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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL LUCKNOv; BENQ-l

Original Application No. 40 of 1990

Hakum G h a n d ....................................... ....

Versus

Union of India Sc O t h e r s ...................................

Hon 'ble  Mr. Justice U .C .S r iv a sta v a /V .C .

Kon*ble Mr. K. Obayya, Member (A )________

( By Hon*ble Justice U .C .S r iv a s t a v a /V .C .)

Appl icant

Respondents

The applicant who was appointed as Extra 

DepartriTEBBntal Agent on 2 7 .2 .1 9 9 0 . He was promoted as 

orderly/peon in the montb of Sfegteraber,1987 in the office 

of Suj>arintSndant ot post o ffic e . He was placed under 

suspension on 2 3 .12 .19 87  as he was convicted for a period 

o f  10 years under section 376 ,504  and 506 by the Session 

Judge. The applicant was bailed out and the ctiminal 

appeal is pending, as XHsai? the applicant has been 

convicted, he was dismissed from service vide order dated 

3 1 .5 .1 9 8 8  and after  exhausting a ll  the departmental 

remedies, the applicant has approached the tribunal. The 

learned counsel for the applicant has contended that as 

under the rules, the applicants' conviction having been 

stayed, of course, t h e ■respondents should oblige and 

recall , the dism issal order and keep him back in service- 

There is difference between conviction and sentence. It  

is  only sentence which was stayed and the applicant was 

bailed  out subsequently, as such the resrjon-aents were 

w ithin  right to dismiss the applicant from service. 5ven 

otherwise, we have also found that the crime which is 

said to have been committed by him was heineous and as 

such we do not find any ground to set aside the dismissal 

order and reinstate the applicant. However, in case, the 

applicant is exonerated or is accquitted by the High

Court. He can even thereafter approach the department 

for re-instatemant. ivith these observation, the . I .Pc 3



Ik- application stands disposed of fin ally . No order as to 

costs.

:  ;  (2 .  :  :

Mamfoer (A) 

Lucknow Datad; 2 4 .2 .1 9 9 3  

(RKA)

Vice-Chairman

V



CEiiiMAL .•aUMINI3T;{.;TIVE • raibUNAL 

CIRCUIT BlWCH, LUCKNOliJ '

r

.ley.lstrafcion No* , of -1961

v\

Patt-icjla.T's t o j rj_ g Kami net!

1 ,  Is the appeal ■ liompBtent ?

2 ,  . ■&) la the a;pl.iration, .in the .

prescribed form ? ■

fa)., Is tJ-ie appliriiation in  pap'ff^'" 

'b o o k  form ? • . ,

c ) l-lavB six  complete sets of the. 

application been' fiied. ?

3 ,  ‘ -a) Is the appeal, i:;. time.'?

. I f  nofcf 'by u'oui many da y s 'it  •

-■ .is- heyo7.fl

r?) - Hat, -...ufflc-ler.t '->ase for c«fc '

. flaking: the epplicatiOR in^tim e,

. '.  ̂ ....tsGn fllBd'?: •

■A,. Has the dDPunie, -of aythorisakiof;/ 

Uakalatnama oeen filed ? '

- Is  the a;.:-pI.i7atior; -':rcomparo,«^ by •

• B .o y P o sta l  Order for Rs,5U/~

. , Haa the i'errifj.ed :'op'>/t.'opiesi ■

.of' the ordorYs) against which., tbe -.... 

"a|-;pi.i.catiQ“i is ra^de' been filed?

.7.*..: a,) Have' -cha copies of 'the ’ •

-d&;-:;,rr.Gv,H,/roiied upon by the 

 ̂ 'applicant and iT;enbioi.,i3d in  the .■ 

app;li'catio:',.. been filed  7 .

b). Have the dor-umei^ts referred ' 

to in  (a ) above duly atte.'rted. 

by, a Gazetted 'Officer acid.,. ■ ■ - 

nur;be;,'e-J "accordingly 7 ,

.' c ) Are the do."'umBr.ts referred , •

' ' to in  (a )  above neatly-typed

iy double sapre ?

8 , Has ..the index of doouments been 

filed  and pagr.;'',no don&.propqrly

3 ,  Have the chronological dafcails 

' Of reprecer.tatiori made and-the 

. , ■ out coiTiG o/ such • representation- 

' been indioated iti the application?

Is tho muttGr :?r:i.tsed in  the appli- 

"■ation pBi’ding before any court of 

Laui or apv othrar Bennh ,of TeibuBal?

Endoraement as to result of examiwatiop'

;  - :  : T  .  I

; . " \ : .

i '■ ■ 

z .

: P

K-5 ■



• P-̂Jbicjlars to be Examinsd

Ara thG applicatiop/duplicafce^
-Qopy/Sparc copies signed ?

Arc extra copies of the applicatiojj 

'.•jicn Annoxui'cs filed ?

a) Identical with the Original ?

b) Defective. ?'

j.', 'Janting in ^nnexuros

: :

Endorsement as to result of examination

rsf\.'c;3

1 3 , Haye the file  size envolapes 

bearing full addresses of the 

respondents been filed ?

14 , the,given address the

rcgistcrGd address 1 ■ .

1 5 , .D o  the nairies of the parties-

G'tatea in  the copies tally with 

-in the appli-

■^dtion ?

'\6  ̂ Are the translations certified  

to be turc or supoorted by an 

•Afi'idauit affirtning that they 

are true ? ' ' ' ■ .

■ t7 , ■ Are the Tacts- of the case

mentioned in  item^no. 6 of the 

application '?  - i

f.) Concise ?

b) Under'distinct heads ?

,-) Numbered .consectiuoly !?

d) Typed,in  double ,space,on one 

side of t’ie paper ?

'!G,. Have the particulars for interim 

order prayed far indicated with 

reasons ? , /■

19» uihether all the remedies have 

'^xhauctod^

V-S,

kill

h ’

Ki

M ,

ainesry
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PutltiahuT-. .

f dvocate for' t he 
’ ti,’t.J:aner (s ) ' . ,

S ’

■y £ R- s-n

/_ Vji%pa jndla _& _p^<^s

E i"]. R A li .

Rsspodent. ’ '
■* ”

* << . •

Advocate for the 
Resipondê nts .

H o n ’ b ! e  'rir .Jusfeice  O .C ,t r - .iV G f t a v a * V .g i

i . ,  ■ ' .  4 . :

iC, ObayyaM^ber(A);
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■ 0 f the  Jud g em en t  . ?■ _ >
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''\l±Ge-C hairfnan .■ /  Member
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IUCKN3W CIRCUIT, U JC K M . ̂

Claim Pet. No. ijh
of 1990

r

"S

\

Hukum Chand, son of Sri Ganesh Prasad, 

resident of village and P.O. Machhrehta, 

District Lakhitnpur Kheri.

............Applicant

Versus
iS

1. Union of India through Secretary,

2.

