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IN  THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATpy/E TRt BUNAL 

C IR C U ir  BENCH 

LUCKNOW

Contempt No, 21 of 1990.

Ram Chandra Tewari 

Shri B .K . Srivastava

versus

Area Manager, C .S .D ,

Lucknow & others. 

Shri V .K .Chaudhary

Hon. Mr, D .K . Agrawal, J .M , 
Hon. Mr. K . Obayya/ A .M .

Applicant.

.Counsel for Applicant.

Respondents,

Counsel for Respondent;

(Hon. Mr. D .K . Agravjal/ u .M .)

In  compliance of the order date.': 2 6 .1 1 .9 0  the 

opposite parties f ile d  counter a ffidav it  xvher'rin 

they have stated that the applicant has been re-enga§ed 

It  has further been brought to our notice

that the applicant '^as given a show caj.se n:>tice by 

the competeht authority but he has not given reply 

thereto, -he applicant is directed to give a reply 

thereto forth^nfrth. The shov̂ ; Cause notice is  hereby 

discharged. The contempt application is disposed of

^  ■
A.M.

Lucknow Dated: 7 . 1 . 9 ^
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In The Oentral ^k3ministratlve Tribmal jLuctoow 

l^nch LucKnot%

(2 ^^W v *0a r  ^

i^p U c ^ic n  88 of 1988

Between

U'

Ran Chsadra. Tfewari

aid

^ p lic  ait

Re pendent

(D

(2)

(3)

(4)

Nane of applicait

<5)

Name of Father*

Ran CSiaidra Tewari

Late Sri Mata Prasacl 

Tewari

Aga of applicait g.», -Ssout 2? years

Dasegiafcion aid particulars*Mazdooi/Watchmai

of office in which enplpyedl Caiteen aid store I>ep art mem
\

or was ©[^Icyed before * 39 Havelock Lines Lai

Bahadur Shastri Marg Posfc- 

Ceasing to be to service . jooa Lucloow -

22600 2

M dro ss  for Service or

Notice

* Ran Chaidra Tewari c/0 

Sri B^K* Srlvastva Advocate 

513/121 old Bad^ahnagar 

Luctaiow-22^07 •

2/-



As

Pj«TlGllLARS OF ANSWERING RESPO^EMTS

Tt3spcn6&at Nqg 1

V

Rei^oadent No^ 2 t# ..

Area Msnac^r 

Canteain &o re  Dapartment 

39 Haveloclc - Lines 

Lai Bahadur Siastri Marg, 

Post Book Nô * 100 2 

Lucknow -22630 2

General Maaager Csnteen 

Stores Itepartment ,

A D E L P H I  j

119 Mahardii Karve Road

Bonibsy - 400020 .
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D o c u n e n t s  r e h i d  

I5>ai

^nexure p a g e  NOjp

^ > p l l c a t i o n

c o p y  S h e w  c a u s e  N o t i c e  ^ ___

NOo 3 / A . 3 / C * 0 ^  5 8 / 1 1 5 8  
O f  Oct*  9 ,  1 9 9 0
C o p y  O f  l e t t e r  3Sfô * L U D / E S T / E A C / ^  B 

8 8 / 8 9 / 0 1 9 8 2  d a t e d  2 3 - 1 0 - 9 0 .

1  t o  5

C o p y  o f  J u d g e i n ^ t  o f  0  A  N c ^  2 2 2 ---------& 8

o f  1 9 9 0  ( lO  D e v i  P r a s a d  M i s r a  

V e r s u s  I h i o i  o f  I n d i a  &  o t h e r s

C o p y  J u d g e m e n t  d a t e d  2 3 - 7 - 9 0  .

i n  c a s e  o f  ^ 5 ^ 1  i c  a t  i o n  No.* 8 8  j 

o f  1 9 8 8 , R a®  C h a i d r a  T e w a r i  V e r s j j s  

I h i o n  o f  I n d i a ,  A r e a  M a i a g ^ r  j  

C a a t e e n  S t o r e s  D e p a r t m e n t  &  o t h e r s

S i g n a t u r e  o f < ^ p l i c a n t

D a t e  c f  f i l i n g

S i c f i a t u r e  o f  KSK f o r  

R e g i s t r a r  ;•



IN TPZE H0K‘ 3LE CSIWML ADMINISTBATIYE TRIBUmL 

niCKHg^ BEHCH  ̂ LUGKI-ia-J.

Application No. L 88 of 1988

• •

, A

Ram Chandra Tevjari

Versus

The Union of India and others

Applicant.

Rgspondents

APPLICATION U/S 19 RMDWITH SEGTIQx̂ J 17 OF THE 

ADMIKISTMTIVE TRIBUmi ACT 1985 

The humble applicant most respectfully submit as 

under

! • That the aforesaid application Uo, ^  88 of 1988 

Ram Chandra Tewari Versus Union of India and 

others was decided by this Hon’ bie gamKi Tribun> 

al on July 20, 1990 and copies of the judgment 

were promptly served on the applicant and the 

opposite parties.

That the copy of the judgmenr dated 20.7 .90 

issued on 3 0 .7 .9 0 .was .promptly and locally 

served on Sri K.C. Sinha counsel for the respon 

dents at Allahabad on 30 .7 .90 .

That this Hon‘ble Tribunal was pleased to quash 

the impugned punishment order no. LUD/EST/34/

‘ 399 dated 10.5.1988, removing the name of the 

applicant from the penal of watchman, Mazdoor 

and also from the consolidated penal, copy 

 ̂ contained in Annexure lo. 1 to the application



X

-A

No,. .88 of 1988. The HonVble TrilDun.al was ^further 

pleased issuing directions to the respondents as 

under

» That the competent authority among fiespondent 

shall.give an opportunity to the applicant 

to show cause as to why his name may not be 

be deleted from the penal, and after consi­

dering the cause, if any, shown by the appli­

cant, take a decision within a period of two 

months from the &te  of receipt of a copy of 

this .judgment . If the lespondents retain his 

name on the Panel, they shall also re-engage 

as a casual labour at the earliest say within 

a Fortnight of the date of such decision, "

4 . That the specified,period of two months expired 

on September 30, 1990t . During this period of .two 

months neither any show.,cause notice was issued to 

the applicant nor any decision was taken.

5* That the Assistant General Manager (P) for General 

Manager Canteen stores Department (Adel^ihi) 119, 

%harsi KarlafS. Road, Bombay issued show cause noticc 

no. 3/A-3/e•6.-58/1158 dated October 9 ,1990. Thougi- 

it was addressed in the name of the applicant but 

instead of sending it direct to the applicant , it 

was sent to I%nager Canteen.Stores Department 39, 

^ 1  Bahadur 3ha,stri Marg, I/acknow. It was received] 

there on October 17,1990.. The manager kept it 

pending in his office for about one week and thenj 

passed it on to the applicant, through registere( 

post, with his covering letter no. nJD/EST/CAT/8j 

89/01982 dated 23.10.1990. True copies both thei

. . .3  . . t

• • • 2 • •



A .

letter^ aated October 9, 1990 and October 23, 199i 

are annexed herewith as Annexure Ho. A & 3 to thi 

Application.

6 , Thit the present address of the applicaat was

well known to all the opposite parties including

the respondents at Head Office Bombay and ^*anager

at Lucknow. The applicant's present address noted 
recorded

as under, was Esesscergjt In the application no.

88 of 1988 and also in applicant’ s representat­

ion dated 29 .6 ,88 , Annexure No. 6 to the applica­

tion no. 88 of 1988. ^he copies of the applicatio 

no, 88 of 1988 as well as representation dated 

29.6 .88 were sent under registered post to all 

the respondents and also acknowledged by them, 

h e ^e  they can not deny that they were not posted 

address of the applicant at Lucknow proper, but 

even they all have avoided to adopt a right cause 

of action.

ADDHBS.S.

Ram Chandra Tewari,
C/0 Sri Bharat Kishore Srivastava, Advocate 
511/121, Old Badshah Nagar,Lucknow-226007.

• • *3 * • • •

7 , That the above mentioned facts obviously prove^ 

what to say of taking decision within specified 

period of two months, a show cause notice was 

not issued to %h&m two months. It was issued 

after expiry of the period fixed by this Hon'ble 

Tribunal and the same was served on the applicant 

on his old village address of District Faizabad,

8 . That as stated in para no, V III & XI of the

application (No, 88 of 1988) the applicant was 

co-accused in case crime no. 41/411 Hegistered 

police station Alambagh Lucknow, main accused

, , • 4  , •
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is Sri Devi Prasad I'lisra, The applicant -was implica 

ted in the case. He was bailed out and the case is 

pending enquiry before the Hon'ble Court at Lucknow 

This Hon’ ble Tribunal was pleased tocfecide the case 

of main accused Devi Prasad Misra involved in the 

said case Cr, Ho, 41/411 of Police Station Alambagh 

Lucknow pending trial before the competent court 

of lawo A true copy of the judgment delievered by 

this Hon’ ble Tribunal in application no, O.A.NO,

222 of 1990 (L) Devi Prasad Misra Versus Union of 

India and others is annexeid as Annezure Ho, C to 

this application,

9 .That in view of the facts and circumustances statec 

in foregoing paras, it is obviously proved that 

the respondents have been adopting delaying tatics 

showing utter disregard to the orders and instru­

ctions issued by the Hon'ble Tribunal, The petition 

ner does not hope to get any justice at the han-ds 

of the respondents,

P R A Y E R

It is , therefore , most respectfully prayed the 

this Hon’ Die Tribunal be pleased;-

(i) Allow the applicant to resume his duties as 

a casual labour as usual maintaining naaag 

his name in Panel of watchman,Mazdoor regularising 

his services, in order of seniority, taking into 

account his continuous services from 1981 as 

admitted by the answering H spondent in para 5 

of the counter affidavit filed on 14 .11 ,88 , in 

reply to the application no, 88/88 before this 

Hon'ble Tribunal,



» » • 5 9 » ,

initiate . . .

( i i )  To issne coate«^mpt proceedings as deemed fi

fit and proper to salrfe the petitioner from

miscarriage of justice.

D a t e d ;  • V̂®\ V fv'to  Chandra Tewa^i)

Applicant.
(C /0  Sri B.K. Srivastava )

Ji»dVOC3,'tO 
511/121 Old Badshah lagar, 
Lucknow.

^  (B.KA^ivas^ava)
Advocate
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911 tliD no aieht of 17/ 9/08 at 25*30 
4® *;? 12 IjciHa»-qo So app*«lioad©C Shad Ro»iM»l»<aitclor

Sato4 ond oaotfeor Ktckcdoor of
 ̂ Luoknovr GX^ffPtth S No*o odP ladoa »o*37008

‘ CinB«s Sfefajfdi. 0a3tcissy « 21» ond hondedovor th© duoo to the 
 ̂ vl pa;j,ioo vho ia  Irujrux rocii^torod o oaoo undox* ooction 

o# XKI t ^ « h  lo 0^1X3. poiaidln̂ ; tfith tho oitril «ou)rt 
TiCC  ̂ f.X LnoimotJ. ' ■,

A'
2« $hat tho tic^oeor and Asoiotant Manager

out o oheoltins ot tho ptooka of the
ctiO^G and aî aes foiiad on© caso of th© aforesaid brand 

®hcsr̂  ia. tho Qi30o«hiod lot of !̂ 9 OTCf Varenami k«pt out0i.de
tho <5o4.Q«tt witto tho do:^ot prooiiooej,

‘ ■ ■ * ■' ■ r ■; ■ " ■ ■ ■ ■ . - S ' ■ *>
So ■ :SbiW -tho ooAfS. Shri Eomaohoador T««ori hy hie
abct?o ■ 444 >»o<! ond devotion to
dutj? tjrhitth- 0 2 3 4 4 of a .Gtevfe.
co»*roj3it», ■/.• ■ ';•; ■ , ."'*.' '.

>■, ako>ro you or© o U r ’tttLcf' to
jsno tb; feo doiotod *:r0M

;p  p(iac>l i© bttOhlt;®̂  ̂U with judgement dated
>0/ 7/90 in ©A Sfo* a a /^  m o d  hy you in CA® Qlrouit 

■ eh -l(Uoknow»

AB«t» General Manager(P) ,
for Senegal Ha&ages^

COlSIFiDEiMTiAl
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7 v ' ; c j .  I'2;, oC of iyOO

n«.a ChariC’xd Tc^dri

vs

The Aroa U ^a g t : Ci,ntcc‘n Store 

I>epartai«it i».u othars . . . .

