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particular's* t;o bo exandied

is the appeal, compstent ? '

a)^ Is thB ap'uication in t.he 

' prescribed ,focm ?
•I'-* ' " ' ■

■ fei)_ Is the appli.jaLiop in' paper 

} book form ? •

. EndorsBtnent a s . to x^esult of examination

•iA

'1 y

'iL

6 . ,

c) Haue six"CGrnplete sets of the 

I . . application been fiiced ?

aj Is .the appeal in time ?

|j) If not, by how many days it ' ,

I is beyond time?

e) Has acffioirant case fbr not
ji , • <- 

[ iiiakiny the application in time,

been filed? , ' -

litas the documen't of authorisation-/ , 
Uakalatnama been filed ? .

It, thu application accornpajiied by
B,D,/postal Order for Rs.50/-

-,.ji

das t'-e certified copy/.c.opies 

ff t-he ■?rder(3) aqainst which the 

application is made bpen filed? ’

a) Haue-tiie copies of the

I. docum'ent=:/,rblied upon by the 

;!: applicant and mentioned in the

appli cat'i'Qrip been fileS ? '

r

■1
'' ' '  ’  -f j '  '

'i s' ' ' '
h) Have the ddcu.Tiants referred » • 

to ii; (a ) abo'je duly-attested 

V 6y a Gazettjd Officer and '

• ' - numbered acRcrdingly ?

c). Are the documents referred 

to in (a) above neatly typed 

i in double sapce ?

■Has the index jf docuncnts been ’ 

|iled and pac^.ing done properly ?

fiav.e the chrrjroloqica:.• details 

0f representation m_̂ ade .and the. 

’ eufcome of such representation 

been indicated_in tpe application? ■

Is the jnatte'r rqised in the appli'- . 

cation pending before any court of̂ . 

.auj or any other Bench of Tribunal?"

y\

H o

'1o
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12',

, ■ ^  5! 2
* ■ .

g_arbiculars fco bo ExaminnrI
%. "' ' " '  .......... 

Atg the. ^pplicafcior/duplicate 
cppy/spare copies signed ?

Arc e x t r a  c o p i c s  of  che a p o i l c a t i o n  
ujich Annoxurcs f i l o d  ?

3 ,'. I d e n t i c a l  with the Or iginal-  ?

b) O o f o c ti u e  ? •'■

c )  lilanting in  Annoxures

pagcsNos ~ .

Endorsement 33 t o  r e .qJ i t  o f  examina.tionspN I

>

17,

Have the filo si2e envelopes ' 
bearing full addresses of the • 
respondents been filed ? ■

Are the given address' the. 
registered address ? . .

Do uhe names of  the p a r t i e s  
s t a t e d  i n  the co p ie s  t a l l y  mith 
those i n d i c a t e d . i n  the a p p l i ­
c a t i o n  ?

Are  ̂ the t r a n s l a t i o n s  c e r t i f i e d  
t o  be t ur e or supoorted by an 
A f f i d a v i t  • a ff ir m i n g '  t h a t  they  
ar e t r u e  ? ■ ■

A r e ' t h e  f a p t s . o f t h e  case  
mentioned in Itm „„. s of tho
application 7

• a)  Concise ? . -

b) Under d i s t i n c t  heads ?

c )  'Numbered c o n s e c t i u a l y '

d) Typed i n  double space on. o n e '■
s i d e  of  the paper ?.■

is: Have the particulars for incerim
■ order prayed for indicated-with 
reasons ? .

■19. N h e t h e r  all the remedies have
I been exhausted.

dines'h/

'I

I ’

/

i
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D a t e  o f  O e c e s s i o n

P e t i  t i o n e r .

Adv/|c3te fo r  the  

P e t i t i o n e r ( s )

U E R 5 .J 3 i

, I ' ■

„  • V ' j / ' J  _  _  _  _  R e s p p d e n t . .

_  -i i ^ ' C  „  _  _  „  —  Adv opat e  f o r  t h e

. • Resptindents
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1 .  W he t he r  Rspo-ft 'r  o f  i e c a l  p a p e r s  may “be afllouad t o ^ '  

:-.:C the  3udn.iTiont . „

2 .  To be re ferret!  to th«  r e p o r t e r  or not! ?

3 .  I'hcthri;'  t h e i r  L o rd  S h i p s  u i s h  to s e e  |the f a i r  c opy  

o f  t h e  Dud.gement ?

' . Uhetbsi :  to bd c o r c u l a t e d  to o t h e r  b e n b h e s  ?

V i c e - C h a i r m a n  V  l^ember
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CENTRA. AEMINISTxIATIVE LUCĵ ^OW BENCH

LUCKiWW

Original Application No. 178 of 1990

Lai Mani Singh .Applicant

ver su s

Union of India & others Respondents.

3hri p.l'i. Bajpai 

Dr. D. Chandra

Counsel for ^ p l ic a n t . 

Counsel fo-c Respondents.

Coram;

Hon. Mr. Justice U .C . Srivastava, V.C*

Hon. Mr. K . Qbayya/ Adm .Member. ________

(Hon. Mr. Justice U .C . Srivastava, V .C .)

The applicant started as daily wages Mazdoor, 

in cantteen Stores Depot and he continued to work upto the 

year 1986. As per allegations the panel for job on regular 

basis was prepared ana the applicant also appeared in the

selection and was found fit for job, and his name was 

kept at serial No. 4 .  Phepanel was forwarded to the Head 

office giving names of the persons concerned andtte name

of the applicant was also sent but his name was not 

approved. No such appointment letter wges issued to the 

applicant, while others were issued.The applicant made 

representation against the same and reply was given to 

him that he was not working on the post when the panel

was prepared ano his name was not received through the

anployment exchange. The applicant gave names of four 

persons v^hose names were sent through Employment Exchange 

and who wece not working when ttepanel was pre«pared. The

applicant has challenged the selection andp^ayed that the



panel fee quashed and the applicant ias given ^pointment 

with full salary.