3.

Ministry of Communication, Ndw Delhi, 

The DiB^tor of Postal Services, 

lAicknow Region, U .P ., lAJcknow. 

Superintendent of Post Offices,

Kheri Division, Lakhimpur Kheri.

.Respondents.

Claim Petition under Section 19 of the

Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985,

DETAILS OF APPLICATION;
■’ -s.

1. Partigulars of the "applicant:

Name of applicant; Hukum Chand
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1- 1
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(ii)

(iii)

Name of father 

Designation 8< Office 

in which employed.

(iv) Office address

(2)

: Sri Ganesh Prasad 

: Ardali/Peon 

Group

Divisional Office
^ '  •

Postal Services,

Kheri.

: Ardali/Peon 

Group 'D*

Divisional 

Office, Postal 

Services, Kheri

: Hukum Chand 

S/o Ganesh Prasad 

Resident of 

Village & Post 

Machhrehta, Dlstrict 

lakhimpur,Kheri

Particulars of the respondents;

(i) Name and /or designa-: Union of India

(v) Address for Service 

of all notices:

(ii)

tion of the 

respondents.

Office address of 

the respondents.

(iii) Address for service: 

of all notices.

Supdt. of Post

Offices. •

:i  Union of India 

through Secre­

tary, Ministry 

of Ckjmmunicatiot* 

New Delhi.

2. The Director of 

Postal Services 

.lucknow. Region 

U .P ., Lucknow

3. Superintendent 

of Post Offices 

Kheri Division, 

Lakhirapur-Kheri

1. Union of India 

through Secreta> 

Ministry of 

Communication, 

ISfew Delhi*

2. The Director
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of Postal Services, 

Lucknow, Region, U.P. 

Lucknow.

3. Superintendent of Post 

Offices, Kheri Division 

Lakhimpur, Kheri

Particulars of the order against 

which application is made!

The application is against the follovdng order:- 

( i )  Order No. Notice B-4/Humum Chand,

(ii) Date - 4.5.1988 

(iii) Passed by - Superintendent of Post Offices, 

® Kheri

(iv) Subject in brief- Dismissal from Service,

Jurisdiction of the Tribunal!

The applicant declares that the subject 

matter of the order jt'against which he wants 

redressal ia^within the jurisdiction of the 

Tribunal.

Limitation:

The applicant further declares that 

the application is within the limitation 

prescribed in Section 21 of the Administrative 

Tribunals Act, 1985»

6 . Facts of the case?

The facts of the case are given belowl-

(i) That the applicant started his career 

as a Branch Post/Master/Extra Department 

Agent of Machhrehta on 27.2.1970 and
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continued to work in such capacity till

14.9.1987 when he VA?as promoted and appointed 

as the Ardali/Peon in the Office of Superin­

tendent of Post Offices, Kheri Division, Kheri 

and was placed on regular establishment.

The applicant v̂ as abruptly placed under 

suspension by an order dated 23,12.37 

purporting to have been passed in terms 

of sub-rule (2) of Rule 10 of the Central 

Civil Services (Classification, Control and 

Appeal) Rules, 1965 on the ground of conviction 

of the applicant for 10 years u/S. 376,

504 and 506 I.P .C . by Sessions Judge, Kheri,
w-

Thereafter a questionaire was obtained 

against a number of questions on 3.5.1988 

and then a show-cause notice of dismissal 

dated 4.5,1988 was served which was suitably 

replied on 19.5.1988. Thereafter by order 

jNbtice Nd . B-4/Hukura Chand, the services of 

the petitioner were dismissed against 

which an appeal was preferred to Director 

of Postal Services, Lucknow Region, U .P ., 

Lucknow, oh 29.9.1988, on the ground that 

he was wxongly convicted and Crl. Appeal

768/1987Vias pending in High Court, lucknow. 

The Director of ftostal Services rejected the 

said appeal on^l.2.1989 and the copy of the 

said order was served on the applicant on

7.2.1989, hence this petition.

- 4 -

7. Relief Sought:

In view of the facts mentioned in para 6
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V
above, the applicant prays for the following 

reliefs:-

(i) That the order of dismissal dated

31,5.1988 passed by the learned Superin­

tendent of Post Offices, Kheri Division,
W'

Kheri, may kindly be quashed;

(ii) That the order of the rejection of the 

appeal dated^l.2,1989 passed by the 

Director, Postel Services, Lucknow may 

kindly be queshed.

, K

(iii) Cost of the claim petition be awarded 

to the applicant against the opposite 

parties.

8, Interim Order, if prayed for;-

J

n .

Pending final decision on the application, 

the applicant seeks issue of the following 

interim order

That the applicant may be given suspension 

allowance during the pendency of the 

case.

9, Details of the remedies exhausted:-

The applicant declares that he has 

availed of all the remedies available to 

him under the relevant service rules etc.

i .e . he filed an appeal against the order
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dated 31.5.1988 in Isbtice b-4/Hukum Chand 

passed by Superintendent of Post Offices, Kheri 

Division, Lakhirapur -IQieri, dismissing 

the applicant from his services under 

rule 1G(2) of Central Civil Services,

Cliassification, Control and Appeal Rules,
«»_

1965 ^  29.9.1988 which was rejected on

1.2.1989.

10, Matter not pending with any other court etc:

The applicant further declares that the 

matter regarding which this application 

has been made, is not pending before 

any court of law or any other authority or 

any other Bench of the Tribunal.

11. Particular of Bank Draft/Postal Order 

in respect of the ap^ication fee.

1. Name of the bank on 

which drawn.

2. Demand Draft No.

or:

1. Number of Indian 

Postal Order.

2. Name of the issuing 

Post Office.

f-'
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>

13.

3. Date of Issue of 

Postal Order.

t - X-

4. Post Office at which payable

Details of Index:

An Index in duplicate containing the details 

of the documents to be relied upon is enclosed.

List of enclosures:

1 .
2 .
3.

4.

5.

6.
8 -

Photostat copy of Charge Report.

Show Cause I'fotice of Dismissal.

Reply to Show Cause hbtice.

Riotostat copy of order of dismissal 

Hiotostat copy of appeal.

Photostat copy of Postal Receipt.

‘-V

I , Hukum Chand, son of Sri Ganesh Prasad, 

aged about 46 years, working as Dak Pal, resident of 

village and Post Machhrehta, do hereby verify that the 

contents of paras 1 to 13 are true to my personal 

knowledge and belief and that I have not suppressed any 

material facts.

Lucknow, dated 
January ,1990

Aoolicant.
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IN THE CEi^RAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
f .

LUOKWDW CIRCUIT, LUCKN3W. ■

Claim Petition I'fc. 

Hukum Chand . ^

Versus

Union of India and others.