Moa* Hr J a s t ic e  KaBdosb^r N«ith, V.C,

B s a U t e _ E * _ a m i .J s J L i -------- -

RQspCi'*iwnVt

(By Hon' Mr Ju s tico  K ith, V,C» )

Thio dppUcdtiof! under sec tion  19 ©f t t e  

Adttijiiatr^tlvo T rib u n a ls ’ Act, 1985, Is  fo r 

quashing an order dated 10*5-1988 (Aimexure-l) 

thereby tho ^ p l i c a n t 'o  name was deleted f ro a  & 

panol of Uatchgan, Mazdoor and fro a  th e  consolidated 

. panol^ Yhsro i s  a lso  a prayer f«r o d ire c tio n  to  the  

rospondont n o . l  to  ollow the app lican t to  jo in  his 

du ties  in  the C ^n t^n  Store Departaw^t, t r e a t in g  

bii3 to  hovo continued his servico froa 18-3-.1988o

2, ThaOsiaterial facts  &re not in d ispu te . In 

1981, the app licen t was engaged to  work ao daily  

ra ted  casual labour in  the  canteen s to re  dcpai-tina^t 

©f tho Defenco serv icos , Ch 20-1-1987, he «t'as placed 

on A panel ef Hazdoors, ^atchcen o tc .a f t e r  s e le c tio n .  

Ho was a watct:oan when he was a rrestod  in  1 le n i ^ t  

of 17th and 18th fciarch, 1988 by the M ilitary  Police 

along with Davi Prasad Misra who pas carrying cne s u i t  

eco containing fivo pieces of S a fa r i  G«laxy 21® s u i t
V-

belonging to  th e  cootcon s to re s ,  18-3-88

' “̂ y  aaade ov*r to  the C iv il  Police with the

,;«elleQatioo th a t  thoy hcd cciEDitCsd th e f t  of cr.o c-^se

 ̂ oir s u i t  cases containing 5 nu??<i>ers of 
S a fa r i  Galary 21°. Having tc^n challaned for offences
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pufil&h»bl« « /^  41 411 I .P .C , they wor«

bfiil on 19-3»&8. But.when tte applicant v«ont tc- ?opCj-t 

for duty of Chaukidor which ho had b««n porfoi^iirsg 

for Boro than il- 3^8, ho was not perciltt»d

to work. Since then he has b««n out of job. Be wes 

(verved with a lottor datod 10-5-88 (Annoxuw No,l) 

issued by tho rospondent no,l conticning that under 

tho dirocticcis of tha Koad Offico hlo naEa was del«t<Ki 

froQ tho paeel of tJfitctean/iiazdoorc and also from the 

consolidated panel« Ho csdo a roprosontation datod 

2 9 . ^ ^  (Annoxuro-6) ogalnst Annejouro-K©.!; th& 

rospwKients hovo not taken any dociolojj «n that 

reprosontatiojio

3 . The applicant *0 griovanco is that he had workisd

00 0 <loily rotod caotiol labour for sovoral years and 

hacL; boon plecod c» the panol after celoction but, 

bo wao not allosseod to work Binco after 21»3-88 on 

tho allogod falGO iavolvooant in tho theft case and 

that hie Raico tsas dolotod froo tho panel tdthoat 

recording any roecono and without giving hin any 

opportunity to chcw ^use?

4* Iho caco of tho rospondentc io that althcug^i 

tho applicant tsao ca tfeo paool, ho had novor b«en 

given any regular or peraar>ent appointment, with tho 

result that ho n«ver bold any civil post and has no 

ri^^it to any po8t« It was add(»d that having be«n 

arrested aleng with Devi Prasad Hiora for involvctsent 

tho caoo of thoft of the DapartfiMwt *o Gov^ms^nt 

■porty, ho aac not considered for per»ar»^nt appoints.-vnt 

the Odpartoc^nt andp therefore, he did net acquire 

any logal ri^^t which ceuld onUtlo . hin to ra-cns^SOsa^At.
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^ 4 I. C  # t.- < < . . V  V • - -w i ' “ i

iJ'M rvt?C!»d^nt RCU. V?«& 6j-, '•■; 'Hu ;

i,AA tiiSrfrfcro ii& vris not cc.:,p«rtont to p.v- \ nt ti.a 

eyplicdnt from tf^rklng ts l^bCKir. iz

n® aubt:;  ̂tttnce in t^d6 ccritentioo Loc^uf a, the r 

ciactlltng his fro® tba p£̂ n»al u U tak ;M y
w

*?®fltlc>ns that it  vf«s dcm« tlio direction of the

Hoad Office,

6i Bssin qu«stioa io , whifether ca acc^int of

the appXicaat*& haying b©«n placo<) en the panel 

of watch3 Sn/a£idoor8 otc« aftor o colection^ It 

p«r&iG8iblo to delete his n«ao fxosa tlid p&nel 

without finy cpportwiity to jshtfta c^uae, fel^ply 

the applicant continued to bo o d&ily rated casisal 

labour who had not bew  regularisod. The learv'sd 

coqnool for tho applicant baa referred to the cor'>

to i h ^  that a 

candidoto is ooj^octed Oi^i'^approvdd f®r appoint;^\_iit, 

his ivoso cannot bo otnsck^of without an ^portunity 

to ehow cauee for deleting his n^oa frca tiie panjl;

That wac a ease ©f o conductor wSio ws5 appointed 

toBporary vacancy in tho Stot® Hoad Trencport Corpo. iiiCvi 

oftd bad w©rfcod for ooro thaa oao year and was ci\ t̂ .o 

soloct H o t , Tboro 4c o distincticm botw3ca eppclrjL -nt 

against tho to -porary voca; cy and the bare encsc-; : vt 

withcnjt any appointtssnt on aay post tt ipox^ry ca: 

otheT'^89* It Is ts)ll settled that a e:~s casual 

l a b w  d®«s not held o civil post. Tl̂ o Full 

ociticn in the cato ef /.h / '>d ^

y  ■ o f  .  Jn^la 4 .   ̂ Ly tv 3 8  F i r l i i c l p a l

Bench of thio Tribunal ani publieLod <n Zi.wV \is

“Full BGTjch of tlse Trlt<*iVil (iv-i-c;9)®

i6 clo^r on tiaa p Hnt. In para 21 of tho dtcificr;
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t t St

it ic pointod cut tSict a oorvico of tfao ©fiouol daiiy 

cJOQOs/dolly TQtcA norkor ondx m *.tao«c«8 and e«n bo
 ̂ w-

toroinotcd ot any tiiso whoroC.®  ̂ tboao in rogalor
O ^

oorvico oro jlrotoctod by Articlo Sil(S) c? tho 

Constituticn of Indio, On priacipio, thoroforo, 

tho dociolon in tho caoo of (kadUxfeJBaiM-jSU 

K q im n tA M ^Ptn Tronnport Corp^rgjJjasi{^g3>rô

eanwot bo i3c*to opplicfibJU) to tfeo eoco of tho oppIicait«

A-

7 . Tboro io aioo o diotiactioa botcoen o daily

ratod caoufil lobour'I^ rig^t to t̂ ork asd Tigiht to bo

rotainod cn o panolo Sinco o cacuol lobctt? is act

tbo holdor of o civil poot» ho bao ao IoqoI r i ^ t

to any poot and that boing oo, a xofuoal to porait

hio to nork ic not illOQal por oo i^looo it could

bo odid to bo arbitraxy« (k) has a better right

to bo rotainod oa tho panol to cihich ho ooloctod

and roQovol ©f tlio wunjs/^fion tho paaol cay appoar

to bo arbitrary, if it io not procodod by an qpportunity

for tho purpocos of Artielo 14 of tho Conotitution

of ladflOo Tho qpperiunity dooc not f l ^  froa cny

condition of »orvico| it only flo»o froo o r i ^ t  to

bo protected froo arbitrary action which in gaar^ntood

to ovory citizon ^ d e r  Articio 14 of tho Ccaatitutiora

of India. Do ooy cayp thoroforop that inclasioa of

hio nfii2o in tho panol of ooloctod uatchsen/c^zdooaro

entitles hio to onou^ protoction against

arbitrox^^action tjithira tbo coaning of Articio 14

of tho Conotitation of Io4ii)S It io in that oonso

that h6o noDO oay not bo dolotod froo tho panol

t/ithout an (^portunity to chon wusOp ovco thou^

tho Doportffisnt oay hav® t h o u ^  that bo aac involved

in a crime of^thoft of tho Dopartoent *o GovexnoDnt

proporty* That ground oay bo a good reason for not 

ponaitting hio to work ao daily ratod casual labour
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bcceuftc Bsst« working a& such, does not confer 

any logal right or titlo to any post. Ha is a 

baro workor without any kind of r i ^ t  and thoroforo, 

cay bo coasod froo work,tf tho DopartEJnt foel that 

bo Ic not a ouitablo person to bo rotainad in 

ooploy««>ntV

a . no Esay oay thet if tho applicant had a n a l l y  

boon working and during the ceurso of offployjssnt, 

ho hod laid o clain for regalarioaticn ®n account 

of hia long oorvicec.ao o daily ratod casual labour, 

bo Dight have bod cos^ clain for rogalarisaticn'? 

Ho%!4ovore ore not oxpresaing any final opinion 

on that quostion^ but sinco b3 has been Masod froa 

ti70rh« tn tho circuostances. indicatod above, ho 

cannot claiD any logal r i ^ t  to bo ro~ongagod.

Tho boot refiof which he can got is to bo reconsictered 

for boing rotaioiod ia or removc^Vroet tho panel.

TRUE
C C P Y

-0-̂

9 . For roacons stated abovo, tsa allow thic 

opplicatioa in part end qucsh tho ordar datod 

10*5-88 Annexuro-1  tshoroby tho applicant’s nanx) 

has boon doloted from tho panol, lie direct that 

the coopetont authority an<«g tho respondents shall 

givo an opportunity to tho applicant to ohovj cause 

flc to why hie naco cay not bo dolotod froa tho panels 

and aftor considoring the causo, if any^shovai by 

the applicant, tako a decision within a period 

of two Doaths froa the dato of receipt of a copy 

of thic judgioent. If tho respondents retain his

nacs os% tho panel,they shall also ro-ongage him

0 casual labour at tho oarliost say within a

fortnight of tho d^to of such decision. Part^^ihall 

bear thoix c o a t s i ^4^ i

(one)

^ 2 3  S4>"

^ ( . i7FT7

:qi »6KÂ SkSAM
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IN THE HON'BIiE CEI^TML ADMIIISTB&TIYE TRIBUmL

A,

njCOC^I BENCH. . nrCKNOr/.

Application No. 88 of 1988

1990
\AFFIDAVIT

;\u'o-ckM. \ii\
^ 1-Â -t.oiJRX

5. ■ ♦#!

Leant

.i^pp.Parties.
'

Ram Chandra

Versus

Union of India and others • •

AFFIDAVIT

I, Ham Chandra Tewari, aged about 27 years, s/o 

late iSri Mata Prasad Tewari, r/o village Dala Ka 

Purwa,, Post Office Khandasa, District Faizabad, do 

^ hereby solemnly affirm and state on oath as under:-

1, That the deponent is the applicant in applica­

tion no. 88 of 1988, who is fully conversant

with the facts and circuaustances of the case.

2 , That paras 1 ,to 9 of the accompanyiiig. applica­

tion are based on records and informations

received by the d eponent who believe^ to be 

true.

That the copies of Annexure No.A,B & C annexed 

to the accompanying application are true copies 

of the originals.
fsssĵ an

....
vbo i9^auftoi 7*

«! Snr. .....
* ** •'» •< « I':i' »' «iKi« iCg

»aat t- «  T , the above named deponent do hereby verify
cj t t o  0̂ €a*>i » r<axi out »nd
••ptoiijdi 6* o* the contents of paras 1 to 3 of this affidavit

true to my own knowledge, nothing is false and

, so

5 0 T 3 -

Verification
Deponent

<MVl
' ,'^*^‘*rio**material-has been concealed, so help me God.

 ̂ - ’ _ , A

\ Lucknow Jn
Dated; (Ram Chandra Temari) 

Deponent
I identify the deponent who has signed before
Eie, , A
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^ - AFFIDAVtT? . .

' ^ , /  .« 100 M
! fi2 , DISTX COURT 
' ' * ■

6  ^

,.v, - . ..............

/  J.K.. ‘I*'

4̂ }yt̂  ■■■
, ■'

.A V’"*' -
y*'M ''»•>■'=

BEFOI^'THS CS3TRAL >®MIN ISTRATIVE TRJBtNAL

.^.ciBcurr bsich ; Linmc3w

C0NT5MFT APFLICATICN N0|>21/90(L)

'« 
,1

''V'

Ram Chandra Tiwari

Area Manager CSD and 
an other

Applicant

-vorsus-

• •

h

Ui »

-" J

He spon dents

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT CM BEHALF OF Rg$R3?DB^TSf?