2. The respondents have pointed out that it  was 

correct that 4 persons were not sponsored by the Employme­

nt Exchange but all the above four persons joined as 

casual Mazdoois later but accordingto them the applicant

worked upto 23 .11 .85  v;hile the oths r worked upto the year

1988. No cause has been shown as to Isow Ram

Sewak who has worked only upto 1986 w p s  included in the 

panel of 1988. The applicant's case has been rejected

on the ground that h is  name was not sponsored through 

the Employment Exchange or he was not working when the

panel was prepared- The record show’s that the same

has not been correctly prepared and every now andthen

fictitious entries are made. The name of Shri Ram Sewak 

who «3id not work two years prior to the preparation of

panel# was included in the panel# there was no reason for

not including the name of theapplicant.

3. The respondents are directed to include the name 

of the applicant in the said panel by giving the benefit 

of seniorilyand other bereiits etc. with effect from the

date the name of ther 4 persons was includedin the panel.

4 . Appli<--ation stands disposed of as above with no 

Order as to costs.

Adm. Member. Vice Chairman,

- 2-

Shakeel/- Lucknowj Dated 24 .2 .9  3.
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In thr Geiitral f̂ dmlrjistrative i-'rlbunal ' P\ 7 
î ddltlonal r̂nch, l̂laliabad 
Circuit B8Dch, Lucknow.

0 . ii. No. \ n S  01' 1990  (X ,

Lai MurA Sirigh • • • •

versus

.^ p p l l c d n t .

îie UDioD ol M i a  &  others . . .  opp. parties.

G O M P I L ^ T I O H

G 0  M P I L T I 0  N -B

Dated

«

- 16.5.90

V
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Ix) the centra 1 i^dDilDlstratvle Tribunal 

fidditionai ^ench, i^lianaDad

Circuit Bencia, iiila.-abad.

0 . ii..NO. Y\g Ql 1990 (X^

Compilation -A

S. NO. particulfirs ol‘ dacuments relipd n o ,

upon vvith a nnezure n o s .

-»r

A

1.

2.

petition/ ^pullcdt.ion u /s  19

centra 1 iidminib trative

i n  buna 1 act.

^nnsxure No, 1 .  Let er oi 
0pp. Parties refusing to

give appointrhfint.

1-7

8

Dated 17.D .90 (P.NVBajf:
iidVOCnl'0 .

Counsel a.’or

ai)

)T

ap,. lie ant .



‘‘vv? Tri\>uasU

, i—now

A ♦ i  »  ^

IQ tii£ ceatral iSflmlniBtrativs .p iburwl
yjĉ  ■ IVtRUl,. ir( IJ

4 d d i t i o D a l  B e n c h  a lla h a b c id  

Gircuit BQnch . euckd  yw.

0*,A. NO. o f  1990 (L )

L a i  MUDI 31ngh

V

^ ip p l io ao  t

Vs.

T a e  U n io n  o l  iD c l ia  & O t h e r s  O p p . p a r t i P s ,

OF P^I?TIi3

L a lm u n i  a i n g h  aged a o o u t  2 7  y  ̂ a r s  s o n  n  a n  

iSaiTi G a t i  o i ? ( 2 f  G/O Hanuffian Qsoe r a l  3 l o r o s ,  

T S l i  Bab^i. Lugkdow,

i i p p l l c a n t .

vs. .

1 .  m e  u n io i i  I n d i a ,  M i n i s t r y  a£ da fe i jc e  

t l i rou t , i i  the s e c r e t a r y ,  NQw D e l h i ,

2 • The 06 nt: r a l  Manage r , an  te en s t  :>r8 8 ,

D e p t t ,  119 ,  M a h r i s h i  Karva  itocid, DCUiO'jy

3* Tlia M a i idger ,  G a n t a s n  S t o r e s ,  D e p p o t ,

Lucknov/,

D a t 6 d : 1 6 . 0 5 .9 0

o.« Respondent

i o j

/ipplicant.



IN THff GE'M.HAL .-iDMIKISIR.-.Iiyji; THIBUMLriiDDL 

BENCH dLLffljBAD(CIRCUIT BSNCH)

LUCKMOW.

0  »ii « N*0 e o£ 1990«

-A

V

Lalrnu i:] ! S i n g h  a g e d  a b o u t  27 y e a r s  s o n  o l S r i  

Ram  G c i t i  S i n g h  r / o  c / o  ^ J ^ f f i l F G e n e r a l  S t o r e ,  

T e l l  B c igh , L u c k n o w o

i i p p l i c d n t «

Yfirsuse

1 .  Tna U n i o n  oX I n d i a ,  M i n i s t f i r y  ol D e f e n c e ,  

t h r o u g h  t h a  3 6 c r a t a r y ,  D e l h i .

2 .  The S s n a r : 4l  M a n a g e r ,  G a n t  6n S t o r e s  D s p t t ,  

1 1 9 ,  M a h r l s h l  K a r v a  R o a d  B o m b a y ,

3 .  Tne H a n u g e r ,  C a n t e e n  S t o r e s  D e p o t ,  L u c k n o w o

Respondents o

i i P J L I J . / r iQ F  UND^'R o i G T I C N  19 C J  i:!]? CuNTJ i iL  

dDMI"I:iTR.iTIW  IRIBUi'UL .iCT3 .

D e t a i l s  o l  /iK .T^liG>:iti0 s :

P ^ ^ r t i G u l a r s  o l  t h e  a p D l l c a n t !

( i ) .  Nane  o l  tuG a p p l i c a n t :  L a ln iu n i  S i n g h ,

( i i )  m m  o l  tiie F c i t n e r :  s r l  Ram G a t l  S i n g h

( i l l )  D a s i g n a t i o n  a n d  o l i i c a  l a i l y  r b i t e d
 ̂ i n  w Q i c h  a m p l o y e d :  M a j d o o r ,  G » d . D .

D e p o t  LUcknow. .

, ( I V ) .  o l i i c e  a d d r e s s :  - Do-

^  ^ddrass 01- Bsrvloe of c/o stlailiai>8aner^l
a l l  n o t u - ^ a s .  s t o r e s  T a l i  B a ^ ,

LucknovVo

Jurisdiction ol the Tribunal;

I he appiicfint daclars-'e tae the subject. 

mx I r ol tiie order against which he wants
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rfldr^Uisai is within tae jurisdiction ol’ tli6 

Triouiai.