INDEX

0 of 1990

. . . .Applicant

SI.No., . Particulars Pages

1. Charlie Report f
2 . Show cause notice ^ A - R

3. Reply to Show Cause Îsfotice

4, Order of dismissal
n  -

5 . Memo of Appeal
1 ^ - / 6

6. Postal receipt.
n

7 -

c JV . 6 - ^  ,

\

Lucknow;Dated 

January ,1990 (Avadh^h Kumar) 
Advocate

Counsel for the Applicant
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<Th0 f-tir®'Plnteticl'̂ iit ft i .'P«st ^ £ii o&s» . ;

Klieyjs" 2’6270'^

f

H  e  p i  ?  ?3 ?! a  a t  Bhn̂  w c ,n iji  3 Q- r«i«t t i  p .e - . r1 4- »  5 i» S B »■'

ijheyelD .dismissal f mm gefglet. jg 

ta .b€i f.nl

r ,

■

;. . . ■; ;

■

i' ■ ‘>ith pr<5f(?ttn(?̂  ^s0pect I teg s ^ t e l t ' ;;

' .■ : ' I : :

: '■■ ' ' .  '. ■ . ' ;■:

1« Thŝ t I yaa abraptls^ plaesf! iiat?©?' s«$i)§nsi-^n;;bs^

sn oHer- '^3*12*1987, p u r p o ) ? b a v Q  be©?

pas“@fr.b  ̂ ir/SJF h«n9UP in tersi,s fjf st3ib»rljî  ( 2 } ' ^ f -  

■ Halo 10 nf the CsjitPol cfvii: s«rvsoss( Clasaffa00'

ChntTifi and Appeal)' '^l?ssjl965« IThcreaf ter-a

cia«50ti«nnfiire been IB sued ta@ and
i ' , '

,' ■ ■ my angwsisps vere ■?btalnet! agsinst a nisabe^r'of . '
' ' I ' I ■ ■ ■ ■' '

cont-̂ inefl in the 

3.5«108S«' ■ '  ' . ' - '  ■'

2, That after '^b^ining th© msw^rsj th@ ĥpt« 0?!iUse

'\ . rintioo d'atofl 4*5«'9S8, undo?* .reply,, waa c->ia»tjr4oi

t-n TO® 6« 5i((88 hf regist^rarV p'f̂ sty rsqtiir'tng' a©'

«->'**'■-•'...  ■ ''■“'f'si. ■•- . . '■■ ■
.■• s u b m it  tsy P'-ply t h i n  10 dnys ff^ura t h a  ^ a t d

■ /  
1̂ 1

•* 0’-̂
Jn>f it ’ s fooffirt.

.A

J i
*0
At ■

very onfortunattsiiy fof eeirt îft . reasons bsyo, 

my control I Cfjald nî t b® in a to aak®

miy eubaissinn wsth'in the time amcl iias

eontstrnlns^ to aov?s an appl * oatlon da.tcxa H*5*88

to ynuy ■h'in?»UT», by star«̂ f1 post unf’er posted 

ifeqeipt no»539 dataa l4«5#83o 5!h©P«in it 

suba-ltteri that t!i® 2*f’=lsvsnt p?3p©f53 ' btsjn'

mfsplnoo''’’ fo” wsint of th# sarasv it Httl«»- 

fAastblQ fî t' !»£? ranko any Poply and it v̂-b sils 

pfsyed that I be granted. a tnr‘th^  ̂ 'pePirt,
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X

I

■ -V.,-.

V ;-

of-'otie y^elt tn tfftts® ftut tha pnpos?S mi to S'a'bmi't-̂ 

m.v reply• or<!efe pnsse^ tb®r®»n| If snjj 

’ ' ” So fsr b^®a C'SSSU-U!.oated t<? s©t l--bsg iJf;. ; |

 ̂ ' ■ fubmit ml" P '̂pif th© sbo'« sssQsie

14*5*"9B8^

4* '!That' to t t ia W  igisinislfe '.;: •;

with the order 23«ia*1987 imi»©ing' 0a®p0iii5i0'

' ■ : stif*iQtly -gpê 'king a?s i^t i n  ' «ltb.Jtht>

'  I pr^visions fflf-Geni!;p0l' Olvi'l..Sci?Vio®i5{;Cl8S$|fi''mt|J 

; CHntrrjX Appeal) Ral®'’'<*1965« in itiSf regard : 

it mo| rao?|t pnftS.oulf^p atttntian tliat-.â - ‘ ■

■ ot th© Hale?.-called She Csntrai '.Civil Si^^cea ;

, ; (Cl8SGif«c,f}ti«.ns' (>>ntr̂ i an-̂-

■' th© ĉ tncerri©''** plsea umler su9p®nsl^ ĵi^

'a n  employes i?etrns)p©©tlf6s ©ffaet#' , '■

That it 1-s nil the ra«r© uafortunBt© that 

, r̂>\XT h'^ttnUf^S Off1»T 2^«12#t987 pl«0'?<3 sa

: «ni5ef' rspspsnei-̂ n̂  with, retrospeetiir® ef!@et o'S '

' : 'la»1?.l987 ^^bl0h Is «pi:o!3e<1 to I^l®w10 «»{

. ; the 9 0 !^  Ro3®8', ahioh ar© etatot'^rf in nature •

, hnviag the of la^*

That VhQ suspensi< îi made e.paieati#© with a

retrospeotive- ©£feot als^ utterly disregards th@ 

fliotura nf Isu ao Ipifl rl̂ ŷn by th® Supfeme, 0>art ; 

and tho Ilf.n’h (Hurts fr/̂ m titn® t-̂ tim©* ?Ie©di®ss 

emphasise thst iaprisiti«sn of the euspensi-̂ ri 

With rotP'^spfjQti^o ©ffQot iB- Jussii?!lotiiitt

«mr1 is likely suffer < ©-natfigl-̂n 5f'ea price.,

i'■'̂ a m.̂ . flaf̂ iv̂ nt -?! the releiraat

. ' ' ■ r«ls0» It may nfst bs? iT3p«i*tinent tf? Sf®6 ■‘thst . ;

in view 'if-th© s©ttl#cl- ■'’ictura nt e?s»fss^msnt ' 

\|f o fowar nr itjielf lapli©B
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\

th.it It Bhnitil'*? l-'mr®' bo ©ssroiso^i b̂ iMaf 

strictly in a<soo?f1f»nee wffh th« rolov.?»nt law ijia 

:the rules keeping in tniH'? thst equi^lity df Is^ ,

10 t!ie f«rBt ennenti®! oti

|Cbnatit«!tl'*nal sî stera is bjs^ea^n lutHa ssHr1 . 

itbei?© Sq n*> V'}'-n whatsoever, . . , ■ v

'©xeroft^o p«yQr«*

fhsst ieniiane© fsf. .the quest!«n-asif© anjf ; -;, 

ohtainins sii '^msy©  ̂ 'a.gMHst

3*^*1988 <*?rtes In no way mottnt to according ■ !

p©rs«>nal hearing’ as' sll^ged. ^h©r© is reasaa tr» •! 

f eel, that tbs »al®'\?s£at stntutoE’y rtiles .in this I
. - ■ ■ J

Ifegsrd _h0VQ bd@n mliJO^nstru^fl and tfllooppH^d tf» ' 

ay pFsjudioe* . ■ ,'

I That thei?« is ^@t snoth®? gloomy ®sp©<it , i 

involirefl in th^ imp«gnc(? suspension as'slea th© ; 

iShôo' oauo© rifttioc.,, Em<?eP Feply •-tn, thts r©ga?5 " ! 