I^D,^L| Handa, aged about 5 3  yearsf

S Cffil of ‘ c.

at present posted as Area Manager, CSD Depot

39, Lai Bahadur Sastri Marg, LwJoiow do hereby 

solermly affirm aid state as mder:

1;  ̂ That the deponent is the contenner-

Bespondent no;l in the aforesaid application

and he has read and mderstood the contents

of ccriterapt application and gone through other

relevant records as such he is well conversant

with the facts of the case and the facts

deposed to herein mder in reply thereof*

2* That the deponent has boen authorised

to sign this counter affidavit on behalf of 

Respondent no,‘"2 also.^

3 .̂  That It Is respectfully submitted that
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A

A

the deponent never intended in any manner "b 

disregard the directions of this Tribisnal."

The delay is dae to administrative reaswis 

which is very much regretted. Steps have 

already been taken to comply with the diredttions 

of Hon*ble Tribunal.^

4. That the deponent further submits

that the deponent has highest respect for the

authority of law* the judiciary including tfte

Hon*ble Tribmal and has never even thought 

of lowering the dignity of this Hon*ble Tribmali^ 

It is, therefore, respectfully submitted that 

since the directions of the CAT bave already 

been complied with, this Hon*ble Tribunal 

may be pleased to discharge the deponent from

contempt proceedings intiated against him by

the petiticnerv It is submitted that ther« is 

no intentional or del iberate delay on the 

part of the deponent. However;" even for 

unintentional delay an unconditional apology is 

hereby t^dered,^

That in reply to the contents of para 1 &2

he application it is submitted that the 

li4lpart®ent received the judgement dated 2 0 *7 ^ 0  

fin  o M . No.38/88 only in 22;%|1990 and referred

-2-

the case to the Ministry of Law & Justice, Bombay
1
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\

f or their advice.* Ths advice No ;l769/90 Adv (Boj$ 

dated 12,9^1990 received from NJinistry of Law 

and Justice is being filed herewith as ^nexaj?!

A  No.G-1 to this affidavit!

6'f That in reply to the contents of para 3 84

of the contempt application it is stibraitted that

the OA Mo,88/88 filed by the applicant was partially 

allowed by the judgement dated 20,'7,^^1990.‘ Accord­

ingly the ddpartment has issued show-cause notice 

No.^3/A-3/gc-58/1158 dated 9f12.1990 to the 

applicant uader letter No."LtD/EST/CAT/8s/l982 

dated 23riGi^l990 as per the advice of the Law

Ministry , Bombay quoted above," Photostat copies

have already been 
of the above show cause notices acaxh«jJ5cg filed

by the applicant himself alc»ig with his contempt petiticn as 
hDSogafeiihxos M nt xure,s eHî »gt}d5̂ ftxcggpagfeintatexxxifcx A 0 Bf

-3-

That in reply to the contents d  para 5 to 9

of the contempt petition it is submitted that at no

time the department has adopted delaying tactics

in the aforesaid case. On receipt of the judgement

the departm®it had referred the matter to the 

, .^,^Law Ministry and as per advice of the Law Ministry
r,Q iV4. i .S'^V^c-v,

cause notice to the applicant was issued 

J  Q jan̂  received by the applicant and it is very clear

^rom the ^nexure A &B to the ap contempt application

J, filed by the applicant?
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It Is further stibraittsd that the Department

have already engaged the applicant as Daily

Rated Mazdoor on 2^1/1991 as per the

advice of the Respcsndent no?2 in the office

of the Respondent nofl aaotxtixatxspplitesncfexfcas

3̂ide post copy of Tele ram No*LID/EST(CAT)/88/88 

/2396 dated 2lll2*1990 and he assonaed his 

duties on 2vl|l991 as Daily Rated Mazdoor^^

A photostat copy of the post copy of telegram 

sent to the applicant is being filed twrewith as

^nextare SFolC-2 to this affidavit^ The answering

deponent has passed the order for reinstatement

of the applicant as per directions from Respondent

Nof2 vide telex No^3A«3/SC-58A460 dated 18ll2l90

Photostat copy of the said telex is being filed

herewith as ^ n <5xure N o.C»3 to this affidavitir

8 . That it is further submitted that the 

services of the applicant were terminated due 

to his involvement in a theft case of 5 Plo,̂  Suit

cases from Depot Stock, Thus he is a co-accused 

in the Crifcsinal case No .41/411 which is still 

pending with the Court at tucknow^ Keeping a dis­

honest man in service will be a bad precedent and 

the same may affect morale of the employees adversely;' 

^ence the Department earnestly requested not to give any

relief to the applicant.’

-4-
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9, That it is further submitted that Canteen 

Stores Depattment is a Central Government Depart­

ment urjder Ministry of Defence. The contrition of 

the applicant that jijdgenient in respect of 

OA N 0̂ 222/90 is delivred the san« Hon'ble 

Tribmal is incorrect. On the contrary, tlte 

judgement has not so far pronomced in the said

case.

10* That in reply to prayer clause (i) & (ii)

of the contempt application it is submitted that tJie

department has issued the show cause notice to the

applicant as per the judgeRs^t vide show cause

Notice N oJ-3/A-3/C058/i 158 dated 9?10|<90 which

was forwarded tnder letter No.'LID/e ST/cAT/88/88/1982

dated 23llO,9G and copies of these letters were 

attached with the contempt petition fey the petitioner

himself as Annexures A&B of the contempt application 

No.21/90 (L)** Further it is submitted that 

the Respondent no*U has already engaged the applicant

as Daily Rated Mazdoor as per directions from the

Respondent noi^2 on 2ll.51991V

That in view of the facts and circumstances

I j i  ■-

9 ■



stated In the f oregoing paragraphs

the department has already been implen^nted

and complied the judgement of the Karj*ble 

Tribuaal and there is no grievances of the applicant

are pending with the Department, as sirch the 

contempt application filed by the applicant is 

liable to be dismissed with costs to the

Respondoratsô

-L,

Deponent*'

Am''Manager 

Gaoteeo Bteret Depart=303 
Lnchnew Gaati.

Lucknow,

^Dated: 5 Û ' January'^ 1991

Verification*

I , the abobu named deponent do hereby verify that

the contents of para 1 & 2 are tr«e to personal

knoledge, those of paragraphs 3 to 11 of the

affidavit are trm  on the basis of records and 

infoi^aticati fathered, and on the basis of legal

Caienvniy afacmâ elor (T'- mv r' • No part of this affidavit is false

ct... - nothing material fact has been concealed.'

Deponent*

iir

fleponar.i;
•!vis afuvSo'' ' *•' 

hy pie. K

j|

Lucknow,

Jted: J  • Jan uary 1991
. q

Cuurt Compooiiti, i- ;

A/ea Maaagfer 
C&B tees ' Steres Departocat 

Lfi^ka^ Caatt.
I identify the depwient who nas

s l^ e d  before me end Is also personally knfswn to ko.

(VK Chaficfeertl-- ' ,
Addl Standing Couisel for Central 

(Cotsnsel for Respondents)
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M i n . o f  LfJy/ t  J u s t i f ; ?  

Bombay

■xwi j in ill ft i87i<W ,«Birkii»aa.r!̂ »»o tm m- ■»   .....-a

' Sub!» CAT O .A .N ^ ,88/88 ■
' ■ 'R .C . Tev^ari (ex-' ’̂/R  Mazdoor, C50 Depot Lucknow)

Vs*
Union oi India , & ;U^3* •  $^T. Allahabad.

' ' The CAT Allahabad, after a number of hearing, decided
I . \ "

tho c?»se vi Judgment dt. 1 0 ,7 * 9 0 ,which is as under;-

''Fot rs'-isons' eta S0d above, we allow this 
application in part and quash the order
dt. 10 .5*88 Annexure-i whereby the
applicant’ s name has been deleted from the panel.

> , We-,direct. that i:he.j?.ojnpe.tent authority among th>
respondents she 1,1 give an opportunity to the 

‘ applicant to sh'^w c^use as to why his name m^y 
not be deleted 'rom the panel, ?nd -■̂ftcr 
considering the catee, if any, shown by the 
applicant, take'.K'doc ision within a period o'

 ̂ two fnonths.’frot.i tJ;e date of receipt of a copy
4-U, ^ T +VsA V. AC  ̂ /^rv/^»r^+C T - a + A I n  h  1 q

\yw tiJU i J. v»i< »-..W ^ ^ . r /
of this judgment* I f  tj-ie respondents retain his 
name on the pan ’Iy'the^ snail also re-enQ=ge him 
as a .casual lab'ur at the earliest say wit>-'in a 
fortnight of the dato ol suqbdecision.
^flttl«s shall b^aV their 'costs.

' i t  appears thst the Deptt'. had passed an order dt * 

v,'her«‘by the applicant,'s namo was deleted from a panel of V/atchm^^n

Mazdoor, He has thortjfora filed an original applicab'on troatino 

him to have continued his service f rbm' 18,3. SB.The applicant v/̂ is 

'engaged to v»,'ork in the C .S .D .On  20»1.87 he w->S'-''iaced ori a 

panel of Mazdoors, ,''/atchtnen after selection. On 17/l8th ’’arch 

1988 by the Military Police a long .withDavi Pras=id Misra 

who was carrying one suit ,case containing'five pieces of Safari 

Galaxy "21 suit cases, belonging to the'c^ntern stores, 0̂  ̂ 1 8 .3 ,88  

they vvere ;r,a ie over to the„Givil Police' with the allegation 

■th;'!t vhe’y had cornmltt«>.d thpft of -one dbse of suit casr-s 

coiitai,nin;i 5 numb'.?rs of s'fa-i galazy-21. Having been c'^allonged 

for O'ffljn-'S punishable u/t.^ 4i, and 411 IPC', they were granted 

bail on l'f„3,F8, vAg hê -haia a;mpleted one yeai' servico, he 

W-9S not pei'iTiitted to work .3 nee then he has been out of job.

He was sars'ed with a letter ct,  1 0 .5 .8 8  . The applicant's 

grievance is th%t he «EHi not allowed to work sine'’ a^t<’:T 

^ 1 .3 .8 8  on the alleged false involvement in the thf’ ft cise and- 

that his name was cie!.-.gted fron. the panel without recording ^ny 

reasons without giving him any opportunity to sh^»w c~use.

It is the c'sa pf. the. 3ep=^rtrnent he-w«v«i‘-'-hold--«r>y ■ cl'4,-1

post r-̂nd h?s no right to any post^  ̂ Tt Is thn r,''.-.- if ifr- 'pnlic'ni 

th.it llii* respondent N^, 1 ,w h s-rot the'|*appointing authority -̂nd 

thprefore he was not competent to prevent the applic.-'nt from 

v'nrking as cnusal labour. The decision of lQq63iGC (Lg.S)52Q 

G o v l n d ^ jil .y^ • Karn^U^k  ̂ S l.^te Rr-i . Trans oort Corp'~T--̂t i 2JD_ t o 

snow t h u  once candidate and approved ^or ?Dpointir;>''nt

.'■-is name cannot be s t ,r u c l^^^ th 4 5 l^Q v ^^ n r tu n i  ty to ŝ ■ow 

cause for doletinq his the '^n n |w  ‘ htt/ was a c=?so of

'.vas aij^^nt^dy^ î' *̂t'-rapor^r'^^caC'"'ncy in the S*=-(e Rodd

th=n one y'^

r conductor wh 
Tr'nspo rt .■)rp̂ .r'! t i ')r 

selo' t list .

n̂--* w.'’s
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..ve Road,

CUT) iJSiPC-S? 
3LUC Klf OW

ffi

RifiPUiLBS LUD/BS'f/(J/.S/S8/3^256? PASB» FIPTBBHffi D«C/90

i m  Raii3^y2? BOTicii sassp axxm  bec/90

piLKB BY aa ai a ; * tiwaux tŝ M  n k ® ^  ( • )  bbimssasd

SUEX BC,ntfA&X m  H A X X tt nAI^OOB XiaiBS t̂ASBZiT

A3 PB JUP0HMKN5 DATBiii vuuim rs XM^OHn

CA!T CHAMDIOAR GN, aBTBS*2E JAS/9t SmO¥<2£ 6W S  SXAHBIW® 

COUHaBL ACCOfiDINto AMD (JBT CQ»5EiMyT CiSE DISQiaSBB ( • )  

?AHA'*W1SS CC&SHJBNSS 13 B13XH6 ^OBtiAEDBZt ALOQiOlSfH CON?

coyr ( .)  AccoED SC?/ ?iuoa;£fflr

/ /  CAJ3S2BS / /

B^lcot/Doe* *90*

K

Adb • aoujo *o4ltta*3»^r (l») 
ifor 6oPip«ĉ l K®|»OGe3?