3- L lir ilt :it iQ D s :

Tii6 appiicriiit lurtiinr declares taat tli6 

ap^^iic :tion is vat'iiB me lloilt ^tion arid js 

preecrib-d in c-ection 21 oi tne adinirngtrativa 

Tribunal ^̂ ct, 1985«

4, Facts 01 tue case;

$ne lucts ol liie Cĉ da ^re given oelcmf:-

(i)o Thdt the petitioner ailo\v8d to work

on daily vm^Q uridrr tue O.P.no. 5 in tae montii

ol Uay, 1983* Tna/ ap^^liCdijt continued to work 

as dully rated majdoor till the year 1986 ?/han th( 

vacancies occurred.

( 1 1 ) .  Xnat tii6 O.P.no. 3 had prepf?rsd a penal

lor getting tae job on raguxar o^sis. The 

applicant ap.;eared in the selection and was xound 

Tized Tor job„ lie van persons wera selected and

the m  m  of the apprllcant was kept at si. no. 4

in the penal iist»

Tna , txi6 .1 are said penal "ms forwarded 

to thG aa.id oifica ^or giving tae a.^Dintmont to 

the person concprned* The na.ne ol chf. applicant 

was also sent but the nuois ol caa p^mtloner was 

not approved by the 0.f>,no.

(iv). That the O.P.no. 3 had issued the

appointinoit orders to the p̂ -̂ sons selPctad with 

tiiS citionar, The appointrnent > cer v;as n 3t 

issued to me applicant. The copy ol appjintoia.it 

order issued to the selecied c_ndic les is filed 

Herewith as .innexure l to this appiicition.



(v ) .  Tn.jt the applicant on gettiDe. tae

knovuHdge of 4asuing toe ,4pp'-.irjunerjt x̂d-gr 

repre6?-'itPd to tae O.p.rto. 2 st.5iing trut ttio 

jurjiors have osp;*n issued tna appoi^itn-j6nt t  dors 

Out applic:4nt ignored, xhe O .P .d o /  2

inforoied to tlia applicant vide letter no. 2740 

dited 23 .4 .1990  . In this l8tt?r it is 

Q'iQ.otio.iad tLi.it the ap^iicjni vvas not working

on Xiiti post vvuen tae penal was irepsred and the 

name ms not racaived through the erfiployaisnt 

exG.iange, I'he copy ol' trie letter isl'llad 

herHvvith as ^nnexure 2 to tnis application,

(vi)*  Thai It appears that the C .F .no . 3 
nud not given tne corract informatlDn to the

^ .  i" .  n 0 ,  o

(vii)e lhat tii6 naDj0 ol any cundid it0 who 

were inc£lud8d In the penal were not receiv^'’d 

tnrouga ta e  employnent exchange. Further 

sev'^rai persons were not working on tae djte ol' 

preparation ol tue penal.

(viii)o  That txi8 appiiG nt la giving the 

ndines ol a n  3W8 jk ,Sri  sniv N^th,Sri bukh Lt 

and Raja Ham who havf- been Include:; in the 

peaal but thgse persons were not working on 

the d te ol pE e pe ra 11 o n ol the penal, f v. a  /> 7 [:

ff4 i ;Utt  i'-\ a )  ^  ic

the descrlmination have been 

uo,i6 vvlth tiiS petitioner and the irovislons of 

 ̂ and 16 ol iiie constitutlon ol India nave

p., vioiyted,

^  ''"t '
lhat there is no ground oei'jra the 

oppofite parties ol not issuing the api.ointrrient
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V

order to t'ae applicaDte

(x i ) .  That tm  ordfir dnnexurs 2 ariomits

to an order ol delating tli6 name froiTi tlia 

'^ae FiiOv̂  cause nonce  vjas necessary b6lore 

issui.'e; t'ae orders*

(xii)«  Xiiut ins applicant wants to point

Out tiidt tiiere was no condition for including 

tiia narji0 In txie penal without recaiyug  tns 

riaaia larougn tae aiHpioyffient exchange o

(xiil)«, That the appiiccjnt was selected on

tiie oasis oT tae test and intervlevi', hence his 

ndine could not be dale tad Trom the pen4l l ist .

(x iv ) .  Tnat tne applicant isentitlGd to get

tiia appointment on the post oT majdoor on tiie 

basis oT tjB panai iisto

(xv).  That the princip-ies of natural

justice have b^en violated in issuing t.ie orders 

.mnexure 2.

^  (x v i ) ,  inat the ap^lic,.4nt is e^titlad to get

the app0 1 'tms:nt prior to his junia- s .

Grounds for relief v^ith legel iX ovisions:

(a)* That the applicant is a duly selected 

candidate of tae penal prepared fcr the 

a^^poi :t nent in future vcic jncies as rnt,ui:^r

'yviu^i T^a1do- rJ Lii vj JL ^

(b ) ,  iriat the name ol tae appiic ri ŵ js in the 

penal .t s i ,  no. 4 , he was anti tic. to get the 

appointment on his t*-



XT u/I
A

(c)a That tlia name oi ttie dp,^ilc^rjt is at

si no. 4 in the penal preper^d by the o.pno 3 .,

(d ) .  ilijt the nine candidates have been 

appointed out ol eleven seieciac. in tne pandl '

(c ) ,  liodt tiie show c^use nuti:je uys 

necess ary oelore deleting tne name ot tne 

applicant from tus penal,

.(d). . 'i'hait the dfiscriiriindtion have been done 

A jnd IJG ĵr ovisions/ ol .4rt 14  and 16 ol' the

V  constitution ol India h:jv6 bo^n violated.

(e ) .  iticit the principle ol natural justice hav 

fx-̂v6 08 an viol.^tQd in Issuing tne ordfir 

r.n'jQxare

( i ) .  Ihctt Liifl step rnotaerely tre jtn'ienc h ve 

oe^n given to the applicant*

(g).  ^hcit the persons selected on tne same 

lootings with tne petitioner hdVQ oeen given

a p,̂  31 0 t jiQ D t ,
A

V
( h ) ,  l h a t  th e  a p p l i c a n t  i s  e n t i t l e d  t o  ^ ,f t  

the d p p j i n t m e n t  ¥ / , e . i .  d a t e  o l  a p p o in tm e n t  oX 

j u n i o r s  e

6 ;  D e t a i l s  o l  the  r e m e d ie s  e x h a u s t e d ;-

i n a t  no J e p a r t m a n t i l  r e m e d ie s  a re  

a v a i l ^ D i S  t o  tn e  a p p l i c a n t  i n  the  p r e s a n t  C a s x .