'it raf?? e?sv® -pf?.?tieuljif s'ttenti'^n ?»£ ull 

etl that T hnti b®on very unfcsrtunntoly traplie®t«d 

iin tji0 erfnifn??! e«3@ fals.sly dus entity of 

'e<Bvfsin riffectiv© an-l ,fnfluentiel/ papE?f5ns' of ■.

tho l-.onlity® T stn O'jnfiaont t!i©t ultl.in®t©ly 

'th® tputb-vjilv ^lefin^tely ps?ê 7?ll i will be .j 

'05fr>nQrsted an«l e:seulp!^tea« ' i

5hat T uas c«nt/iet©5 by ■ tb®. cou^t of . 

r>n I8e^2«l987* Feeling sysslf aggfie^ed:

a.isinat th® JuflCTQnt on?! order of the lis®m®<5 
1 On— oJl . I G S H ^ I
trffDl ooWrt I prefaPre'  ̂ an appeailSn th® ilnn’ ble:

S ' ■ 1

;High 0*)Uft, iuckn^y .Benoh, Lucknĉ w sn<l was aisa j 

or^lor©  ̂ by th<s Hcn< ble. o^iart t<> b© released .on .■ 

bail «n '>1.t2«l96e.
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';hst it is ^lsapp/>intlng thsf the 

23#1^#19S7 !*ar»sla!5[ tho 0«sr©n9l<»n- «8s- t?sg$«5. by_ , 

yjou" hr>n'Mii’ aftop. T ha*̂  beefl oti 22*12*88

by the thn’ ble court to bo roXaaso^, an «aiX* Xa'
' . '  I

this it ie very mrstsrleX anr) ■weighty and f .'

»sy 8 ^ s i n  m^rit SpeeiaX eonsia.dratfb.n- tbst Isa ■■'■; .
vOVvt>̂  ;

n«-rt!iai Goti’f's© la. ® orlrainal apr^t^X/bofl Is gftXitM 

the appeilsat of th© e^nvlstef! persj^n the oS'Se? 

apreele^ oKecuti-'n th« s«?Kte$iee

is  stiepenrisri in vi® . spscs.iXid pfaviMotie oif'-. 

B0ot!«n 389 nt th® Cf>(?6 nf CTPfm/nsl Proee3tiy;®,i9'73» 

As such the ©rde- Imposing suspension was- paSi>e5 

when tb© eonvieti^n en<! ceateno® hS‘̂ been aetuslly 

ŝuspen^ofl r>r «er»5 rî  .op'-vrativft at aXX.^o'* when 

the con^feti-^a sn'-i Bsrttenos nvn suspenrlefi ftf> 

prfj'cGefliRr̂ s can .be taken' na in pî ltttf 'ori»eije9UnXy 

holfliii.K tb‘3 ''̂ e.rpon oonoerne<  ̂ to be o.'>n^lct©6 ®nf? 

ssEitaneê ?#

'Xhat ap.§-#t ivnm it, it ??lso:'appea?s to hav^' 

0S<5qpe«̂  ncit!o<?s thst rioGfsfdinp:. t-̂ f!!atua of Isw '.' 

an appeal Is , aotuaUy speaking, a c?>nttnttat4̂ n • • 

of the nrlginax. prrtOeerlings* Ae sooh the oon'tiotloi!

the acfnteti<50 pasoe^ bp th® trlaX court ORnnot '■
. I

be helfl conclusive penlag <Seol8ion of the arreal ' 

prafaffef’ onsirtst tht? c^^ni/fotlnn nnri essntono'e 

pf̂ f{os6 by the ti'isil court, tt 19 nothing bat an 

i^ony ot my fiate oonspirjjoy of ay s'g'iil stars'

that suoh very rantorlal eon si aerations appear to

hs?0 baen eonipl^tcly lgnof'e'3 by your honour*a !
, , - j

Poo<?seXf before proeee-'Hnrr to lopose suspension

•an<̂  ana !n be*‘'>re is-’ulnt? the show onuse' no tie a’ ' . . . , .

'^Ith prop'^pal therein Infliet tĥ s h<l|:heat 

punishment f>f Îstal.sfial frora servlee#
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I be;:; t>? BirbrtiJ.t v®T̂  reSpWktUlis*'

thst thQ ?»b'9e!Pvettf»n ft! .tha F^n'bl© Stip^^iaa Caart 

,as raêf̂c* In Tulsl Rnm Patel*0 ona©, a voJfy 0lgaifi•

: esn^ cas0, peoentl5> appears to b® brnsh®3 ,| .

;ss!6@ ©Itber or silsc?>nstFa@<l« Tha Suprca® Qjurt ' 

ihis (nbsftr's'ttd that .th® flisoiplinary authorityimttot|
•i ■ ■ , : ' .

;baw®v©?f begf iJi $n!n5 that th© o?)ii'vietl'”?a .qH a, ;

:0rlra!nol chsjp^e r?<5«sB nnt sî . fflutoSBticnlly ©nt!®l3L
■ i , . •

'dismissal, rsrs'^vsl rf?r1uot|^n ia rank <>f: th© .

iQono«‘!'ns'  ̂ g'jvonment eefvant* Ih© i*®q«isit® otf5o? ■
i '  .

th be p;!̂ 00oi?! bj; tlio diceiplinarj;.
I • ' ' ■’
;ednQern®(! haflnf» (!e'0?,{1o<i vjhieh of these th'ra© :/
I ■ . i

>emslt! 0 6  1 '0 . spsaqoirsil tr> be j

'. Thet in »C f>f tha faote mi ' /
i

;CircamstancG0 QDBtl^n®t1 ■sb̂ v̂fi* it 5.0 little Justlilv-

!©(?!, yatb©!"’Rpp0sT9 to b® oppons'ius ^tbat .■ '
I ' ’ ■ ' TiV. '

hss jtrf he 'not fii. tii b© jp̂ talnsii! |

in.ptibl!o tscrvic® in ®:^e?o5sing-?o:iai* pd«@fa. us.6®r 

^Huiee -10 19' of tbefc^c.s, & A) Hales* '
I ■ .  ̂ ■ ' , , ' '
J ' .. ' t .
i ' That it noi? not bo <M?t &f, plâ e- op f«J? frisfii

rclevnncy t-? submit ves*? ?ct3peotf?r ly that I .!

