  t  j  ' : n

D o o r d a r s h a n  k e n d r a  :  P a n a j i

1/

Adoocatf, {ffkf' Court) 

B stH o . 3, fibawafe 

13, CaBtt. Road, Luclmtjw
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liaseXecs sixm I  hav« den th« Cov«x«g»« wad n

88st3,y I don« wywiiy § Ho1» this of Ifet 0#S8# r  

|t  ̂QsBiiBisstinatibflii Slid BtftdSup siMib ®8 Jisdra Oftodltl  swH6x4fll

toaxtmmU mvB lSa»d up Isy «e and Caaeim wwll i»» al»o 

4on» IBS for th» Qf i)ooraarsh^

i.ppr«oliit«d tjai to tie** TSmi <n»«tlxm «f ly «©t d^lt^

•i44i)^ wtxxk duwia xmit mrim aod X «as ismr i« n » d  t  th* . 

m w r n  U & y  isiisrm  of VEX vaa gloria mrpr^Mkngly glvwi 

\ o m t W A  ar U  not to » •  (dooawataiy ovtiUmot attached

 ̂ i<ith) Vhiai taurt •am ttopte rtaitfi for

»»  i  ommva Dan 0r  U  liMpito of m  ( M )  i s  6x»
^  p$rm m ^ SXMdg  ̂ of tbo Diractop BOX VOt Ja tha

r of tbt house i4ifiro 1 as Uviiig on rent ik  

sfyf hiB^ owan «ttt 1» « « *  ii  i®owft to ba Oirootor sad 

' ghi i« n|taf» tttmslJig tha iafluaiiea of ^  ©irootir to ®at 

tha houaa Vaoated t>r »» di»i to lAiich paraonal. dlffirwiieaa hatween

Y  |Mi tad tha PI^«stor 0I3K U ixitsm  i i  aarta*  ftai*ta4 I  weef also

to tiktftofete hara tlxat 8rl¥ ^ r w a  f W  idlw W  mmpwAism  
mi& mm x<ngiit»ariiii aaaAaaito e  Ajwlttaiit nov trMUBfarad 

^  . Hha mx« aXao lm«wnto m  ftsp  lUiit aaveral yaars# 1% i  IWiiMftor

a lv ^a  aî c »  not to tslln to than* I  do not 

ittid̂ rstsaiid the raasen t& r « n ^  thlsigs* Hhaaa art all tha 

mill YQ^nms In tha nSM  of tha Director LuoIa»nr to give 

ia  advanea m ailsa in tha .

A

y

t  m  m  asthan /  allargt patient sqt daaeafi |i inaraased ~~ 

^ t h  in a yaar diie to oontinaooa torture, Im ra il90iiMtt and 

hwnilttion and t«n«iQ(i gi¥» n hy VEX & Diraotor eiKing 

f«r»Qi[tia /  l ^ a t i o  p r M w s  k1̂  offiea« In au^.oirouma^ 

t«ne cs I m f  Ai« aiao iua to tha U m S m  oraatall la  offlc©»

$m tn  poliiaaa U M  it  ia ^ t  t  oan voile nadar e\ ^

ariviBloR itils, is veryj v«igut% Svpry aapOLOioo of cvary

Boordarehsa Kandm ha» t«i andeir dfiy to da^ OuperiviBlon 

of their ««p«rlora as par nila«

6.  I 8l^aye crvaintad 1l>a pai^raanoas of th* aubordlnatee 

iJhila puttiaif tha» in aa^ no^or prwSwwtian voi^ for %diieh 

alvaya appraciatad and aaver «ot ai^ adyora# ootpnents* Kb 

stated ia tha ooljt«m «o7 nhioh i* vrongt t  ua^rotaad tiiat 

^  Diraetor and VEX ^  B©K luoknow ha^a Itoa lsi9i!&adfB of 

«in« paraonaX prOblaaa in ^ o h  «w y  as^ totowiantlam intarfcring 

^^^iimecassaryHly ana aalciQS it an offloiai iB t m f I  feal ttoa 

adverao CR of mina ia a raault of thii»

hiouaad Piraotor ind videoaxaontiva of taolmoVii Horeowr
m

tha 0U(pariora of ^  Diraetorata of l^oordarShan Hav talhl aXao 

hava Knotdadga reipî rdJln̂  vsĝ  Foraonal dflK»atio and offioial .
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I  persos'AlXy donot foel ^ a t  I 6» «a voxtser

î s stnt^d 1» coXtsm t cta^^lljig «9s^rie|i& .Hf'

OB*S ljs?pertant cowra®»8 and V*V.I*F| e o v t i^ s  etOf

I 4©<ftrtlfi©8it© fm» m  frmmm$ 9̂ oo-̂ irOiaftUiai

I4  ^ 0^ ettaoh^d hQm tdl^ your )d M  i4r)