M o reov s r  th e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  wds oiade t o  tu 6

C . p . n o ,  2 w h ic h  have been r e j e c t e d  t a r o u g h  th e  

o r d e r  . jnnexure  2»

7 .  Tne the  r th e  m a t t e r  i s  .L^-ending o r  tn e  sane

w^B l i l e d  p r e v i o u s r i :

F e i t u p r  tne  m d t t e r  i s  p e n d i n g  i n  jtny
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 ̂ court .£ law in Iwdia nor it iias illed ejrlier

oel'orii tins Tribunal or any other court ol

la  We

8 •  Rsliefs sought:

iiib dppiicaDt pru^s I or tiie following 

reiiefs:-

(l)a That tlie orders contained in annaxure

2 b€ quashed and the directions aiay be

Issued to the op p. parties to appoint the 

^ petitioner on the post of Mazdoor as per

seniority given in the penal prepare^/fey the 

Gp,v. parties Nos 2 and 3 and to pay hiTi tas 

salary Iroiii the date ol appolntinent oi his 

■' next junior.

jv> That the costs of the a p D l l c a t l o n  oiay

j a w a r d e d  to the petitioner,

' ( i l l )  -i-hdt any other relaif  which this 

^  Hon’ DJjii iri'ounal dsaiTiS fit  and proper mcty oe 

allowed to the cipplicant.

^  9 • Interim Kelelf if any .

The doractions rnay be issued to 

the opp. parti 's  to give the appolntoient to 

the applicant on the post of Mazdoor atonce 

wiiiiout any furtenr delay.

1^ • Particulars of the postal orcer .

V ! •  NO. of the Indian Postal 0 ^ (?l
order

2 . Naoie of igsuing P .O .  o ^c y C ^

3 . Dat̂ - of issue of P .O .  .

4 . Post Office at which p. ^ I
payabl«. '
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Id VeriliGation

I ,  Laiirani oingii gtiipia^'Stxas the above 

BaiTiSd applicant do hereby vprlly tfet th^ fontSBl 

I’roffi para 1 to 10 are true to iiy prrsonal 

KnoHl€ci^,a and Daleil anci that I aavfi not 

suprHaaed any niatrri 1, lact. yyiu^'

Datfid y^oS *90 ap^:licant«

Counsel foTlVae 

applicant.

A

V
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TYi t QP 1 r-i i .id nl’n 1 rt r n t yj
^ d r ’ i t l o n U  Bericii ^il^.ii..iu^^

• '  •' '  r ______< 4- n .o  -,-n r>Vi T 11 r* i r  Vv -

! ■;

^ircult BBnch, LucktjOVv, V-1

Lai l.:unl 31ns* 

m s  Utiiov, o i I » . x a j 4 t u „ r . ^ . , . ^ P ^ ^ J ^

«ira

(iOVFRNMF.NT Of- INDIA 

%' '̂f

CANTEEN STORES DEPARTMENT
, Telegrams ; CANSIND 

Tdex : 11 2761 CASD IN 

Tdephones :

297120-40-80 297142 MINISTRY’ OF Dtl ENCE

Ref. No. ; 3 /  1 ^ 1  J 1 1 0 7 ( L u c k n o w )  ! Z )

Shrt^Lal Muni Singh,
C/0 Hanuman Gen^Stores, Bagh, 
lUCKNOW,

•ADELPHl" 

119. MAHARSHI KARVE ROAD, 

BOMBAY-400020.

2 ^ A p r i l ‘90o

.X

r  PANEL FOR MAZDOOR,

Reference your representation dated 23»3<,90 
forwarded by Regional Manager (Central) vide their 
letter No,RMC/041/2277 dated 23*3.90^

2, Your case has been examined very carefully
and this is to inform you that your name has not
been considered for including in the panel of Masdoor 
by the competent authority as you were neither 
working at our Lucknow Depot as daily rated employee 
dt'tHe^ time of drawing the panel on 29/30th Nov'88 
nor your name has been sponsored by the Employment 
Exchange 9

3» Since your name is not in the panel of Masdoor,
it is regretted that we cannot offer you appointment

-^or the Job in this departmento

V

cc : RM(Central), Lucknow^,

cc : The Manager, USD Depot, Lucknow^

(A .N U M IT D  ) 
Manager (P)

For General Manager

NT.

n rhio <f. .| .imn

Please address commtin=c«tlon to fhe department and not i ’uUv:.t>i.->ir by name

f A '

^  J L ^



■f

In the Central /Administrative. -^riDunal, 

additional Bencn, iillanabad

Circuit Bench, Lucknow.

0 . *4 , FOe 01’ 19990

A

Lai ivfuni Singh ^

Versus

ihe union ol India &  others . . .

a p p l iC c in t .

0pp. parties.

CoiriDllation -

d. Mo. PartiGulers ot dacL^nents relied fage No 

upon alongwith i^nnexure Mo.

1 .

2.

ilnnexure 

Dralr oi appointaient oroer 

Vakalatnama

1 - 3

Dated 1 7 . D . 9 0 (P.NlSa jbhl) 
advocateJ. 

Counsel I’or the 
pe titloner.



A '

%

ID the central is tratlve TribunaJ^

Additional BSdcIi  iilaiia'Dad 

Circuit Bench, Lucknow.

0 ,A N0« .of 1990  (L)

Lai Munl Slngii applicant

Vs.

Tlie Union of India &  others . . .  Opp.parttes

Annexur-a N0 o *1 •

V  ^
• y  GOvernQient  o l India,

vv Ministry ol Delance

Canteen 3 t a e s D 6 part.iient,

" ^delpiil" 1/ 9 , MJ<. Road,

Bombay - 4 0 0020  

H8l 3 /ii-/ ' ' Dated

s u b :- APPOINThffiNi 2

Tlilb IS ha re by inlorriied that he is appoiiriPd 

^  as tSaporary Mazdoor.n this Dapartnnent wl

with effectfroni 1 5 o0 3 . 9 0  anuis post ad 

^  at LucKnow under the follovving terms and

cond it ions: -

( ^ ) MQdical Pltness

This appointiiient iq suojpct to his 

/  Di6Dg deciarSu mediCaily lit by the Î D 

Incharge MI room IvH LucKnow, It will ba 

wimW open to tae Departiisnt toget tnim /  rnQdically

exaiiiincd any tioie during the tenure jt 

jls servica to ascertalu his /ledicaily 

l i t n s s B .