knitlslly ''tn”to6 my cnroef ss n Srsnob FoStis^ste'f/

1 ' ' ■ ■’ . 
Ksttrn T'apnrtaout Anent ■MsobchehohhQ on S7*2»,197Q

k«(̂  ©nntinue-'-' tn yrjrk in ouoh capaelty till'l4«9*87 

vh©n -T WS3 pPDiS'̂ te'̂  aippointec? st$ the ptftn 
' ' ' . ' ' 

in tbs office tb© Superintendent <yt FoSt ^ttla&S 

Khori rivi8i'r.n KbsrI and plao#r1 on, regular entsri* ' 

lisbsaent dint f>f sinesro ■

b-̂ nesty an.-’ effecieacy ??n mj? part, wblob aay. ba. ■ ' ■ 

frora "tb® BOJ'vlOis fecor<3* The rc?0offr1 will 

ra'^eai that sî  work anonn<!u^t rttaaiaed

r.ats.QCaotf>py tbrougboat sna.
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UhatooGvcr has bean laede an* against tne ffatn

l©veX OP any ^uapter*' Koedlogg t'j ©mphaolso that 

very unfortunataiy £?iich laatejrisl £aots appeaf to 

havQ escaper! n?>tiCG of jour b^^noar* g goo^lself, td ay 

great prejuc!10€«

!i)hat I am confidlent that^your honour «lii  

b© pleas®''* t?» ,a00f)*''̂  (̂ u® eppp®oiatioQ to tbs 

pe0pecsfcful submlool'sna Ha©!: ebove smd after duly 

proMnR into tha facts and circuiastanooa y|il ba 

pleas©':  ̂ to reach b def-'nlto conoluBlon that the 

Ifflpugnefl suspension frjii^ysd by th© proposal of 

Inflietion nf t!i® higbast punishmoat of aisalssai’ 

fT'om service are n-st in oonfbnnlty with the r®l6tai3!l 

statut')?*;? rulesi the laandsteB of Artiol© 3l1 of th® 

G^nstitu tion hs also the ^©leinQntary canons of'

Jiaturiisl justioo fJa6. fair pXsy#

That ntt&v aispaoslonatQ donelderatlon of 

thsf facts aiif3 ei5*eua^tane3s ycur gooi^s.Qlf-^111 b® 

please^l to hol<3 that the Impugmd ppooeeaixiga 

during peridoacy of the appssl when the conviotloB ,
■ r ■ • ' ■ - ' ' • '

sa(̂  BeatanoG psaaed by _the leamod tpial Oourt
'v\(Tr oj>V«Jouie ' -

la not conoluslv© [Is preaature and. aooopdingly

the aho’'̂  Of?use notice is warpant©d to be w|thdpa«n ;

and I may be refnstated in servioe after r©voe»ti6H

of th© suspension oi-der dated 2 3*12,1987^ •

«̂ -W\ ̂  CrScvi- » :

That the raSpectful reply is aubmitteid 

sgein«t- the notice praying judicious oonsideration ; 

as the tnatt©r in»?dlv9g the quostiono of llv®lihoo,d*;

The Sourca of livelihood coraos within th© assning 

of fandamontol rightB as enghriried in th@ ;■

Constit'utl'in of India and 3ueh & ^alueable r||}t V 

may n4t be >2estroyed ©oting on erroneous , 

presuraptioni3 or assamptions* . '
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?cf due c-̂ nsldsratio'̂ - ond jtistie.® 

©xtreraely bebonden to your hoiidU?*

lou^s faithfullj?#

q®

(Hakiia Chpnd) .; |
H/o  ̂ t^cb

' ,  District; t.0ljbifflpttpi*̂ Kheri:*
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SlT̂  il^^STf 2 5 I 5_
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f l , 3 l .'5.33 '

5|J! ,3F3cf^^

iHjni 3?rraT?;̂  > 375 ,504 , 5os^ n̂To ôijIs ai^a^a’feî
oseiii n  'IT m n v j .  ^  -m i f^oiiVjafjavs?:
•A’ ôi T>??iT «mr I 31 n: €f. g|n ei^ ^

<i'Ar̂  T ĵfif r̂r :>3 . i / ,0 7 '> g ie i f>mm is , 12 .©7 
^MT|q?lf? îrT iVi’̂ î T qq a f f i 1965 I  .Ig|2|I'::; ^

'niM’fVqn Tm 'i '21̂ 1:211 1 uiri^p 3 . 5.33
îA ô j’i<!'aSii1 }\ d'l Si4 I il^lf®! I

GH'BUS ?rr-f:l 4 .5 .83 'i j:T?lT ^fa I  3tfsIT

OiT̂ rT :TcrT;!t uU-iT  ̂ 10 1̂1
r̂ l̂T Jî rf I slni^!' :n‘ Ji'ciqcll f̂ s5T? 20. 5. SB 9'
¥ '̂icfi |:iT I

qri:. Im  Ĵsi TTJiT s im f i  \  ^rrf n
qof f'lTiT k I ym  nioiTM |.'xiî A i[^' i t  MsciT

li cA'eT5i §.n- m n  !• i x̂ . nr?;v[ )f Tm vm
Tâ -̂ia >{■•Tr.inl-T'v't.-T Icfl[f12te??T3.clt 1965  ̂ tsi?lH
\ o i n  - 'n-A:\ ‘'U ri\ tr'iV'!:! ?iT 9^x€\ \  >1 iTiirr̂ l ht^t
olTclT h I ilfl: 23. I?..87 ^  l i k n  <?« .

t; ! f^ 'hm  fflgl'^T ii f̂ JlT
?B-5 rifVnn pjim % W Tm  'mt t e V r  i \ z
liT^-'l fe l̂Tcloft 1965'  ̂ ftl2{jr 19 h Ô T̂ aTffr afV'̂ ci

I ’[rf: V  ^ ^

nT?7.\ eY I

qeMifi: sfn tiifc?«5r> 4\ fi^ifM
•rf'TeiT̂ '-s HT?Ya r< 3!-.fta 375, 504,506 31® A
fm Pj??5iTm 5WT I

m : m  tuî T oiTcji  ̂ 5'ta ^  §f^ •

??.tT5d̂  n <1iT?lfcia .HTcR'̂ T f?lf^
t\ 1"U1̂  r̂f(;irT umT ¥ Sû q , eSl«lT ;

% I ;■

3TW  3!M\sfaTifiift,cji%^T^T 9 5̂ strdrci fT “"
!laT 'f iHilT ?i' 1 /

Sl<1̂ UvC,sft€l

^-252701
5i'fti1>!Pr:~

.Jf^i tiKfafrn̂ n I. ^^UTfl ,’ . tr\i-Crix?Cv:,C^  ̂ 3 . ô llVâ Iff f 511̂1 cf\
4. il\\% cfbl^T 5. q'ftijgiT 6. T̂ii ;,

7. O'?  ̂ I
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tbo Director of Fer̂ ?'̂  ces,LucknW"lWlIimi -—
Il*?«L!.ic]-r^:w»

„S ■'■

' ' 1 ‘. ,

.'llakuta GI'Sr t ’̂ s y e '^ U lr t 'it  v t H a s e  P o s t  O f f i c e  n e h h e p h a  | ■ 

Dl<!ji??ic1;i Wkhfapup-Kh-^fi#

# , • « » *  *App©ll?3nil ": ’;
■ ,.; i

Vajypius? ■■ , ■ ■ ■ ' ;  :'i

I .' •  ̂ ' M
f^up«r5.n1;<riawt point Offices, Kheri . Divisior*.# ■]

Lnkhirapur-KhC)*’ ii • . .'' ■!