"̂ 1

C O N Fij . / ,  i1 •> I

T ^ h o  llH£iGgex»
 ̂ LUCKSOW.
A

K«0.0«

cos Sab-tlroup A.-1

t-' *- 
i j (

Eoifoioaeo jrwar lottojp No* LW/Skit/ 
CiW2/li6/S8/m ? datod 1 5 / 12/ 9 0 .

Vc« eire reliuQotsd to rp^inetate 
3^a?iUft*t »Ŝ wfta*A lix-B/fiated B&edocx* 
i'jisse^iatqiy pi** tin Ju/ieooettl; 

aa/T / 9 0  ©f CAS Clicadiseqpfa
i  OAS thfOtt^ <a«7^«Stondi&5

»ci»os>di»ely ead sot the 
<8400 ^coicmod* . ,

Sv JPectmoaTdJUiQ hoapOM|Lfl3i |»ttapQ«»iji.@o
eilBeâ afte ^  CapXi^mto »4ti» -p, a70QtK»0t 
to papQpoapo 13^-ttoa ototocca^ flofoaoc 

6ovt •8taadizi£r CouapdS, 
flliA0 -ffiap c ^ p  l^foTO CAS ia  iTOopoo-ti

oostciBpt cHuse*
.^eaavd t,op p9io]rlt7 sjod intimate tlii« 
c a t « o ^  oa 7/ 1/9 1  > teplf % t  
S^ios/ahBloci'aia.  ̂ ^ X t '

■ 1 ' / m  '
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Gwi Of i m A  ^
BUOPCiW

8HRI R5« CHJBDM TBJiRt 
ViajSSS* DAUKA PCRirA 
VO KBiSltDiM

f&m iSi ^

A ,

I

!

r

6

FOR PUXX
1 ,

AS DiX-I tUTi® KiZDOOB

t \

'MiNiGSi 
OSD PB’Ot LKD,

dt* f  81>-l&-90

11

LUiy >25'3/‘cjiJ/ 08/ 8^ 25^8

coRraHMjjroRy copy b ip o s ’ tc'#-

• ' ReP> Qifî b'e 'S&fiPi,
|?aJ,ly Rated Kezdtw 

Village DelaJcaPtB'va 
FO.i'KFi^ASA
i M m L .

We conl'irr. hevlng scot the i^cwe telcrc© to youo

tou ;SPe eavised to rep<3*t ^uty” d a l^  r&tc# Hssidoor 
Jkmadietely*

G C t -  31.K. (C) XJJDt f a r  i n f ,

QQi * |i*0. SeetioEKS flociiajrj %ijs ref^eooe to your
tele^®  4fiti=a by U£t £0-1^90,
5r<5?»tii3E{5 to rel&etKtj fisrl Rs® CSeigŝ a T#r^i as 
dally rated Masdoore

T *T " ’ ■ r . ^
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUWL 

LUCKM3W BENCH, LUCKTCW

CONTEMPT ND.188 of 1991 (L)

in re; OA No.88 of 1988(l )

a 5Ht

Ram Chandra Tewari . . .  Applicant

-versus-

Union of India and others . ,  Respondents

SUPPLEMENTARY C'^UNTER AFFIDAVIT IN REPLY TO 

REJOINDER REPLY FILED BY THE APPLICANT ON
j

BEHALF OF RESPDN5ENTS.

I , Maj, Gen. v. ITberoy

years, son of Dr. J C Uberoy,

aged about 54

at present

posted as Chairman and General f'̂ -anager Board of

Administration, Canteen Stores Department,

Ministry of Defence, ’Adelphi*119-iVlaharshi Karve

Road, Bombay -400 020, do hereby solemnly affirm

and state as under

1. That the deponant is the contemner

Respondent no.'2 in the aforesaid application and

he has read and understood the contents of

rejoinder affidavit filed by the applicant and gone.
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2 .‘ That the contents of para 1 of the

rejoinder need no comments.

3 . That in reply to the contents of para 2

of the rejoinder affidavit it is submitted that the

Hon'ble Tribunal had pleased to direct the Respondents 

of the OA No .38/1988(l ) to give the applicant reason-

able opportunity of being heard before removing him from

service. The respondent Department further state

that nothing has concealed from the ffon'ble Tribunal

in this case.

4 ,’ That in reply to the contents of para 3 of

the rejoinder affidavit it is submitted that in

compliance of the judgement of the Hon’ ble Tribunal

the petitioner was issued a show cause notice dated

9,10,1990. On not submitting any reply by the

applicant, the contempt petition No,2l of 1990 was

dismissed on 7,1,1991 by this Hon’ble Tribunal,

5. ^hat in reply to the contents of para 4

of the rejoinder affidavit it is further reaffirmed and

re-iterated that the Department has implemented the
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judgement dated 20.'7.1990 passed by this Hon’ble

Tribunal has implemented by the Respondent Depart­

ment. The operational part of the judgement is as

under:-

« 9, For reasons stated above, we allow this

application in part and quash the order dated

10,5.1988 Annexure-I whereby the applicant’s

name has been deleted from the panel. We

direct that the competent authority among

the respondents shall give an opportunity

among the Respondents shall give an opportunity

to the applicant to show cause as to why his

name may not be deleted from the panel, and

after considering the cause, if any, shown

by the applicant, take a decision within

a period of two months from thedate of

receipt of a copy of this judgement. If the

respondents retain his name on the p^^nel,

they shall also re-engage him as a casual labour

at the earliest may within a fortnight of the



V

- 4 -

date of such decision. Parties shall bear

% 6. That in reply to the contents ox para 5 of

the rejoinder affidavit it is submitted that the 

applicant Had submitted an explanation to the show 

cause notice which was duly considered by the Competent 

authority alongwith all the documents relevant in 

the case of the applicant and passed a speaking order 

on 1.4.1991, It is to state that there has been 

no disobedience or any omission on the part of the 

respondents in compliance of the Hon’ble Tribunal's 

directions. In this connection it is pertinent to 

mention that the applicant found to be involved in a 

theft case of Department/®^ property and as such he 

was not found suitable to be retained in Govt, Service,

7 , That in reply to the contents of para 6 of the

rejoinder affidavit it is submitted that the applicant

was reinstated in service on Daily Rated i%zdoor as

per the direction contained in the judgement dated



20.^7,1990. Accordingly, a shov/ cause notice dated 

9,'10,1990 had issued to the individual-^applicant. 

However, the explanation ciâ Roi submitted by the 

applicant was not convincing and his services were 

discontinued,

8.' That in reply to the contents of para 7 of the

aisjsic rejoinder affidavit it is submitted that the 

Respondent Department has in no way shown any dis- 

respect or dis-regard to the directions of the Hon’ble 

Tribunal. On the contrary the Department has given 

ample opportunity to submit his explanation to the 

the show cause rDotice.

9 . That in reply to the contents of para 8 of the

rejoinder it is submitted that the applicant was re­

engaged on 2,1.1991 and allowed to ^continue till his 

explanation was finally disposed off on 6.4.1991.

10. That in reply to the contents of para 9 to 11

of the affidavit it is re-affirmed and

- 5 -
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reiterated that the Department has implemented

the judgement of the Hon*ble Tribunal in toto.

The Department had complied all the require­

ments of the said judgement. The Department

has full faith in the jtjdicial system and

even never dreamed to commit any contempt or

disobedience of orders passed by any of the

^ourt in the Country,

11.* That in view of the facts, reasons ard

circumstances stated in the foregoing paragrapl^ 

and counter affidavit filed by the Respondents,

the eonterapt application filed by 

is liable to be dismissed with cos

pplicant

Respondents, /  GEN.
Gc -OTii 

Cr:4o® . Stores

Deponant

Bombay,

Dated: 7  -  5 "

Verification.

I ,  the above named deponant do hereby 

verify that the contents of para 1 is true to

my personal knowledge and those of paragraphs
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2 to 10, of the supplementary affidavit 

are true &o the basis of records and infor­

mation gathered and on the basis of legal advice, 

No part of this affidavit is false and nothing 

material fact has been concealed.

J *
Deponapt.

0*-A*

Bombay,

D a t e d O   ̂ "̂7—
Cy .' 1 ■/. : nv;-,r.

I hereby identified the deponant

who has signed before me is personally 

known to me.

Advocate,'

Solemnly affirmed this 

day of M 1992 at Bombay 

at am/pm,

I have satisfied myself by examining the 

deponant that he xjnderstands the contents of 

this affidavit whtbh have been read over and 

explained to him by me.

^   ̂ {P ̂  Notary Piablic/Oath 
r  notary Commissioner

rfTAWARASHTRA STATD 

6/197, "NandE<lcc:̂ *o

SombaV'̂ OO 651.

-  f  BK( \ M
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OttDER SHEET A

IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

ALLAHABhD/C .B> LUCKNOy
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Ms;

SI.No

T

u

Date

\

«

Office import

e, -|tv a||iu:ccr.H 

k-On -^1.^ '^h*U

U

25.4.1991

Hon, Mr« 
Hon« Mr^

Orders

D .K . Agrawal,J*M« 
K« Q b a w a «A ,M ,

This application is not in proper order. Let 

the names of the 0pp. Parties/coiitemnor be 

specified , only then laotice be issued.

A * i  ' J.M.

(n .u .  

<yvtMv̂

ev jvif

UaA-|

l u  - > 4 ^ '

-te ' 

5)12.
6Tt

AioJU^

SA-O

y n r .

</̂ cw /)v. S«M ^

7̂ V-vj0 ^
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THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBU?jM^LUCKNOW BENCH

LUCKNOW.

M.P. N O .188 of 1991.

(O.A., No. 88 Of 1988)

Ram’Chandra T ew ari............... .........   Applicant.

Versus

Union of India and o t h e r s ...................... O. partiesr.

k/

Hon’^ble Mr. Justice U.C.Srivastava- V .C . 
Hon*ble Mr. K. Obay^ - Member (A ).

(By Hon.Mr. Justice U.C.Srivastava-V.C)

Uie applicant has prayed that the respon­

dents may be punished for flou1:ing the order pass­

ed by this Tribunal dated 7 ,1 .1991 and dis-continua- 

tion notice dated,6 .4 .91  may also be issued and 

direction be issued to allow the applicant's 

position as on 5 .4 .9 1 . It  appears that the applicant 

service were'earlier terminated. Against the 

termination order the applicant approached this 

Tribunal. The Tribunal passed a particular order#, 

and in pursuance of the order passed by this TribtJn^ 

the applicant was re-engaged. It was thereafter 

another show cause notice was given to the applicant 

Against this he approached this tribunal again by 

filing  a contempt application. The Tribunal passed 

an order on 7th January, 1991 talcing notice of the 

fact that the applicant has not given reply to the 

show cause notice given by the department. Consequen 

-tly the Tribui^al directed the applicant to give 

reply forthwith and show cause notice which was 

issued to the respQndents as to why they should not 

be punished for committing contetr5)t of court was 

discharged and the contempt application was disposed 

of in these terms, •flue grievance of the applicant 

is that they are notwithstanding the said direction^
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subsequently the respondents adhered to the 

original position and again removed the service 

of the applicant and restrained him from doing the 

work, Feeling aggrieved by the same#the applicant 

filed this contempt application in v^iich certain 

more prayers regarding quashing of dis-continuatior 

order and for issuance of directions have been 

included. M l  these matters have to be agitated ir; 

separate application and these prayers cannot be 

joined with contempt application. As for as the ses 

contempt is concerned, it  cannot be said that any 

contempt has been committed or the direction given 

in the order dated 7 .1 .1991  has been flouted. No 

direction in this behalf has been given by the 

Tribunal, Regarding the other prayers which have 

been made in this applicaticm, it is a for the 

applicant to file  a fresh application as in the 

contempt application they are extranuous affairs.

So far as ,punishing the respondents under the 

contempt of Court Act, is refused and the applicatic 

in l̂ liis behalf is rejected.

Member (A ). Vice Cliairman.

Dt* June 2Qt 1992.