'

( i l )  aOiLJ Oi.’ ?^Y ;

This app-lnt-nTt carrlfp thfi nay =cal=



A '

V

y

j

( 1 1 ) 3 G A I M  O F  P A - .  Y

d

This appatot-nSDt carries tha pay scale 

oi I?s. 7 5 0 -1 2 ' 8 7 0 - SB 1 4 - 9 4 0  a-nd he/will  oa

ODtltl'^d for an in itial  pay oi B s . 7 5 0 /- 

ppr KOBtli plus allovai:jc8s as applicblQ,

( 1 1 1 )  B H Q B iiT ION

H6 will be on probatioii Icr a ^Qrlod 

oftwo y-ars durlag winch ills/ servicQs 

are iiaola to be term.incited without asBignlng 

any reason or notice.

( i v ) % k / .^ k

NO TA/l}ii iB admlselblH for his /  joining

dutyo

V) Sl^WICS L B  BILITY

He /  shall be prepared to serve in 

any sstabllBhi?-nt oi this DepartKer^t in 

any part rl India, locludlng operational 

areas and to abide byall rains adverning 

the Gonaitions o! service id tnie DFpartmsA 

which 06 shall conXirin in writing oalore 

1 5 «0 3 * 9 0  In the prifiorma attached.

( V I ) ■UNTING OP PRS-HITIiiff CIVIL /  
XIT.ARY SZSfIGS _____

The option lor counting th6 pra- 

retir6[nent civil service or mllltrry service 

lor qualilylno lor pension in accordabce

with the provisions or rule 18 or 19 oi tne 

GGS( pension ) rules as the case be must be 

exercised within 3 months frooi th-s data ot 

his /  conlirniat. on. ( APPLIGABLiT rVR 

HS-HMPIDYiiD m m  Am Rf^UifOlS/ clalQiS



A

A

receive dal ter 3 montlis alter trie daie ox 

GOBIirmatLon will n CT be eirtertainad•

(vll)  This ap,>otDtrfieirc carrins tiie clear 

stipuletion that any post servicQ rendsrad 

In the degar Dient as a dailyrated casual at 

pay, seniority, proiijotijD pensio-n etc.

(v llI )  113 Case he /  oeloriL.sto odc qI tae 

recogniand scheduled casxe categories, ba/ will 

I'Di'orrfi the iippolntiDg /  *4diiiittistratiovs 

y  " authority iffiiTiedlately be/  changes his /religion 

as no p'*rson professing religion can bb dss./ied ' 

to be a rib -r ot sched..lfid coata •

II  i-iit aoo.e teroio and conditions are

a Gce^.tciOie tj him /  her in to to, har /  oiay

report to this o l i c e /  the Ivlawager, CBD Depot

Lucicnovj at th? following address, withorlginal

testimonial in support 01 Date of Birth, Ifduca*

tipnal Qualil'ication, Costs Certilicate etc.

, 15 .3 .90

Canteen stores Departmerit,,

3 9 , Havelock Llnt-s,

Iitchnn- ^^oad, p«0 .  Box no. 1002 

Lucknav -2 2 7 0 0 2 .

THUiT COPY

( a.THYiGANAJ^iK) 
Brigadi'-r 
joint Gsn-^ral 
Manager-II 
For General Manager 
Canteen Stores 

Dep&rt:nnni. .

r)̂ un  ̂ S-rW<^



'0:
^ddltiowal BSYDch ^ i id .  (Giricuit Bench) 

: II LucknoWe --- --- -----
, *--------sft................. ;.................................

. X

X

i^ i  Muni bingli

■"iie U B i o n  o I  I n d i a

srfci^

u

SIX  Jt 3t'R> «»7  & ^  T j z r m  w t m ^ ^

J J 3  3ii ^

c 5 ^ c m w  7 1 ^ } ^  ..........................

3T«T?TT ^ ? r  f?T5fcT afcT ÎT (V^TK)  spTrIT g* sftT ^

^  sm i, 3Tf?I 5TTT 3»t f ^  ^

^  sR?r>^ m  ^>1 >̂T*T5T ?rfe?r m  îŶ rgf m  sftr ^  

srrd 3Th: m  cT«h arqV̂ r ^ii-

TR> 3Th: %  ^ r V m  st t̂^  ^  3t1 t  crt^ ^  ^  in

^ T T t  ^T M t |3TT 3Tq% ?n

3 ^  ( 5 ? c T ^ )  T?rh ^  *n q ^  f?T5^ 5 r t  ^  »rf

»̂T5F> ^^«TT ?gtf7TT |  sf̂ T f  tl̂  T̂?TT

qr m  q ^ t ^ R  ^  T^'rti st^it

^  cTT^T % ? n l ;  ^t?tt |  ^ 3 ^  fsrwr^TTt q^ ^

^^T^rrf^TTITT f ^ T  STTTm T |  sfk 3TT  ̂ I

^ ^ ,...L d !V .^ :i? / ....^ y ? ^

(•rar?)............................. ..........

••••5........

( * T ^ ) .............. 7

fk̂ jw:............... 1*7' V.......»T̂JTT* U  9 0 1 0

(P o N .M S a jp ^ l )
iidvocatf 
17,5.90



A : In  the central Administrative Tribunal at A l l^ a d <  

Circuit -Bancĥ f -Luc3cnow«

Misc* Application No
Ip.

oeSl®^ ^

on b^;]^alf Reapcmsaents®

V

In

Case No. Is.
IjL  K w ' l ^ L

versus*

Unicn of India & Others..........

Q€ 1990

A j^ io s n t ^  

• • • • » « •  o cBespondent©*

^PLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY 

The respondents respectfully beg to suljmit qs- under s«

That the written reply on behalf o£ the respondents

could not be filed within the time allotted by the 

Hon*ble Tribunal on account of the fact that after 

receipt of the parawise corunents from the responotents# 

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

That the approved written reply has been xaoeived and 

is being filed  without arqr further loss c*£ time*

That the delay in  filing  the written reply is bonafide' 

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

on record on which the respondents shall ever remain grate­

ful as in duty bound.