'• * f, »t« f'enpo-̂ dent ,

'̂ pj'T-al n.Hnir!f!i: tbe dated 31e5«l98S

i"' '.lo'ti o.‘‘' '^DtB-VlIUkun Chaid) pa«t«!0d hy 

Kb<3V ̂  Div i gl on ,1. nk hlmpur-Khoui,

I'f tt> vini' the apF'illan't f ro« his pe^vi unde* 

'•’uls loC^) of C.r|T\l3?al Cdvil Begvtoeo,

( ii cat5.r:i'ij Cb-r.trol end A'pije.̂ ) Ra 3.61?̂  1965 i

f’b-ivp r̂s’TiO'-l apwilont mo'St respectfully

ol-;,, W F? th 0 U '1'̂  '■1 I’ S "•

1*2hat ••fchough the appcliarit Is on bail In s cr<ralnal 

• capa and and h© hn<* !̂ ont hig detailed reply of notSO® 

dated'4.5»8'^ on 19*5.G8, the lojsi'n.on f<.p,Of?« Kh®s?i Zm, ■

Lakhlntpuf'-Khar'1 b"-)'-! appellant from his gervlo^/

vlds the ii?.pu[-vi0d '>rdft s* dated 3̂  «5 \

2*i’h-?t boina nc2i’* “Vod by tJie order of the B*p«o^s Kherl 

Div!.??:lrm dfstaa 31«5«oO tho appellant psafer*i this ,! 

appeal bor?oX’o your hc’̂ our 5nt©r»alia on folloWlngi--

(; i? '1'̂ U D r , i
-*—‘ - - . .^ - ' .- - - i—ri-'.* ' ■• ■ ' -iT-io rM nr in«ii HMnrwnr

p)BeaaUtt-̂  thP lr-̂3rno<5 F'.p^irjt Kher  ̂'Dr?, ha?* wrangly inter, 

pi’ot'̂ d th-'' rulofi and ha'̂  removed the appellant fro® 

hi'^ nervice, laW, factfr end laerltg of the

Case.

b)Boof>u«?0 ,tho lea me a K.h©rl Dn* ha<? wrongly.: ^

reached on co^clucicn that during psnd.eisey of criainal;
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• siQrst 1 'I'n9'? -r.b''7<' ■’■'n M be p©T}dir)g*

3.r-i.ea«i4 the Kheri B-n* fms decided'-' i

t5î ' pfoOis- ngr.S."'̂ .«5t the appellant sgainst th©" ;.
"' - ■' ‘ ■ ■• j.' 

asndote^. ry2 Afiiolo 311 of tho Q^nstituiJiotJ of inaia ^

a’ld pn-nci.pl<»« o'̂  ^otursl justice a?id fair.'j)la|* f'- i,,'
. . . .  . ;

4,Be'33un0 th« Kbei*' oas^t t© bsV® :

i?n«ipendod the îpp« 11 ant enuring the pendetioj' of , ;•• '

c?‘®T.i?.̂ 31 wppoal, s*̂  1:̂1.'? appellant i?'on bell> -b a t  bi . 

h?!/' 2“''iao'i7a<'! thf' appcO.linnt ivnn illegally

■'J'ticH i<s quite. t-> tbe ntfw,fling order 9 and

ful«n (kSj? of the Conts'nl GovarnKernt#
I • • ‘ .

■5*Bt>o.autii’! tiK- .r-relc.t* of the Isarnad *09 Khesi. Dri» 

i«  anrl a,:̂ Ĵ,-'-’f?t f iindaaental prlnolplas

r:f p-frt-nl 05?»s

6, t'v'' r>f Ilk© nstur® th© porsons agairis’

v*!''!'"" ''.'I’lr, ’ r',r;l .î 'pprtcl nr-s>J.Tr>t th'S'l.J?' Qo’̂  otiofl'  ̂ IW ’

p*-r'5i rt,ij h-iV'"' ■\rily <-:a«pO!i deu 'f rost their gaSP îoeS

till the Cri,Appeal, Equity o f  1b̂  is 'Jtio-

firet tb<5 rale? <yt Ib̂-̂ Upon whieh the ^hc

••>?■” st^tu tio’̂ rl. '̂ yst.Ki in ba«ed in India* . ;  '•'•

the i'^sm??'d '“•?.o<5‘i:h©ri Dn# fe^gbt to bav« ' 

hei/! tbct a«. sppoll.-̂ nt ha-n f 3 lad or lain al appeal no 

768/87 i" th<* Tl/,ri»blo !’* ftb Q5ar t,I,uekno'J - and 18 on 

b a ! l  <!inCo :?1,1.";, 1 9 8 8 ,  ©«  such his con fiction ' ifl

f*ii gp̂ '̂ d cd and .sp.poll^w t»  ̂ f»erv< 00s shall he continue

t*n  of âppi!)sle

BeB^a'in^o tha "*?«'>« Kh^rl Dn» lias paSf^ed his o^dor on- 

23,12 ,G7('t̂ uppf)nrf'''.ii or’oe.r) IJioUgh .the appellant Wag 

bail' gt that tirso, af?, ho 'H '’ rele.u'^od on bail oti

22*12 ,B8 by the Hnn* bla High CoitP t and in .view of *?ac-
1

389 of thG Code of wj.nol Prooeduffe, 1973 whM bgJB 

ie jjFcntad ijr\ th'p npp<?llsnt oJ^̂ th© oo’TVleted p^a©!^ 

th© o^dffr appeals!<i agai' îgt and ' ex©cu tion oi th@ . 

egntcn'O! ip pu spends©»•
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9» :>3nu'rn' th^ n“-rjc-i» ni the le-stiHd ?#?*0a Kheri 

«« '■•" I***’-' Crr'̂ Ĵ otuy*?  ̂ S-n*? «QrTsi«l»̂  s?id 16

t/5 be •iiflt ■:

; S i o r '- ^ f It t’3 ro?5p30t£t:11|' Hiat ^

rj3c*'3'i’“‘ 3t ,5* 19"̂ ? by the leasntd ?>tP#0 s*'<i
'■. i'

Kha^" D^vi/• 3 j ,|^akhf'apu r-Khcri r.n'j kl’idly be quashed

fsy\d t:'i!D r.pp̂ 'llr.'nt b?*--r'̂ 'C.n“''?t:’̂ te b'5'' iT!