(DPS)

- 2 -
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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

CIRCUIT BENCH

LUCKNOW V A -

>6 Application No.-^ee of 1988

Connected with Contempt Application No,21/90(C)

Ram Chandra Tewari ......... Applicant

Versus

The Union of India and Others , , . •  Respondenfe

APPLICATION U/3 19 READ WITH SECTION 17 OF THE 

ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1985

The humble applicant most respectfully 

states as under

1. Ihat in response to the notice issued

. by this Hon’ble Tribunal on aforesaid 

Contempt Application, Counter-Affidavit 

on behalf of respondents was filed by 
«

Sri D .L . Handa, Area Manager# Canteen 

Store Department, 39, Lai Bahadur Shastri 

Marg, Lucknow, on 7 .1 ,1991  wherein 

averments wejre made as xander i-

(i) in para No. 7 admitted that “ the answering

deponent has passed the order for reinstatement 

of the applicant as per directions from the

.2/-



f j. , .v

: 2 :

-58/1460respondent No. 2 vide Telex No.3/a-3/CC-58/14( 

dated 18,12«90* Photostat copy of the said 

Telex is being filed herewith as Annexure No.G-3 

to this affidavit . On the strength of the 

Telex dated 18.12.90 letter No .CUD/£ST/Ca t / 88/88 

/2396 dated 21# 12.90 was issued by the answering 

respondent to the applicant asking him to 

report for duty inroediately. On receipt of 

this telegraphic message the

applicant resumed his duty on the forenoon 

of 2 .1 .1991 . A true copy of letter dated 

21.12.90 is annexed as Annexure No. C to the 

Counter-Affidavit filed by the answering 

respondent on 7 .1 .9 1  before this Hon'ble 

Tribunal in response to Contempt Notice issued 

to the opposite parties,

(ii) in para No. 10, it was averred the " Further 

it is submitted that the Respondent No.l has 

already engaged the applicant as Dailyjj^Mazdoor 

as per directions from Respondent No. 2 on

2 .1 .1991 . in view of the facts and circumsta­

nces stated in the foregoing paras the 

department has already implemented and complied 

with the Hon' ble Tribunal and there is no 

grievances of the applicant are pending with 

the Department,**

(iii )  In para No. 4, it was stated that *• However, 

even for unintentional delay an unconditional

apology is h e r ^y  tendered.®

.3/-
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2, That the Hon'ble Tribunal very kindly 

verified the aforesaid facts from the 

Applicant and ^ ^ r^^e^in g  both the 

parties disposed of the Contenpt Application 

No. 21 of 1990. A photostat copy of the order 

dated 7 .1 .9 1  passed by this Hon'ble Tribunal

Annexure No.A is annexed as Annexure No.A. to this Contenpt

Application, it was received by the Applicant 

on 16 .1 ,9 1 .

3 . That in compliance tot he order dated 7 .1 .1991

of this Hon’ble Tribxanal, received by the 

applicant on 16.1,1991^ ha filed reply to the 

departmental Show Cause Notice on 28 .1 ,1991 . ,

A Copy of his reply dated 28 ,1 .91  presented

to Answering Respondent (Shri D.L.Handa, Area 

Manager, C .S .D . Depatfe#Lucknow) on the 

same day i ,e . 2 8 ,1 .9 1 , was also filed  before 

this Hon'ble Tribunal. It  was endorsed and 

personally presented by the Applicant to 

the Registrar, Central Administrative Tribunal, 

Circuit Bench, Lucknow, on 30 ,1 .1991 , for 

information of the Hon’ble Tribxjnal and keeping 

it on record alongwith orders dated 07 .01 .91  

delivered by this Hon'ble Tribunal on Contenpt 

Application No. 21 of 1990.

4 , That the detailed reply dated 28 .1 .91  filed by

the applicant, in response to Show Cause Notice 

is still lying pending with the Respondents 

. and the applicant is totally unaware about 

action, if  any, has since been initiated to 

proceed ahead in the matter,

. .  ,4/-
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Itiat the applicant continuously worked in 

Canteen & Store Department, Lucknov  ̂ since 1981.

Hie applicant was engaged as daily rated Mazdoor 

but his services were utilised as Watchman 

violating the existing provisions where &t is 

specifically defined according to the circular 

order issued by Head Office, Bombay, the services 

of only permanent Staff should be utilised as 

Watchman and not a daily rated Mazdoor. During 

his deployra^t as Watchman the applicant signed 

the Duty Register maintained in-nfche Office of 

Answering Respondent No. 1 for the year 1986-87 

and 1938. iSie applicant was put double aid 

triple duty in shift, in one day without any b r e ^ , 

He worked as such for months together as is proved 

on the face of the record.

That the applicant was selected and his name was 

brought in panel through order No.3/A- l/ll07/LK0/41 

dated 20*01.37. The appointment order No.3/A- l/ 

1107(LKW)/1661 dated 26.02.8B  for appointment of 

the applicant on the post of watchman was also 

issued from Head office, Bombay, by Respondent N o ,2 

The name of the Applicant was noted first on 

Serial No.l before the names of Virendra Bahadur 

Singh noted at Serial N o ,2 and others. Virendra 

Bahadur Singh and all others junior to the 

applicant were appointed out of tb m  as Watchman 

since lo6,38 , identity Card No. 5475 of C .S ,D . 

Lucknpw was issued to Virendra Bahadur Singh, The 

applicant was arbitrarily dd=s(aeQiaated upon in 

matter of appointment as compared to similarly 

situated and Juniormen on panel violative of

Article 14 St 16 of the Constitution of India,
. . .5 /-
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I^iat this Hon*ble Tribunal was pleased to 

quash order No.LUD/SST/34/399 dated 10 ,5.1988 

whereby the name of the Applicant was deleted 

from the consolidated panel of Watchman, 

Mazdoor issued by Answering Respondent N o .l, 

annexed as Annexure No. 1 to his application 

No. 88/38, in the judgment delivered on 

20 .7 .1990 , copy of which was earlier annexed 

to Contempt Application No. 21 of 1990.

: 5 j

8 , That Devi Prasad Misra was io5>licated as 

main accused and applicant as co-accused in 

false case Crime No. 123/88 u/S 41/411 I .P .C . 

Registered at Police Station, Alambagh,Lucknow, 

which is still pending trial before the 

Contempt Court of Law as adrRitted by the 

Answering respondent in Counter-Affidavit 

dated 7.1o9l filed in response to Contampt 

Notice No. 21 of 1990. This Hon'ble Tribunal 

was pleased to issue order dated 24.7«1990 in 

Application No. O .A . No. 222 of 1990(L) of 

Main accused Devi prasad Misra V/S Union of India 

and Others, A tzrue copy of the order dated 

24.7.1990 is annexed as Annexure No. C to 

Applicant's Conterr^t Application No. 21 of 1990. 

The Hon'ble Tribunal was pleased to order

*• We direct that the respondents shall 

proceed with the disciplinary enquiry 

but wi 11 not pass final orders t ill  further 

orders of this Tribunal "

• . • 6 /—
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Annexure -B

\

That to utter surprise the Applicant was 

drametically served on notice for discontinuation 

of service throxagh letter No. Ji¥a/EST/CAT/88/88/674 

dated 6 ,4 .1991  on 6 .4 ,1 9 9 1 . This notice was 

served on the applicant at about 3 R.M . on 6 ,4*91  

while he was on duty and the applicant was marked 

absent on 6,4o91. A true copy of Discontinuation 

Notice dated 6 .4 .9 1  is annexed as Annexure No. B 

to this application.

10. That the Respondents No. 1 & 2 knowingly and 

deliberately flouted the order of this Hon’ble 

Tribunal passed on 7 .1 .9 1  wheirein it was 

categorically made clear that the applicant* 

was re-engaged in his job and keeping in view 

the facts stated in foregoing para No. 1, the 

Show Cause Notice issued by Hon'ble Tribxanal, 

on Contempt Application was discharged.

Respondents No. 1 & 2 surprisingly changed the 

position' as done into undone' by adopting 

Maleficent attitude through decieving prattice in 

Manoeuvring the Discontinuation Notice dated 6 ,4*91  

served on the Applicant. It  is a NON-SPEAKING order 

without any conununication on the Applicant's reply 

dated 28*1.1991 filed in response to Show Cause 

Notice.

PRAYER

WHEREFORE, it is most respectfully prayed 

that this Hon'ble Tribunal be pleased :-

. . .7 /-
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1, To planish the respondents No. 1 St 2 for showing

utter disregard and flouting the order of this 

Hon’ble Tribunal dated 7 ,1 .1991  in the manner 

as deemed fit and proper to maintain the prestige 

of the Judiciary including this Hon’ble Tribunal 

quashing the Discontinuation Notice dfefeed 6.4.1991# 

copy of which is contained in Annexxire No.B and 

further issuing an order or direction to 

y respondents No. 1 & 2 to allow the applicant his

position as was on 5 .4 .1991  prior to issue of 

Discontinuation Notice dated 6 ,4 .19 91 . It is 

further prayed that an order iadentical to the 

order dated 24 .7 .90  passed in case of Devi Prasad 

Misra, as stated in para No. 8 of this application, 

^  be issued to save the applicant from miscarriage

of justice and avoid any reoccurance of arbitrary 

action to be taken by the Respondents.

Lucknow:

Dated: April ,1991 ( Ram Chandra Tewari)

Applicant

( B . I S " ' s i  I
Advocate 

Counsel for the Applicant.



V?

0

6-

IN THIS CENTRAL /.DMINISTRATI’TE TRl BUNAL

- CLRCUir BE1<TCH 

LUCKNOa*

Contempt No, 21 of 1990.

>

Ram Chandra .Tewari 

Si'iri D .K , Srivastava

"versus

Area Manager, C .S ,D .  

Lucknow u others,

Shri V»K,.Chaucihary

Hon. Hr . D .K . Agra-’al, J .M , 

Hon. Mr. K . Obay/a, A .M .

Applicanc.

Co'U'-.crsl leant

Res3pond?nt.r:.

Counsel for Hosv^o’̂ de*

(Hon. I:::, D,,K. Agr?v;al, J'. ’■:.)

In compliance o- the orc'-r d:t<^ ^6^11 . 90  the

oppDPite parti=“s f iia d  counter ariiO rvit  v/; er in 

they have stot-d tj-î t the f!;:)-:'lj.co’--h h^'V i' :̂~on-jrce

It  has further b 3 9 .n TSi'if.yKK broov.h:t our n ' '  j.ce 

that tne applicant was giverj a ■■•.,.•:■ tu :- b /

the competeht 5\ithority bat r.'O n.io roc jiv e ’-i reply 

thereto , rhe opplicrnt is  ciirecc-o to give a replv

I, for.tbi^^.h. The sho'v

dischrirced. Tne contempt appliC'tion i

c=use notice i? V'.'-vrebv

-s'o::)Seo Qj-

7. / . ^ /

A

' \.
/  "■ .-"

------ -----
hd. Umar K M a )

.. I /■ 1 ■■• ( '. t S E /d '• »» r i i l *

. . vuit aetscU, 
t-b̂ .sNOWt
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»7TOr Govt, o f India

f̂ wriT

C A W T E E M  S T O R E S  D E P A R T M E N T

LUCKNOW DEPOT
cTTX; '*'('<fl<-3

Telegram: CANSIND 
Telephone: 50327

?rTw =r̂ T̂  isnrft mn
'ft. ?f. ?oo ,̂

39, Havelock Lines,
Lalbahadur Shastri Marg,
P. B. No. 1002, Lucknow-226n02.

r<j<Tl  ̂ Date:
6-4-1391LUD/ E.91/ GjiT/ 8^  8^6 74

Shri Ran Gharidca TdrJari 

Daily Rated Kazdoor 

G.3D De^^ot^xrcia'iow.

Reference HO telegraii dated 4-4-1S91,

2* As per 110 instructions contained in the telegrem 

undgr reference, your services as a daily rated Kazdoor 

. in this apartment is  being discontinued with immediate 

effect i .e .  6-4-1S91, consequent of the disnissal of 

contgnipt notice KO. 7-1-1991,

V

manager

GSD DJPOT LUCKi;0Vi-2

A
UC:-R.M, (C) LKO; for information please.

CGi: - H.O. S'ection-3 bombai% ' '̂his has reference to jdut above 

td-egraE.

^  I l G ;- H .O . 3ectiori-6 Bonibay. for information please.

o l d

/f

OT TiT fWT % ^ 5zrf«RT % JTR ^ 51̂
leaM address communications to the department and not to Individuals by name
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35F0RE TI-E C’SITR^L ADr.IlICTf.^Tr7’r_ T n i^O A L  

■CIRC.LIT 3EMCri, LUCKtl'^.i ,  ^

caiTEriT  n o . i s s  o f- ^ 9 i

in Q^ N n .8 8  of 19S8(L)

Ram Chandra Tewari . . .  Applicant

-vorsus-

,r- t" r- ^̂ f̂ DAVtT
, 70,u

> k'

Union of India and otbsrs . .  Respondents

i.