Lucknow : 

Dated s < pr* Dinesh Chandra) 
counsel for the aespondenfcso



IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL AT ftLLAHABftO

CIRCUIT BENCH LUCKNOU

Counteivaffidavit on behalf of Respondents

In re

O.A. No 1 ] ^  of 1990

Lai Hani Singh...................................................................Applicant

Versus

Union of India & Ors..........................................................Respondents

/i c
>

I , 0 L Handa aged about S V  yrs S/o Late Shri

manager. Canteen 

Stores Depot, Cantonment Lucknow do hereby solsmnly affirm 

and state as under i*

J f  1* That the deponant has m ad the application Ciled by

Shri Lai Plani Singh and has understood the contents thereof,

He is well conversant with the facts of the ease deposed

j. hereinafter and is filing this counter-affidavit on behalf 

of all the Respondents,

Contd« . . .2



A
t 2 t

2. That the contents of paras 1 to 3 need no comments. \

3. That in reply to para 4 (l )  it is stated that the 

applicant was engaged as a daily rated Razdoor on 9 ,5 ,1983  

to do a ii  odd jobs and ujorked as such till  23 ,11 .85 . It is 

denied that he worked upto the year 1986, After 23.11,85 

he did not seek engagement as a Bazdoor in Canteen Stores

Depot Lucknow.

4. That in reply to paras 4 ( I I ) and 4 (l l l )  it is stated

y  that the applicant appeared before the local Selection Board

and was selected and empanelled on 29/30*11*8B for Group D Post,

The Panel drawn on 29 /30 ,11 ,88  was sent to HeadKMSXkKKXHR Office 

Bombay on 1 2 ,12 .88  (Annexure 3 of the application). According 

to policy decision with regard to regularisation of all daily 

rated worke*s in Canteen Stores Depots, it was to be made after 

drawal of All India Sen5oirity List at Head Office Bombay of all 

the daily rated mazdoors. This seniority list was to be prepared 

from the panel draan by the various gepots in respect of those 

mazdoors who had been uorkxnq there. Depot Panel was to be 

treated as recommendations of Local Board. A copy ofthe said 

policy decision is being filed as Annexure R»*1* It is pertinent

*7
applicant was not working at the Depot at the 

time when the selection was made and the panel was drawn. The 

panel was drawn on 29 /30 ,11 ,88  and the applicant had ceased to 

work after 23 ,11 ,85 . Thus the name of the applicant was erraneously 

included in the panel and on instructions from the Head Office his

Contd.. . . 3

•



name was deleted From the panel/approved list of candidates uide 

iBttar No VA-l/l107CLuoknQJ )/7434 dated 1 8 .9 .8 9 . (copy being 

filed as Annexure R-2)*

5 , That the contents of paras 4 (iv ) and 4 (V ) are admitted,

6, That in reply to paras 4 (U I ) to 4 (V IIl )  it is stated 

that the names of the candidates namely S/Shri Ram Seuiak,

Shiv Nath, Sukh Lai and Raja Ram ware not sponsored by the 

Empiloyment Exchange. Houiev/er their last date of working is 

indicated below f—

t 3 t

8/Shri Ram Sewak

Last date of 

Uor kin^^ 

9 .12*86

Oafe of Enoaqement 

30* 3, 83

It Shiv Nath 12.1 2.88 1.10.83-

« Sukh Lai 29.114 88 14 .9 .83

n Raja Bam 27.10 . 88 6. 2. 84 /

tt Lai Wani Singh 23.11*85 9 .5 ,8 3

The panel was drawn on 29*11 «88*

7. That the reply to para 4(lX ) it is stated that the applicant 

ad worked for the minimum number of days as compared to other

^ candidates who were included in ths panel* Thus there hss

* no discremination with the applicant.

8, That in reply to paras 4(X ) to 4 (X Il )  it is stated that 

the applicant was not working in the Lucknow Depot at the time

''' when the panel of Mazdoors for re gu laris at ion was drawn. His

name was also not sponsored by the Employment Exchange as a fresh 

candidate. The applicant had left the job in Mow 1985, three years

Contd. •  • . 4
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before the panel was drawn in Noy 88,

9 , That the contents of para 4 (X I I l )  are admitted,

10, That the contents of para 4(X IV ) are denied. The

applicant is net entitled for appointment/ragularisation as his 

name was neither sponsored by the Employment Exchange as a fresh 

candidate nor his name could be considered a-s a departmental 

candidate as he was not in Employment in Nov 88 when the panel 

was drawn. As a matter of fact the applicant had left the job 

in Now 1985,

11, That the contents of 4(XV) need no comnants. There has,

houisver, been no denial of natural justice^ in the present case,

1 2 , That in reply to 4(XUl) it is stated that the applicant

has left the job in Nou The question of senicjity does not

arise in his case for considering his name for inckision in the 

panel as when the panel was drawn he was no more in the employment,

13 , That comments on "Grounds for relief” contained in various 

sub paragraphs of paragraph S are furnished below in seriat4jm*-»

5 (a )  - That the applicant’ s name was wrongly included in the 

panel^ as his name was neither sponsored by the Employment 

Exchange as a fresh candidate nor he was working at ths 

Depot at the time of preparation of the panel in Nou 1988,

Contd,. . , 5
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i

5 (b )  & (c V -  The applicant*s name was wrongly entere 

the panel

5 (d^ - Need no comments,

5 (e )  - No show cause notice was necessary before deleting 

his name from the panel as ha was not in the employment 

when the panel was drawn. Nor was he in employment 

when iKhis name was deleled from the panel. The mistake 

committed by including his name in the panel was later on 

rectified by deleting his name from the panel.

8 ( f ) ,  5 (g )  & 5 (h )  - Contents denied the selection of 

candidates for inclusion in the panel was corictly made 

without any prejudicd. As applicant did not quality for 

inclusion in the panel his name was later on deleted from 

the panel. The applicant was not eligible for appointment/ 

regularisation*

■fAo That the contents of paras 6 & 7 need no comments,

15, That in view of the submission made in the above paragraphs 

the reliefs sought for in para 8 and interim relief prayed for in 

para 9 are not admissibfie,

Uherefore it is respectfully prayed that the application 

may kindly be dismissed with costs at the same is without merit.

t 5 S

Lucknow

V \  Uv

eponant



t 6 S

Verification?