?ePV“1 0̂  tn J  af hl« oTi'n-naX appeal o«” In

al t®r"': "te h* ” b<:- r*'dfcs'f;d to be Co'̂

 ̂'■> .pl?'.r>'-' f) ,

ChnJitU

^  -'6* ^ 5  Unê nh pf»ta^ Cj^eh i'heurmj

• N ^ v v - ' ‘ 14 • 5"'/-ivN
^9/9/^988* ■■. -̂A. Advoc?»te,talchJai.uir»Xheri

1-)



-

V

■ ^ a ^ fe jA « v v \  c X e v w ^  v y >  .0 ^0 - V

/\

V*'
0

/

V

stam p 
r /."

"'(?r'5?f’it)..................... ..................

mn JTT ,?15 fepff wq 0̂
nounl of Sinmpf f Rs
,'k rfsT??: ...^
'coivorj (1 Rfpisletfrl In.yij-M’

5;t ...
■larenscci to .

t r O ' l  f o r  l i  s  I H I  I k i i k  o f i )

n .........
j.'ice  fee R s . p.

^  fill?  ̂qai ••
,inci ucidics!' o( sendO'

 ̂<rt g?tlf %’ ami: ̂  n|
'̂ c.! 10 term s artd condit'roi'w in P .O . guidu ~'>ujriaiuTi: oj Itetf^'^ny (i_

■V



-V

>

i-'

^  r- v _  *nT<rftlf SJcp ■f̂ JfFT f
QiTOTSy iriwp STqj t'mC , R-RvS ^  ̂cFfiS -22B007 /

0
irrq-̂ ?tcJrr:1^6Tci/?tiW-2O4/0B-B9/i3

1 2 , 1 9 6 6

#  §g3T ^  "u" crftrnî  i f W  ^
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î 'Hj'̂  Lrn pcfif ’̂ '

■̂Hl'-fd-'i ^^cpmi ̂ .zr *sr sf7H'̂ ?\'c-̂JH7 fqH. 7^-4^
‘■'■’•I. _ CL''. '• ■-"'> ^
•gr ,j ;r < r  s ? n r 3 T « t3 v ? ; ^  i ^ , j S r  g ,  {

' • ■ ., t i '•

i  ̂*



V . .

V

'in the central Administrative Tribunal at Allahbad,  ̂ ^

Circuit-Banch,-Lucknow.

iMisc. Application No, 1990

on behalf Respondents*

in

Case No« o , ... _q £  1990 ( O

Ck^L
versus.

• • • •  Applicant*

- Union of India & Others,. . . . . . Respondents

APPXilCATION FOR C0M30NATI0N OF DELAY 

The respondents- respectfully beg to sutmit ,as under

,  ̂ -V

1 • That the written reply on behalf of the respondents

could not be filed v;ithin the time allotted by the 

Hon'blfe Tiribunal on account of the fact that after 

receipt of the parawise conments frcm the respondents, 

the draft-reply was sent to the department for vetting. 

2i That the approved written reply >ias been received and 

is being filed  without any further loss of time.

That the delay in filing the vr it ten reply is bonaf ide 

and not deliberate and is liable to be condoned.

WHEREFORE^ it is prayed that the delay in filing 

the written reply may be condoned and the, same may be brought 

record on vjhich the respondents shall ever remain grate- 

ful as in duty • bovmd.. , '

Lucknow I 

Dated :

( Dr, Dinesh Chandra) 
counsel for the Respondents#
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m  TES GMTML i^IMBIISTmTIVS TRIBUNAL AT ALLikHAtBA, 

CIBCUIT B M CH, LUGKIQW.

COIMTBR-AgFIDAVIT ®  BEHALF OF EESPdTDENTS.

In

0,A*Io A 0 of 1990(L)

Hukuffi (3hand ................................................... Applicant.

■V

Versus

Union of India & O t h e r s . . . . , , . . ......... Ifespondent.

I, Daya Ram, aged about P .v ,«.years, son of Late Shri 

Bachehi Raiii, Superintendent of Post Offices, IQieri Dn., 

Lakhimpur Kieri,, do hereby solemnly affiim and state as under?

1 . That the deponant has read the application filed by

Shri HuIoti Chand and has understood the contents thereof® He 

is well conversant with the facts deposed hereinafter and is 

swearing this affidavit on behalf of all the respondents.

2. Hiat it will be worth while to give a brief history of

the case as under J-

-S BBIEF HISTORY OF THE GASB J-

Shri Hukum C3iand who was working as Orderly peon in

/the office of the depcnant applied for leave on 18-12-8? but

he did not turn up on duty thereafter. He,however, infoimed

Contd..«2/-
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vide his application dtd,23-12-8? that he ms a^arded^^ yrs. 

imprisonment under section 37^, 5 ^ ,  505 I.P.C# by the 

District Session Judge, Kheri. He was arrested on 18-12-8? 

and sent to jail on the same day. Hovj he is on bail. On 

receipt of his application dtd.23-12-8? Shri Hukum (3hand was 

palced under suspensidn w.e.f, 18-12-8?,

•Hie deponant called Shri Hukura Chand on 3-5-88 for 

personal enquiry. 'Biereafter, a show cause notice was issued 

to him vide Memo No.B-VHukum Chand dtd.^-5-88. Shri Hukum 

Chand submitted his defence statement dtd. 19-5-88. After 

considering his statement, Shri Hukum Chand was dismissed 

from service vide Memo'lo.B-VHukum Chand dtd,31-5-88. He 

appealed against the order of dismissal to the Director Postal 

Services, Lucknow who rejected his appeal vide Memo Ho.BDL/APP 

20lf/88-89/l3 dtd. 12-11-88 which was delivered to the applicant

on ?-2-89.

Ihe applicant filed an application before this Hon'ble 

Tribunal which was rejected under O.A.No.192/89(L). Bie said 

application was disposed of on 18-10-89 with the direction for 

the respondents to decide the appeal dtd.29-9-88. In case the 

applicant is still aggrieved with the order of appellate 

authority passed in pursuance of the aforesaid direction given 

by us, the applicant will be at liberty to lodge his clain 

petition before u-s within four months from the d a t e .. , , . . . . . .

Tribunal’ s order dt. 18-10-89 is being

Contd...3/-
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filed as Annexure,R-1. The applicant did not disclesf v':the 

fact that he had reeeiYed the decisicn on his appeal on 

7-2-89.