1 tb®pefoi^ r e ^ s t  yom* feliJdly ex|)iiQg» fftvtm

i m s u ^  n» yid$ t&eoio Ho# P .t *C »U /t5 (e )^  l%t«d

a©Uiv»5fst4 td »9 OBI t>«t90 »̂lia0 I a« <ai tejw to 

|$i 0 ^  5ift#r i8©wj tferc# mat^s pas^oa it 

^*i0l#9s, faist lnvnCiiA too* ^
• >

mm ovar it 'ooUld isiaw beon doUytred toJie lii 

only as other pspors ijeiag Iki »e ^  

îWtSsyt Hosi‘ble Direotor /1?ox At sy hous« during i^Tittieaa 

I ms (sa fflodioal lijmwt iopJag your IdLnd ey^Hifttio 

and yott ^  iOadJ^ ®3q?aiig» sdvtfi# v e m r i ^  

ftm tsy ert« For Sttfltioo X oteU 1»e W ^ y  obligodt

’ V. 

>» / ♦

Datedi 27-S-^

I

youiia |sitloip&ticsi«

ffm r» | i d t h l ^ I y »

(S«K%1Ta7iBQ) 

C^reaatii dr* I

on tear to im  Oos

xî "' 3 (o ^ ^ e c ^

A h m a U  (High Court)

Flat No, 3. Shy-'-n Bhawaa 

B3» Contt. Koad. Cuckflot̂

m ( f : '
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l!ha director 
DoorwsLnn, /\̂  
m v&i Uew Delhi.

fvGferorscej Mossorandum Ko D.T, CL/15(8)90 da tod 27«7«90 

attOKtmct of isy C«H, for ths Periotl frm  to 31 March90

RQspeet^ -ilr,

I l¥!V0 bâ lEi worklio  ̂ In Ooortiarsiian for tiliw# about 

19 i:ha T l̂re«5tar Doordairsbjan kendra Lyteknow haA

»«iit an of CfR# for th^ y®ar 1*4«1989-51 Harah 1990

in '4iieh odvarse r@r?i!̂ ,rks have given aealnst c«j* I am 

voiV BMoli rorry to .'.now tfe?st for about 18 years pf niy 

i«rvto in Door :̂ar3ii?,n kondra every Director of Doopdiar^nn 

iiondra wore Mvpy and vory isuch s'^.tlsfiod with tsy woi^ and 

bohaivlour except th@ Director aad v of Doordar^h^m 

iMiiksms* I had been In 1985 se i aro ©Dodworker*

X  Moit3ly I oo*-ordln3tad the Camera Sacticm,

I do not und I'Btar^ why tha Director ai¥l vax of

^  lAi0lin0¥ are not sritlsfled with lay way of fiinotloningt

I W ‘ 9lrt' ,̂dy -igod about 54 yens nnd on tb@ varfs of 

r-.'tlrerseBt* .suoh ram̂ ri<ia ire f^ttlnr In m  In lot of X&nvSon 

mf D*tMs rat red 84 proa® for hecirt sttacii arî  t m  

d@v«loping otli^r t^eseasas also due the tension, i-*

X slncc^roly roquost you iir kinrily IntervsB^ Into 

this TOttor and axpungo Mie ?idvors  ̂ ratâ irks reported In tt^ Ĉ fv, 

*̂nd fav o u r^*  

y I w«f aiB hora by suteiltttng to y^mr kind notico 

' fdXloeing column wise reply In respect of ray C*R* extract 

fo^.,your fyeiKitlietic daoision •

1»' thss outset i rsfvtno all tlio nllep^id chargos M .ch  aro 

m t agalm-'-. r “r'■’I’̂ inf: my work durin^r pariod 1«^»B9 to 

t'tesro vA'̂ s not a sinfle official '̂ .amo given to tne 

during "Uily iv^riod for sy whort oos®ia%* cJtc* thero was

BO any nciviee or v;aming f;iv©n to iifs for ay so called short 

frantionad in the extr-'-ot of my « Tliis c*in 

bo ohackod up from offiioild records*

2* I would like to bring to your attention Contnadiotory 

remrlio of the reporting eutiiority in co’unon 2 as it has 

b@irn monttonfi<l th'^t i have a good Kiw/ledf^e of work and 

in oolunn i it is at'̂ itod that ^ la#t in undarstnnding 

t*V* v.*orklrc*

5* In colum liQm I have ba@n c-'lled a nom^il workar 

nt the ' im̂ titiio it is mentioned that I can not t'̂ .kc Indop̂ *-

w
N^Wnnt dQcioionc* I tevo not i\om nny C'3P\faandr̂ blQ work ^