Gounter reply in Contsrnpt Ffetiti^ M o. 188 of 1991 

in re : m  H 0. 88/8S(L!i Ch behalf 

of Respondent No, 1.

’ s on of

I ,  D ,L ,  Ffenda, aged about 5 3  years,

^  (jcA

at present posted a s ^ r ^ a  *-‘snager, CSD Depot, 

3 9 ,  Lai Bahadur Sastri ’ arg , Lucknow do herebj^ 

solemnly affirm ^and state as under:-

r. That the deoonent is the contenner-

Respondent n o ,l  in the aforesaid Contempt petition 

and he has read and understood the contents of 

contempt petition and gone through other relevant 

records as such he is well conversant with the 

facts  of the case and tte' facts 'deposed to herein- 

under- in reply the ’“eof.

2 . That this H'ti’ ble Bench v/as pleased to

direct  the Respondents of the OA II o. 38 of 198B(L) 

(RC Tewari-vs- Ihion of India and othersj to

V '



•%
iC

give the applicant .reasonable opportunity of beinc 

heard before removing hi® from service.

3 .  That in compliance of tlie judgement

of the Kon'ble Tribunal the petiti'-ner was issued 

a shov~i cause notice dated 9 .1 0 ,1 9 9 0 .  h photo 

state copy of the said order is  being filed  herev/ith 

as Annexure No.G-1 to this a ffidav it .

4 .  That the applicant Shri R .C . Tewari

> instead ^f givino re pi;/ to the shovi cause notice

f i le d  a contempt petiti-n before this Hon*ble 

Tribunal ie. Contempt N o ,21 of 1990 , in which 

the Respondents filed  a counter affi'-’avit alleging 

that the applicant v̂ ias not submitted reply to the

■ show cause notice and on tliis count alone, the said

contsriipt petitifTi N 0 .21  of 1990 vjas dir-ffissGd on

1 .1991 . A true copy of the said-order is being 

enclosed herevvith as Annexure no.C-2 to this affidavit .

5 .  That there has been no dis-obedience or any 

onissinn on the part of the Respondents in compliance 

of this Hon'ble Tribunal’ s dir'^ctions. Although 

there is some delay in passing the final  order 

by the competent authority ie . attributable to 

the applicant’ s omissions because he has not

- 2 -



A

submitted b?.s explanatinr! to th<= shov; cause

notice  v /̂ell in time.

6 . That it  is rGaratt=d that due to some

cler ical  mistake and over-siqht the 3pplic?nt 

Mjss comKinicstsd wrongly that he has been removed 

from service as'the previous contempt appli­

cation has been dismissed. The real fact is  that 

since his explcnaticn v/as n^t foixid satisfactory 

and after gi.ving him an opportunity it was decided 

by the R.''spondent no. 2 to discontinue the appli­

cant and he was romovad as per directi-ns and

y y  P instructions of this Hon'ble Tribunal.

CX ulUy\dUy-*̂  Avmva ^—

. jj 7 . That the apolicant v;?as fouid to be

involved in theft cases and as such lie was-not 

f o w d  suitable to be retained in Government 

Service like Service of the Canteen Stores Depart­

ment, as such he was not re-engaged and was 

removed from the post on which he was working on the 

strength of the orders passed by this Hnn *ble 

Tribunal.

8. That the deponent never intended in any

manner to disregard the d i r e c t i ^ s  of th is  Hon’ble

T r i b m a l .

9 .  That the deponent further submits that the

deponent has highest respect for the authority ox 

. law , the judiciary  including the H'^n»’̂ le Tribunal
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snd has nover sven thouoht of Invjering the

dignity  of this  Hon’ ble Tribunal. It i s ,  

therefore , respectfully'' submitted that since 

the directions of the CAT have already been 

complied with, this Hon’ ble Tribunal may 

be pleased to discharge the deponent from 

contempt proceedings initiated  against him by

the petitioner.

1 0. That it is submitted that th^r? is no

acn.cn or omission 

intenti'-nal or dell'^erate on the part . of

t he depaient, Howeve r ,' even f  or unintenti m  a 1

omission 6r act |

^x^sy/an inconditj onal appology is. hereby

ten dered.

That the depcnent is  always ready to

J ,r

comply and obey the instructions and dir.^cticns 

issued by this Hon'ble Tribunal and as such 

he is liable to b© discharged from contempt

proceedinas.

/I
w

Hepasient

Lucknov/,

*D^ted:

Verification .

I ,  the ab-v e named deponent do hereby 

verify  that the contents'of nara I is true to 

my oersonal kn-v̂ ’ l.edge, th-^se of pararraphs 2 -to 

t l  of the a ffidavit  are true on the basis of records



A
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and i-v2formaticn gathered and on the basis of 

legal advice. No part of this affidavit is 

fa lse  and nothinq material fact has been concealGd.

yr.

Luc’-novy,

D a te d :  JI-7- '̂

I  identifj^ th? deponent \7ho 

has signed before me and is also 

personally I'novn to me.

(VK Chaudhari)

Addl. Standinc^ Counsel for Central Govt.
(Counsel for Respondent no. 1)

Solemnlj’- affirmed before me 2:> \

by the depcnent t h i ^ ' "  of 1991

at been identified  pj’

Shri  V K C h au d h a ri ,  Advocate, Itlgh Court, Luc'^'now.

I have satisfied  mj’self by 0 xamin?.na the

deponent that ho tin'"erstands the contents of this 

a f f i ’avit \;hich have been read over and explained to 

him by me.
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k-j/cc-b^/V < r^ ]  Oct *90

Xihri Rnnc.chnrit^ cf  Teur»ri 

Fx- DAjl.y Hnted UnwSoor 

tUJ) Dopot 

IjUC whjw.

ii}(uw CAUoK noTiCto Mi r;':R 
JUi nEf’KnT D.'TEt ? 0 / t / 9 0  
OA N O . ? Ci ^980____________

Th'vt on fcho n »  ni of 17/3 /Bf^  f\t 2 3 . 5 0  hrf’

tho 1 '• >r 1 r* ['ntirf^ri H e f r J . ,  npprrberv’ cO i->hri Ramnchnnr’-er 

ToW^ri Un.tcf! M(>r/loor, and nnot.iTor /■'"n^oor of

C.;f’ 3 cr'o< i(t’r!-now rl .onrvlt’' 'J Ilo'n of Im^PX Tio.‘!^700n

o

Unit Qr'-r ir.ffri ~ hntr''''C  ̂ovov tho iJuon t o the

^ o e r l  TiC'Hro t^Uo In  turn i o Ir !>• 3 n iin.'cr n^-ction -

/II/-III oi IfU  v/lilcli i.r' n t l l l  popcUnr with tho c i v i l  court

1,' V - FI T.upUnow,

I
r .  j Thnt the P!nnr>r€»r J’ I'kI Acnin<-n,nt rn^Jir-nr
<rnrr^'1':’ ow' v phyr Aonl c h c c k in r  of tho etockn of t)\o 
c u lt  (tnr< r nn(i jpu'jc lounc') one c r . r e  of r^orr!^nir1 braid

nhoT-t: in  *:!.<' n'̂  '^etnbLoi lot >o.; .39 CTU Y u r  nnni Jropt outnjdo 

tho with, the c^opot r r f ! •

3« Thuf^ t'lf* O' id Rf'pinchr'.iirlor Tow^xri by hie

nbovn ret did not rnnlritftlon i n t n r i i t y  and d e v o t io n  to 

dhlt:,v oxhlb it ' 'd  conduct miiVioc omln^' of ri Govtr.

nrrv^nt.

li
ni~

n v i r w  o:f the '^bovc yon f^ic to

■ V. to why your nam e '^5r  rot be d e leted  fro

^ l i o  Jtins to r r fh lo  Of! comply with ,iudmik.? nt fintcd

3 0 / 7 / ^ 0  in OA !!o. fV\ f  ̂lofl by y ' "  4n CA'f O ir c u i t

A.
nhou c<ni' 0

n̂ nr-h Jiurl'now.

]l

NOO

Tho r’. 'T .n ' ' 'r  
CGJ' Depot 

LUCi HOW

oc : RM (C)  

cc j 5/ a -i

( R . K . S H A R W
Aeet* Gene m l  rinnnrer (. J/ 

:^r  Uonernl H'̂ nnfjor

Pleooe cond the same th i’OUfrh a ro rp o n sib le  

person  to  the residence  of th(^ in d iv id u a l  
and handover tho ori(»in<^l l e t t o r  to the 
in d iv id u n l  rxp;ndnc,t hif? eipnatirro and confirm  

hfivinf: donf) p s o .

/ '  V
CrxVT j f I A»
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IN THE CSI^TRAL ADMJ/.'̂ ISTnAT.lVS TRT rjCKrV.

• a;«cii;r nu-;•:<■■

LUCKNOW

a=«

Contempt No» 21 of L';J90»

>

Ram Cr. 3’̂ dra Tewnri

51 ti. 3 ,K . Srivc'Ctt)va

'rn rr -jfi

Ar-ca t‘.:>nager, C.S^O.

i.'jc>Jr.ow /j£ of'or s.

S* ri V.K,Chouf.il .iry

.■«p->lic:;Tt, 

.Cou-ii;ol h yr m,.’.

}icn. Hr. D.K.  J . M .
Mon. Mr. K. O b a y / a ,  A.M.

( ' i n n ,  ] ' r .  iJ.K. /»;. ro

' •'' * ■ ■ ■"J

r i  . 
;l •:

X '. C--i\r\\.} i : v o f  tl'C --rd r .^G.lUv-r

Q'.'I.'Orito p^rti-'.':. fiicri c o l - • ' t a ' ,  i-' -va.: v.. li-, 

t ; ,ey I;-. ve r tot'd L)-, ■_ t tli'? ic* ••.c. : '.'-cr *

it  iVp;'. £urt!’!cr b'i'- n :nxnyv.:i br/j' ,hw i:.> oj i' i''.■•:

• the r:pf-\ic n>; ’vnr. oiv';'**, *i c ■ :-c>- r,-;t;i.vj i:-,*

the coMpeteht -juthority but lic ri.-:.';. roc 

tl.'rfeto. <’M' 0 .ic-n'c. ir clir-̂ cc. t :• . iv--. <•; £•••?.'.•• 

tberet > f T ) i ' ?  ?))‘>w cruK'.* n.itic;-: ic. l/ icbf 

;̂;inc'n.M:-;f.'r3. vi''; ':,/•■•;'■:■ i;: V '1 ■/, ■ ; .  ^ ■■••■•• •■• • ’ f

A-.H.

.U 'V 'J • I.'J; 7 . 1 . 9 f

A”»i

■ ' V )■• ■ r' ■

C‘ \ (•rV

..11 ^U'-226»«'
, .■ I ■■ I ( ;  i ’. "  .  . P * ,

. 'X,

! r.'.‘Vl'.i'
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13KBRI3AS Shri Boa Chaxidm Sewarlo Ratod
Î ru3doo2>o OSX> DoptKso Zmoknotf hae submit tod hlo ropl^ 
dcvt̂ od; 2&a01001 in roeponse to our Shov Ceuao Botloo 
Dso3/i^3/CC‘=»5^1150 fiot^d 09 0o^®90c

2e AH]> UBlilRBAB oa o carefttl osoiolnatioa o£ hio
cvfosrooĉ ld ropl 7̂ ae^ ovidenco aTeilablo on roo^rdp the 
tuc&oroiansd lo oatio£iod that the foUotrins oharffo 
f a f p a i a o t  the isald Shrl Roia Chandra SotTori etando 
onbotonti&^od 8»

Sbat on the alfifht of M /O J /S S  at 25*30 hro 
tho ooBtxy o£ 12 Radras Resto apprehended 

y Stkri &£^ .dteads^ Tetmri Dalljr Bated nb.adoor
'  OS&  DS&&^i&or Hoodoor o£  C3I> Dopo-to Xmolraot;

oXoaQtrii^ $«X36o» o t  Zndos Ho«37003 Suit 
' Og o o  Q c£ as^ €oJLeizy 21^ and hoadod o^or tho

duoo ^  <&o loool polioo who la turn 
rosiotofi*Qd i& oevoe uader deo'^loa 41/411 of 
IPO nhidh^lo o t l U  peadla^ t^lth the Civil 
Court •» LCC>«XI Luokaotre

Chai&<;^r and Aaalsteat nsnas«»r 
o&sfS&csiL eu^ a  jdkTsloal oheoklas o£ the 
o^eohd O^ -̂lie oult oaooo aztd found ono 
OCUDO of &foreoald brand ohor^ la  the 
oaoooblod lot of 39 Ĉ SO Varoaasl kept 
ou^o£do tho ffodotm Tflthln tho depot 
proaloeo»

o d d  Shzd Eaa Chandra SotTorl 
bsr h&o d b o ^  cot did aot ccalatala 
lor^ocs '̂fi^ and dovotloa to dutsr t^loh 
oi^i^bltod oonduot uabeoomlnar of o 
€o”Vo«wcaat oorvant.