I, the deponant namad above do hereby verify that 

the contents of paras are true to my personal

knouledgs and those of p a r a s j i ^ r a  belietfed to be trua 

by me based on record and legal advice. Wo part of it is 

falsje and nothing has been concealed. So help me God*

¥

Lucknow 

Dated 8

‘"Deponant

I identify the deponant who has signed before me.

O #  fs* ,?-î

I' »

V,

Advocate %
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GOVERl'IMENT OF INDIA 

MIN. OF DEF.
6ANTEEN STORES DEPARTMENT 

"ADELPHI'^ ■ ' -
BOMBAY -400' 020,

»
K

//■ r

Ref : 3IA-1110011 1013

T o ,

A 11 Depot Managers.

ENGa GEMENT of  DAILY RATED.-:.GP ' C .^'_D.,

The policy regarding engagemeii of casual/daily 
rated staff  has been reviewed by the Govt and OU No,
49014l2l66-Est(C) dt, J ,th  June'p8 Vssued, As far as 
engagement- of casual}daily rated employees is concerned 
this OM is 'to  he sfrictly compliediwith.- Any violations 
of this letter is,Jihelyto result in such employees <̂ 

seeking redress against retrechment, '

2, From the guidelines enumerated i n t h e  OM. Lt is ■ ' 
clear that we cannot engage any staff on casual/daily 
wages basis for work of a regulare nature or to f i l l

up gaps in estajxlish/nent strength, . \

3. Casual/daily rated staff 'may be engaged through ",
Employment Exchange or through DSS&A Board only for 
specific Jobs of casual nature for which specific sancti.o- 
ning of Head Office is required. This may involve _ ■
seasonal work like grass cutting at a depotf o^,.additional 
work in connection with salvage o r  iretrievdlof Govt.property 
in flood /fir$ 'losses  'or other natural^-cdlawdties, [

4\ As regards regularisation of Group *C* daily rated 
LDCs, appointment letters in respeo.t. of successfid-cqndi- ' 
'dazes in the departmental examinar.iQn held on 1‘i th Oct '88, _ 
arc under issue, and their servicos-^will be regularised 
shortly. The services of ddily rated-LDCs who Jiave failed  
and not covered by Court Stay Orderstand terminated^- 
The rem.aining daily rated LDCs who'-'havc felled, but whose 
names are Covered by the Court Stay. Oj‘'det fyiJl[Gf)ntinUe 
to work till such time ^their cases are-finally d&cided by 
Courts. . Their services will a2so l)G{terminat§d^orSmgula- 
rised irmediately, depending upon the, verdict of ike'-court. 
Till 'then the regular vacancies wilj he filled^ by. daily 
rated employees ii'ho have already passed the departmental 
test on regular basis from HO or by the regular incumbents 
sponsored by the Staff Selection Commission,

For regular day to day work, ■ casual/daily rated |ta, 
t be engaged. Vacancies available in the regular^i ' 
liskmcnt is to be made, aox)^ only, through SSC foY

5.
cannot
c sta'jliskmcnt is to be m a d e , o n l y , ,  
requisition to Regional Staff  Selectic 
be made by HO from time to time.

I, uik I gular^i ,
through SSC fo^ 
n Commission wii'l

V i -

that 
from 
furth 
e ̂ n  Lii 

the c 
Govt 
then 
spons

^As on 14 J a n '89 we have total uacanci 
of Jammu depot. It  is proposed; fo f i l l  295 
the candidates who have passed the examina 
er 83 vacancies are proposed :to be kept re 
dates who are covered'', by Court Stay C’ ders 
andidates who have failed  ihithe examinati 
does not agree for retesting ]6j' the failed 
we will have to f i l l  in the vqcancies‘'ipith 
ored by Staff Selection Comui'ssipn,

q§ , includin 
vdcancics 

iion and 
served for 

and also 
on„-: I f  .the 

candidates, 
candidates



■. I-

7. The regularisation of a l l ‘..Grcmp.: 'D '  d:iily rated
employees will be made a f t e r ‘dr awai:\of All India Seniority 
List at HO. This seniority list will he. prepared out 
of panals.dro.wal by the Depots in rev.pect of those who. 
have alreuuy been working-at thQse Depots, Depot panels^ 
will be .treated as recomMendations of Local Board, Action 
is in hand and vacancies will be, f i l led  up inmedi'xtely . 
after drawal o f ' All India Seniority [List,

5, In view of the above, policy, 'the engagemen t 'of ^
daily ra^ed nazdoors will cease w .e . f .  1 Mar'69 by which , 
date we. would have issued letters for regular' appointments.

Pj' Since SIU strength is inclusive of leave reserve.,
no re lief  will be asked for or provided against staff . 
proceeding on leave, ,

10. Copy of Govt OM on the subject is e n c l o s e d ,  for 
perusal and guidance. . i

Enel : a/a.

( A<^HYAGARAJM! 
Brigadier ? ' '
Joint Gen,Manager-It 
far \Gen,Manager. ’

\

cc : All DGMs at■HO. 

cc : All RMs/DGM(Base).



C A N T E E H  S T Q ! ? .  S 3  Q E F A S T H S M T

Prs^m To,

Head O f f i c e  
Advm Branch  
Bomb a y - 2 0 ,

The Manager, 
CSD T'=pot,

. Lucki.o'tD.

^/- .To. 3 / A~1 / T 107(Lucknow) Date Jtse p t ’89

REGD.A,D.

Sub: Panels-Driver-cum-i'echanic^ 
WatchnLzn and Masdoor________

Reference your letter No, LUDJESTJ34/4S0 dated 
2  J une 89 and telegram, and its confirmatory copy
No, LUD/E3T/34/839 dated 8 Jul89.