It is also submitted in this connection that as_ per 

rule 116 of P&T Man.Vol.Ill and G.I#C.S.(Iteptt« of Personnel)

0 .M .IO .37/3/7^-AVD III dtd. 19-9-75, an order with a view to 

Imposing a penalty on the Govt, servant on the ground of 

conduct which had led to his conviction on a criminal charge 

should be issued, issue such an order without waiting for 

-the period of filing an appeal or if an appeal has been 

filed, without waiting for the decision in the first court of 

appeal. Bie order of dismissal passed by the deponant was in 

confiisiity with the provisions of the said Rule, Ihe appli­

cant has filed this application against the order of dismissal

-• PAm-WISS CO>MMTS J-

3 . That the contents of paras 1 to 6 need no coraments. It 

is, however, clarified that order Io,B-J+/Hukum Chand dt.^5-8^ 

was in show cause notice and not an order of dismissal.

H'. That the contents of para 6 are admitted. It is furtb^ 

submitted that the applicant was connected under Sec,376-I,P. 

and was sentenced to ten years imprisonment vide order dt. 

18-12-87 of the Hon'ble -iddl.District Judge, Lakhimpur Kheri, 

Departmental enquiry Was also conducted into the matter and 

the applicant was served tith a notice dtA-5-88 to show

cause why his services may not be teiminated. After careful

: ^ Contd, .V-
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consideration of his leply to tlie said show cause notice 

the applicant was lemoved fron service vide order dt.31-5-88. 

I^e applicant preferred an appeal against the order of- diss- 

missal to the Director Postal Services, Lucknow which was 

r3;iected vide order dt.4*2^=frf« The applicant was involved 

in a crime Law which was such as to render further retention 

in public service of the applicant prima facia undesirable.

>
Ihe said order of dismissal was passed keeping in view the

provisicns of Buie 19 of the C.C. S .(C .C ,A .) Buies,1965 and

the departmental instructions contained in pai^ 116 of the

Post and 2fele graphs Manual, ?o l.III. Ifelevent ext met of the-

said instructions are, re-produced belowt-

*• On a case where a government servant has been

convicted in a court of law for an offence which is

such as to render his further retention in public

prima-facia undesirable, action to dismiss, remove or

ccmpulsaraly letire hijm from service shall not pend

before the period for filing an appeal has elapsed, or, if ai—

appealphas been decided in the first court of Law. Ir—

■/Uasu l .

other cases also i .e . where extreme penalties are not
> A

warranted^ the disciplinary authority shall issue

0T6ev immediately on receipt of a copy of the j'udge-

ment................... ”

Ihus the order of dismissal frcm service of the appli' 

cant was perfectly legal.

//  ̂//

i L Contd,* *5/-
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5 . IJiat In Yiey of the submissions made m the ahcve

V"
paragraphs, the reliefs sought for in para 7 of the appli- 

eatice are not admissible. The application lacks merit and

X,

is liable to be dismissed -with costs.

6 . Baat in reply to para 8 of tte application it is

submitted that the applicant ms arrested by the police on 

18-12-8? and was sent to jail on the same day. As the appli­

cant remained in jail for a period exceeding kS hrs, he ms 

deemed to have been suspended ¥,e.f, 18-12-8? in terms of sub 

rule (2) of Eule 10 of the C.C, S.(C,G.A.) Buies, 19^5 and

V

was ordered to lemain under suspension until further orders 

vide order dt.23-12-8?, On 31-5-88 the services of the appli 

cant were teiminated, Bius the piayer of the applicant for

payment of suspension allowance during the pendencey of the 

present case is not tenable and llB-ble to be rejected.

? . Uiat the contents of paras 9 to 13 need no comments.

ponant.

Comtd,,,6/-
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-5 VERIFIGATIGH J-

I, the above named deponant do hereby verify that tke 

contents of paras  ̂ of this affidavit are true

to my personnal knowledge ^ d  those of paras are

believed by me to be true based on records and as per legal 

advise of my counsel. That nothing material facts has been 

concealed and no part of it is false, so help me God,

// 6 11

Signed and verified this the 

199f within the court coupound at Lucknow.

day of

Lucknow.

IDated;- ^-779/

I identify the deponant who signed 

before me.
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^  In the Central Administrative Tribunal at Allahbad,

Circuit -Banch  ̂-I.ucKnow,

Y Misc, Application NO, ^ of 1990

on behalf Respondents*

in

Case NO. .. -fe ' q£. 1990 ( l ')

V-. ! 4 X . • • •# ««•«♦ Applicant*
versus*

Unicn Of India & Others............  ............. ..... . .Respondents •

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY 

The respondents respectfully beg to submit as under i~

1* That the v/ritten reply on behalf of the respondents

could not be f i l ^  within the time allotted by the

Hon'ble Tribunal on account of the fact that after 

receipt of the paradise comments from the respondents,
4

' the draft-repiy was sent to the department for vetting,

2* That the approved written reply Yias been received and

is being filed without any further loss of time*
»

'3, That the delay in filing the written reply is bonafide

and not deliberate and is liable to be condoned.

V
WHEREFORE^ it is prayed that the delay in filing 

the written reply may be condoned and the same may be brought 

ori record on which the respondents s'hall ever remain grate­

ful as in duty bound.

j).
Lucknow I

( D r *  Dinesh Chandra)
Dated : Counsel for the Respondents*



TO

Sir,

No

Government of India 

Central Ground Uater Bo^rd 

Uest Central Region 

Suaminarayan College Blc 

Shah Alam Tolnaka 

Ahmedabad 380 022 .

Date

The Deputy Registrar, CAT 

Circuit Bench,

Gandhi Bhav/an, 

opp: Residency,

Lucknou*

Please find enclosed the acknouledgement 

received from Sh, 3 .C .  T iuari ,  Scientist *C* in 

connection uith the court Notice No .40 /1990  ( l ) dated

6 . 3 . 9 0 .

(

Yours fa ith fully .

Enel: As above.

5CIENTI ST 

For DIRECTOR



A C K . M 0 L E D G E M E N T

Received Court '̂ otice No«40/l990 (l) âted 

6-3rl990 fron the Deputy '̂̂ egistrar (j), Central 

Administrative Tribunal, Circuit Bench, ûcMp.ovj,

Dated* » it  «*

 ̂Pla ce*
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srf?T5n (f^TT?:) | 3t\t f5i% Im

i  f H  ?gfii 3T3?̂ T sf?q sft f  s

m fTfift srh: % «ir '1 ^Tm «pf m

g 5T5T rf«n 3Ttf̂5? f̂ TTT̂ H't ^  |*TR> tTT Sfq̂

sAt cTfr̂ *̂  ̂ ?R̂  5fT ’̂ 'JETT

mm m f5«r«r> ) m 5if^?r f^qt fsiT «̂rm

qi 5?m5RT ( ?fcr^cO ) ^  ITT «T̂

gT̂ T nt ?T9 

?5ft?uK I ^ i  %  qt 5srJT
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