3« I OOT70 HSBRSPORB0 the underelsned Idpoees on the said 

Shrl ]3aa CShoadra S^irarlp the follotrlas penalty t-

!
ORJDMOVAIi PROH SBRVICB WITH IMKBDIASB BPffBCS"

( 8 .3 . BALSS ) 
Air Comcodoro
Joint Ooaeral FJana^er Z 
(Sieolpllnary Authority)
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BSFQB£ 3BB CEBSRAL ADMIDISiaAIXVB m A jm b
N.

CIRCUIS BSNCH, iXJCKHOW

CONIDEKPT EBOIIIION HO. 188 OP 91 

in  OA H0.88 OP 1988(li)

R .C . levcurl

- verstts 

V n lon  of Zziidia and otliers

■)

Applloaxi't

Keepondonts

C0UH3*BR RBPiT IN  COlinimPT PBSITION NO.188/91 
IN OA N0.88 OF 198S(lr} ON BSHALF OF

It  H a j. C^n. V . TTberoy aged about 3 A y e a r e ,

son of Dr . J C Uberoy, at present posted as 

Chairman and General Hana^rer Board of Administration 

Canteen Stores Department, Ministry of Defence, 

'̂ AdeXplii” 119-Maharshi £arv*e Boad, Bombay<-400 020, 

do hereby solemnly affirm  and state as tinder s-

1 e 3bat iiie deponent is the contemner 

Respondent no .2  in  the aforesaid application and  ̂

he has iraad and understood the contents of 

contei^pt application and goi^e through other 

relevant records as such he is well conversant 

tfith the facts of the case end the facts deposed 

to hez^in xmder in reply thereof.

2« tQiat this Hon*ble Bench was pleased to 

direct the Respondents of the OA N0 . 88/I9 8 8 (l )

(RC Tewari-vs-tTnion of India and others) to 

give'the applicant reasonable opportunity of 

beine heard before removing him from service.



» «■.
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3e *Qia'fc the operative portion of the

order is beiae quoted hereia unders-

”9« Por reasoxvs stated above» we allow this 

^  applioation in. part azid quash the order dated

----- '  10o5o88 Aanexure-1 whereby the applioant*s

name has been deleted from the panel* We direct 

that the competent authority amone the respondents 

^U tU  give an opportunity to -t̂ e applicant to 

Gdaow cause as to why his name may not be deleted 

. from l^e panelt and after considering the cause» 

if  any» shown by the applicant» taJce a decision 

within a period of two months from the date of 

receipt of a copy of this ;judgement« I f  the 

TOspondents retain his name on i^e panel> they 

shall also re-engage him as a casual labour at 

the earliest say within a fortnight of the date 

of such decision* Parties s h a U  bear their 

costs•"

7

4* Shat in  complismce of the judgement of

the Hon’ble Sribuzial the petitioner was issued 

a show cause notice dated 9*10.1990* A 

photostate copy of the said order is being 

.^en3L_no*C-1 filed  herewith as Annexure no*C-1 to this 

affidavit*

5* That the applicant Shri R .C . $iwari

instead of giving reply to the show cause notice 

filed  a contempt petition before this Hon'ble

Sribuzml i*e* Conten^t Ho*21 of 1990, in which

the Respondentfg filed  a counter affidavit
\

alleging that the applicEAt RC Siwari

Was not submitted reply to the show cause



zLOtloe aad on 'tibLxs eoozrt alozie» the said 

contempt petition No*21 of 1990 was 

dismissed on 7.1*1991* A true copy of

the said order is being enclosed herewith
/

as ijanexare So«C-2 to this affidavit*

-  3 -

7

6o Shat thereafter the applicant

Shri E .C . Titrari was submitted an ^cplanation 

to the shoxr cause notice which was duly 

considered by the competent authority 

alon^with a H  the documents relevant in 

the case of the applicant and passed a 

speakinff order on 1o4*1991* A true copy 

of the said order is being filed  herewith

Ann3i;_go>C-3 as Annesctire no*C-5 to this affidavit*

't

7o 33xat there has been no di8->obedience

or any omission of the part of the Respondents 

in conqpliance of this Hon*ble Sribtxnal*s 

directions* Although there is  some delay 

in passing the fin al order ie . attributable 

to the applicant's om ^sions because he has 

not submitted his explanation to the show 

cause zxotice well in  time*

1 /

8* Shat it is regretted that due to some

clerical mistake and over-sight the applicant 

was communicated wrongly that he has been

removed from service as the previous contempt 

ax^licatiion has been dismissed* She real fact 

is  that since his ezplemation was not found 

satisfactory and after giving him an 

oppoz>tanity it was decided by the Respondent 

Bo* 2 to discontinue the applicant amd he was



removed aa per direotioas and instractlozxs of 

this Hon'ble Tribunal.

9* Zhat the appli6aa.t was found to be

involved in theft os^es and as such he iras 

not found suitable to be retained in  Ooveimment 

Service like Service of the Canteen Stores 

Bepartmenty as such he t^as not re-engaged 

and ^as removed from the post on which he 

ifas w rk in s  on l^e strength of the orders 

passed by this Hon*ble tribunal*

10* iEhat the deponent is the law abiding 

citizen having f u U  faith in  the judicial 

system and even never dreamed to cosimit any 

contempt or dis-obedience of ordez« passed 

by any of the Court in the country and in  

case in ignorance any omission have been 

committed by the answering deponent he 

tenders unconditional apology for the said 

omission or act*

- 4 «

>

'V/

11* Siat the deponent is always ready to 

cosily and obey the instructions and 

directions issued by ^this Hon*ble Tribunal 

and as such he is liable to be discharged 

from contempt proceedings*

UDEROY
MAJ. GEN. 

General MaoaGer,

Bombay*

Bateds ^  \
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>■

X , the above named deponent do hereby v e r it y  

that the contents of para 1 is true to my persom l 

knowledge» those of pax^sraphs 2 to 11 of 1iie affidavit 

are true on the basis of records and information 

gathered and on the basis of legal advice* Ho part 

of this affidavit is false and nothing aiaterial

fact has been concealed*

Solesmly affiffisd this if 

day of Jttly 1991 at § 

Bombay* jj

Ic
UBEROY

MAJ. GEN.
Geoerai MaoaQer,

CoQ^ Stores pecartcc3t 
Oeponent*

Identified by me* ^ e  Deponent trho 

has signed before is also personally knoim 

to me*

M AHENDRA J. SE T M ma

^®^*Ti.suBtEMBcooai. Mi4sii*a &  Setbna

17. CO. (®iss5 (afi^aa3

X have satisfied myself by examining the

deponent that he understands the contents of 

this ckffidavit which have been x^ad over and 

explained to him by me*

Hotairy Public



liM THi:; CENTRAL ADM IN ISTR ATIV E  TRIBUNAL

____ ;_______________ ^Bench.

Rain Chnndrci T e w a r i
Ve rsus

Area M anager C a n te e n  Store  D ep artm en t , 

Lucknow anf^ o th ers . . . . .

"0

ANNEXURE NO. j . 

' ■ Oovl-

/. -‘..'rv o f • •

•LUD/E3T/54/S99

jg.VU.V'i-v

RffiD yp

Shri Km Ghander • 
554/Kg-175 Chota barha
AloBibagh ■

^UCKN̂ W.

J
>

I

X-

PAl̂ EL FOR WATGHMAK m KA^.̂ QIL.

We hftve beaa infitructed by our HQ to advise you tliat your 
name from the panel of WatctniBn,, Kazdoor and also from the 
consoliduted panel has been deleted.

»ScV- 
(A.i^S. FHU]) 

manager

CG;- h«0. Section-5 Boiubayi vitli reference to you letter
, No,.5A- V1^V( LucJaiow) ZZZ5 
’ doted 50-4-88 for inforjnation-> •

' please.

CC; - The R»M. (G) Lucknow; for information please.
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1 1 9 ,  M a h a i . i . i  , 
BOMbA',

■J > i.

5 / A - 3 / c o - 5 8 / \ i  S ' 2

s S i r i  A a m a o h a n d e r  T e w a r l  
£ r *  D a i l y  E o t e d  M & c s d o o r  
C  S B  D o p o t  
L U C K N O W .

O c t  * 9 0 '

B H O W  C A U S J S  M O T l C i i  A S  P i i R  
J U D G B M B N T  D A T B D  He/l/90 
Q A  N O . 8 8  O F  ? 9 8 8 ____________

^  T h a t  o n  t h e  n n  n i g h t  o f  1 7 / 5 / 8 8  a t  2 5 * 3 0  h r *
t h e  a » ^ r y  o f  t 2  M a d r a e  H o g t .  a p p r e h e n d e d  i i h r i  R a m a o h a n d e r  
T o w o r l  i > a l l y  R a t o d  M a e d o o r ,  a n d  a n o t h e r  M a t s d o o r  ot 
C 3 D  D e p o t  L u o k n o w  a l o n g w i t h  5 N o ’ o  o f  I n d o a r  N o . 5 7 0 0 8  
f c l u i t  C n « o  S a f a r i  C J a l e j c y  ~  ? 1 "  ® n c  h a n d e d o v o r  t h e  d u o s  t o  t h o  
i ^ o a J .  p o l i c e  v h o  i n  t u r n  x-b g l t >  t e r e d  a  c a s e  u n d e r  s e c t i o n  •  
4 1 / 4 1 1  ot I P C  v h i o h  I d  o t i l l  p o n d i n g  t i i t h  t h e  e i v i l  o o u r t  
L C O  -  I I  L u c k n o w .

2 .  T h a t  t h e  M a n a g e r  a n d  A a a i o t a n t  M a n a g e r
o o r r l e d  o u t  k p h y o i o a l  c h e c k i n g  o f  t h o  o t o c k a  o f  t h o  
s u i t  o a e e e  a n d  ^casuc f o u n d  o n e  c a o o  o f  t h e  a f o r o a a i d  b r a n d  
s h o r t  i n  t h o  a s e e m b i o d  l o t  o f  5 9  C T C  \ } a r o n a o i  k e p t  o u t o i d o  
t h o  £ T o d o t m  w i t h  t h e  d e p o t  p r e m i B o a .

5 *  T h u B  t h o  a a i d  i i h r i  R a m a o h a n d e r  T o w o r i  b y  h i s
a b o r v o  a c t  d i d  n o t  m a i n t a i o n  i n t e g r i t y  a n d  d e v o t i o n  t o  
d ) b t y  w h i c h  o s h i b i t e d  c o n d u c t  u n b s o o m i n g  o f  a  CK>v1{« 
serrrante

4 .  I n  v i e w  o f  t h o  a b o v e  y o u  a r e  s t o
o h o « r  c a u e o  a s  t o  w h y  y o i i r  n a m o ^ ^ £ f c i y  n o t  b o  d o l o t o d  f r o m  

^ H h ©  5 0  p a n e l  t o  e n a b l e  u b  c o m p l y  w i t h  j u d g e m e n t  d a t o d  
3 0 / 7 / 9 0  i n  O A  N o .  8 8 / 8 8  f i l o d  b y  y o u  i n  C A T  C i r c u i t  
B e n c h  L u c k n o w .

( r .k'Tshabm^)/
A e a t f  G e n e r a l  M a n a g o r (  )  

f o r  G e n o r a l  M a n a g e r

N O O

T h e  M a n a g e r  
C 3 D  D e p o t  
L U C K N O W

CO : RM (C ) 

. cc ; 5/A-I

V-' I. /

I} I

I P l e a e o  e e n d  t h e  s a m e  t h r o u g h  a  r e s p o n s i b l e  
p e r s o n  t o  t h e  r e s i d e n c e  o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  
a n d  h a n d o v e r  t h e  o r i g i n o l  l e t t e r  t o  t h e  
i n d i v i d u a l  a g a i n s t  h i s  ^ g n a t i x r e  a n d  c o n f i r m  
h a v  i n g  d  o n e  o  o  •

\ ''W L

C O N F i D c n j T I A A  k  S H # I
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IN THE (|ENTR,\L ADKINISTRATI’TE TRI BUN 

GtRCUIT BSNCH aA 70
LUCKNJW

A

Contempt No, 21 of 1990.

Ram Chandra Tev;ari 

Sl':ri B .K . Srivastava

versus

Area Kanager, C .S .D .  

Lucknov; ot'-ers.

Shri V . K.Chaudhjary

A-

I
/

A pplicant.

Counsel fpr Applicant

Respondents.

Coonsel for Responded

Hon. I'.r. D ,K .  Agra'val, J .K .  

Mon. Mr. K . Obayya, A .M .

(lion. r.r. D .K . Agrav;al/ J .K . )

In complia-^ce of the ord^r d:/cr- 26. 11.90 the

o pposite  perti- s filer , cou ’̂ t^r  a f .'ic o v it  w'. er- in 

t': ey 1'. .■ v g  stoC' c tli-.? enolic:.-'.t b ‘;-rn re-enj'sce

I t  I'.as fu rth e r  bren  br^-jcht tJ  our no tice

th-:;t tl-ie eppliC 'rit  ’̂as given  e shov; c.-Jse n o tice  by 

the  competeht autl'.ority but he has not riven  reply 

th.ereto. rh^e e-pplicrnt iF r ireccsd  to  g ive  a reply 

theret fo rth w ith . The shov/ ceuse n o tice  is  hereby 

disch.-'i-jad. rh;e contempt applic: tio-^ is  d isposed  o f  .

.i:.

n

.uc:-;-'ow D'-ced: 7 . 1 . 9 ^

r v\)y

W^«nai,

^^CKNOW,’
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C a n l c c n  ; . w . c s -

‘ ALELi Hl” ^
119 Maharshi Karve Road,

' b O M B A Y - 4 0 0 0 2 0 .  ^

Ref .No: 3 / a-3 / 0 0 - 5 8 / '  Date: 01 Apr’

O R D E R

WHEREAS Shrl Ram Chandra Tewari, Ex-Daily Rated 

Maadoor, CSD Depot, Lucknow has submitted his reply 
dated 28-01-91 in  response to our Show Cause Notice 
N0 . 3/A-3 /CC-5 8 / 1 1 5 8  dated 09 Oct*90 .

2 .  AND V/HEREAS on a careful examination of his
aforesaid reply and evidence available on recpr^, the 
undersigned is satisfied  that the following charge 

framed against the said Shri Ram Chandra Tewarl stands 
substantiated

That on the night of 17 / 03/88  at 2 3 .3 0  hrs 
the sentry of 12 Madras Regt. apprehended 
Shri Ram Chandra Tewari Daily  Rated Mazdoor 
and another Mazdoor of CSD Depot, Lucknow 
alongwith 5 Nos. of Index N o .37008 Suit 
Case Safari Galaxy 21" and handed over the 
duos to the local police who in  turn 
registered a case imder Section 4 1 / 4II of 
IPG which is s t i l l  pending with the C ivil 
Court - LCC-II Lucknow#

>

That the Manager and Assistant Manager 
carried out a physical checking of the 
stocks of the suit cases and found one 
case of the aforesaid brand short in  the 
assembled lot of 39 GTC Varanasi kept 

V - outside the godown within the depot
premises.

Thxis the said Shri Ram Chandra Tewari 
by his above act did not maintain 

"T integrity and devotion to duty which
exhibited conduct unbecoming of a 
Government servant.

3* NOVf, THEREFORE, the undersigned imposes on the said

Shri Ram Chandra Teifari, the following penalty S —

"REMOVAL FROM SERVICE WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT”

r\,

{ S . S .  BALSB )
A ir  Commodore
Joint General Manager I
(Disciplinary  Authority)

-tr-

p. K. SK A R

MANAGER fP)
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B E F O R E  T H E  H O l l 'B L E  C E N T R A L  A D M IN IS T R A T IV E  T R IB U N A L  

C IR C U IT ' B ^ C H ,  LUCKNOW 

C o n t e m p t  P e t i t i o n  N o .  HP 188 o f  1991 

i n  C e n t .  N o ,  21/90 (I»)

In r e f s  O.A. N o .  88 o f  1988 (L)

Ram Chandra Tewari • • •  Applicant

Versus

T Union of India & Others • • • Respondent

fixed for 29a0.1991

*

REPLY TO COUNTER REPLY IN CONTEMPT PETITION NO? 188 OF 

1991 PILM5 ON BbHALP OP RESPONDiOT NO. 1 & 2
s  «»£= mist <■<£ ■>==«» w e  wsE

A
I ,  Ram Chandra Tewari aged about 29 years son 

of Sate Sri Mata Prasad Tewari,, <yo Sri Bharat Kishore 

^  Srivastava, Advocate, 511/121, Old Badshah Nagar, Lucknow-

V 226 007, do hereby affintt and state as under *-7
1 . That the contents of para no. 1 of the counter

reply filed by Maj. Genl, V , Uberoy, need no conments.

2 . That the ccsntents of para no* 2 of the counter

reply are wrong and cQisconceived. The answering resi>ondent. 

has concealed the fact as stated in the operative portion 

of the judgement as given in the para no. 3 of the counter

reply.
i

3 . That the contents of para no. 4 of the counter

reply need no ccmraents.

• . .  2
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4 , That the contents of para no* 5 of the counter

reply are basically wrong and misconceived, hence denied*

In  reply it  is stated that the answering respondent has 

knowingly and deliberately adopted fraudulent practice 

to misguide this Hon*ble Tribunal as is proved oh the fac<3 

of records. It  is pertinent to state that the answering 

respondent in para no* 5 avered that the contempt petition 

No. 21 of 1990 was DI^USSEO on 7.1*1991 wher^ as it

- was DISPOSED OP w i ^  the observatttons made by this Hon'ble 

tribunal in order dated 7* 1.91 a true copy of vihich has

also been annexed as Annexur« No. C-2 to the counter reply
/' ' '

filed  by the answering respondent. The, con tent petition 

No. 21 of 1990 of the applicant was DISPOSED OF in view 

of the facts admitted and stated by the answering r^pondent 

in his counter reply filed in the month of Jan. 1991 as 

under *-

i* ( i )  In para no. 7<> it  has been categorically said

that “it  is further sul:mitted that the Depart­

ment has already engaged the applicant as daily 

rated mazdoor on 2 .1 ,1991  as per the advice of

the respondent No. 2 . . . . , . , . . .......... and he resumed

his duty on 2 . 1 , 1 9 9 1 . . . . .......... the answering

r^pond®it has passed the order for reinstatement 

of the applicant as per directions fr«n respon­

dent no. 2 vide telex no. 3/A-3/CC-58/1460 

dated 18.12 «1990*

<

( i i )  Identical facts were stated in para no. 10

of the counter reply



A ?

(111) That In the concluding para it has been stated 

that “in view o f  the facts and circumstances 

^  stated In foregoing paras the department has

already implemented and complied the judgecaent 

of the Hon‘ble Tribunal^ and there is no grie­

vance of the applicant are pending with the 

department# as such contempt application fllt$d by
to vi

the applicable is liable to be dismissed” ,"

(iv) That as per contents of para no. 4 of the counter

reply and unccmditional apology was tendered by 

the respondents«

r-

The contempt application no. 21 of 1990 was 

DISPOSED OF with these facts and circtjraatances of the 

case as is evident from the cont«its of the order dated 

7.1*1991 (Annexure No. C-2) annexed to the counter replyJ

5* That the contents of para no. 6 of the counter

reply are wrong and misconceived hence daiied. In reply 

it  is stated that the applicant in compliance to the carders 

of this Hon*ble Tribunal , dated 7.1  •1991 (Snnexure !;7o.C»2) 

filed detailed reply dated Jan^ 28^ 1991 In respond© to 

show cause notice# a copy of the reply was also filed to 

this Hon'ble Tribunal , a true copy of is annexed

Anneature R-1 as Annexure tlo. R-1. The applicant's reply dated 28.1*91

was arbitrarily disposed off without considering the facts 

and circumstances of the case# ignoring the legal points 

raised by the applicant# arguments put^rth with the 

documentary proofs meitioned therein.

«. 3 •=•

(11) That in para 8 of the reply it has beai admitted 

by the respondents that the applicant is a

• . ^
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co-accused in criminal case nOo 41/411 whidi is 

still pending in the court ©t Lucknow, A cog^ of 

order dated 24,7*199© passed by this Hon*ble 

tribunal in case of main accused S ri Devi Prasad 

Misra has be&i annexed as annexure No, C to 

applicant's contempt application no, 21/90 

This fact was again reproducol in para no. 8 

of second contempt application J*o, M ,P , 188 

of 1991, The respondent no, 2 in annexure no,' 

C-3<> annexed to h is coimter reply^ again 

arbitrarily passea removal orders saying that 

the applicant did not maintained integrity^’ 

devotion to duty which esdiibited conduct 

unbecaning of a government servant* This 

conclusion drawn by the respondents is« quite 

arbitrary rather unwarranted, wlith^t any law 

or logic in view of the facts stated above,

6 , That the contents of para 7 of the counter reply

are further wrong and misconceived hence denied. The 

fact is that the r^pondents initially^ interpreted the 

word ®disposed of* as dismissed showing their malicious 

intention as stated in foregoing para no, 4 , Later on 

they reinstated the applicant, re-engated from 2,l«l991<> 

tendered unconditional apology to this Hon'ble tribunal 

as stated in foregoing para no. 4(Iv) and now again 

removed the applicant from service from 6 ,4 ,91  through 

an order dated 6 ,4 ,91  shown to have been issutsd in 

reference to H .O . Telegram dated 4,4,1991# copy contained 

in annexure no, B annexed to the subsequent ccsitonpt 

application No, M .? ; 188/91 (L ). The applicant is unaware

. . . 5

1 .

A-
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about letter No, 3/A-3/CC-58/434A dated April 1, 1991

•a.
copy annexed as anntacare no, C-3 to counter reply.

- 5 »

7* That the contents of para no. 8 of the coanter

reply are further wr<x»g and oilsccsicelved hence denied*

In r ^ l y  it is stated that the fact is that the respcm- 

dent© fraudulently issued the removal order in contra- 

veition with their own cororaitraents and tfae applicant was 

reinstated and re-engaged. This was done low ing utter 

disregard to the latest orders of this Hon*ble tribunal 

dated 7.1.1991 copy contained in annexure No.C-2. It

T is totally false on i^e part of the respondents that tJiis

Hon"ble tribunal ha8|^irections or instructions about the 

rsnoval of the applicant,

8 , That the contents of para no. 9 of the counter 

reply are further wrong and basfeless h ^ c e  denied. It  is 

false and contrary to the facts that the applicant was not 

re-engaged in the sery'ice, the fact is that tSie applicant 

was re-®igaged on 2,1.1991 and allow ^ to continue till

V 6 ,4 ,19 91 . F^rthertaore# the respondents were never

authorised by this Hon^ble tribunal to renicve t^e applicant 

frcsn service.

9 . That the ccatents of para no. 10 of the counter 

reply are nothing only lame excuse sho»n by the respmdents 

The respcKidents definitely and apparently disregarded the 

directions issued by this Hon‘ ble tribunal.

lOo That in r ^ l y  to the extents of para no, 11

the counter reply it  is  stated that similar request was

previously made by the respondents in para no, 4 of the

reply of Jan, 1991 filed in r^ponse to first contsnpt 

application no. 21 /90 . . . . 6
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11, That the respondent no, 1 has not put up any

new fact in his reply« rather repeated and reiterated 

the version of respondent no. 2*

. The respondents tried to misguide this Hon®ble
/

tribunal by concealing the fact^ that the applicant's 

first contempt application no, 21/90 was not in fact 

disnissed rather disposed off, keeping in view the 

admissions and commitments made by the respondents before 

this Hon’ble tribunal in their first reply of Jan ., 1991 o 

Evidaitly they are responsible for concealment of the 

fact flouting'the orders pf this hon*ble tribunal and 

putting up the whole case in a colourable manner. 

Obviously they deserves to be suitably dealt with for 

the end of justice and also to maintain the prestige 

of the judiciary including this hon»ble tribunal.

a 6

Dated* 28.10.1991 ( RAM CHANISA TEMARI )
APPLICANT

COUNSEL FOR THE APPLICANT
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ContCTpt petition No. MoP* 188 of 1991 
W ^^an dra  Tewari . • • Applicant

v s .

f , - llniotv Of India & Others * * »

■tm'

Respondent. 

Annexure No. R»x
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Esĉ rtsPtftd ĉ MilUtist M o  isy ^2 Ca^?c3 jfo/jScraG 
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