2 , Duplirvxx-ie copies of the panels for Driver-Cum-- 
Mechanic, Watchman and Kasdoor duly approved are 
sent herewith alongwith Board-^roceedin is etc, for 
your record',

3 .  The panel for Driver-Curn-Mechanic will be valid 
for a period oj one vear rom the date of its approval

^  t.e. 12-7-89,

♦ 2"J,C(iCjC TICZQ ZiZGf'C ZllC TZdJ^CS O J U  /  LtuT'Z . i jZ u y u

and U'j.jesh Ku/nar/have beer. cctr.ccMcd frcr: the panel of 
Mazdoor as they^ere not in service on daily wages at- 
the time of drawal of the pabel for the postof Masdoor,

E n d :  a/a

cc .• Rllf CENTRAL)
* . i ( ^

1 1 3 X C Q 3 ®

'h:.K, GUPTA) 
Manager(P)

For General Manager

7
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\

m  the central 4amIn1stratIva Tribunal

Additional Bench Jllahabad

Circuit Bench LucKnoWe 

OcM. NOo m  Ot 1990(L)

V  c X, - . ^

L^l mini Singh

The UBloD ol India a Otherso.

applicant 

HespoBdent e‘*

4

Rejoinder MXldavlt
................ \

It, Lai MUBl Singh , aged about S3 year  ̂

S /0  srl Bansraj, h/ o 49» iMXEan prasad Boad, 

through srl Hautnl Lai, go lagan j , Lucknow, do 

hereby solemnly afllrin as unders-

lo That the deponent Is the petitioner 

He Is luily conversant with the facts ot the

^ ^  c,aseo He has understood the contents ot:si^§ 

i/ounter iilildavlt filed on behalf of the

:/ respoDdento

Zc That the contents of para l & 2 of 

the QoAc needs no reply*

j
/

That the contents of paras 3 of the G j  

are admitted to the eztent of the date of
p ‘

appointment on 9o5o83 but rest of the contents 

are denied^ The deponent worked tlllFebol98C 

He had receieed the wages till then^whlch 

will be evident from the Register of the pay-

-ment of wa^es* Thereafter no work was given



■>!

to tiie petltioDSro

4o Tlaat the contents of para 4 ol the 

G«iio are admitted to tiie extent of selectioB 

made at the Lucknow office, but rest of the 

GOBtents are aenlefl o The name of the flepoeenl 

was Included 1b the penal prepared at Lucknow 

but at the Head Quarter at Bombay the name of 

the deponent was ignored without any just 

cause o The policy Is arbitrary and discriml- 

natory The persons similarly situated have 

been included in the select list but the 

deponent has been ignored arbitrarilye Most 

of the persons la the penal of Lucknow were 

00t in job on the date of preparation of the 

peoal but the nafne of the deponent alone 

was not included and the name of ail other 

person was included« The case of Sri Ham 

Sewak is similar to the case of the deponento 

sri Ham sewak has been included in the select 

list but the Petitioner has been ignoredo 

It iswrong to say that the name of the depo- 

B6nt was wrongly included in the penal*. The 

Oppoparties are stopped to say that the name 

of the deponent was included illegally is the 

penal prepared at LucknoWo

5o Thatthe contents of para 5 of the 

needs no replyo

6 o That thecontents of para 6 of ilie G.i^- 

are denied as stated *, The deponent worked 

till pebol986 and not till 23ollo85o in 

fact on the date of prepareatlon of the

penal no one wa s in servicewhose names
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are given in para under replyo

7o That the contents ot para 7 ol

G^Ao are aenledo There is no liiEitatioB of 

working days to Include the name In the pacel 

The aiscrlojlnatlon h- as been done with the 

ieponent certainiyo The complete select list 

has not been filed which las prepared at 

BoBtbayp henceproper reply is not possible^ it 

appeares that the correct facts have been 

concealed«

8 0  Thatthe contents of para 8  of the

are denied* Non of the candidate Included in 

the penal was working on the date of prepara­

tion of the penalo The naoie of the not only 

the deppnen't >/as sponsored by the fmployfDent 

Exchange, none of the candidate wassponsored 

irom the ffmplopient Exchange o It is wrong to 

say trxat the depoent left the Job in kovo8 5 o 

I n fact he h as workedtlil Febol986p and 

thereafter the work was not taken from the 

Deponento He was not engaged by the Deptt® 

due to the shorta|:e of the work*

9o That the contents of para 9 of the 

Deeds no reply•

aOo That the contents of para lo of the Coilo 

are denied* The contents of para 4 ^ 4 ) o f  the 

application are reiterated. The name of the 

|iponent could not be left to be Included In 

the select list on the grounds mentioned

in para under replye Hone of the candidate 

wassponsored from the Employment Exchange and 

no one was In job on the date of preparation



V'

ot the penal at Luckcow^ The disc rim In at lot) 

couM Dot be done with the deponaiato

lio That the cod tects ot para 11 of the 

GoAo are deDledo The pri.oclif'les ol natural 

justice h ave been violatedo

12o Thatthe contents of para 12 ot the 

are deniedo it is wrong to say that the 

deponent left the job hlmseix. Bi fact he 

was Dot eDgsied due to shortage ot worko The 

question of seniority Is relevant as the juulc 

could not get any benefit in comparlsiDn to 

s e n l o T o

13o That the contents of para 13 of the 

are dienledo The contents of para 5 of the 

application are reiterated o

Deniedo The opposite parties are stopp- 

> d  to say that the name of the deponent was 

wrongly included in the pecalo They are bound

^  their own acts® Purtherthere Is bo provi­

sion of not Including the name of the person 

isho had not worked for aoy specific perlodo 

T^e D ame of the deponent was rightly Includei 

iB the penalo &

5(b) (c) denied:o The name of the deponent

was rightly Included In the penal at sieMo<,4o

5(d) o Ne®ds no replyc
r--

5(0 )«  Deniedo The notice to show cause was 

Decessary as the deponent was included In the 

penal prepared at Lucknowo The naise of the 

none of the candidates sponsored by the



i

ffffiployoieiat ffjEChaDgSo Tlie came of tlie daponen 

could not be struck ot£ from the penal wlthou 

servliSg tiie show cause cot ice®

(s) &  (®) - QflBieao 1310 dQpoGeDt was 

ciuailXlado Heace his name was included 1b 

the ilsto The dlscrlminatloD has been done

with the deponeDto The dspotiect is entitled 

to get the appolBtment like other candidates 

of penal prepared at Lucknow^

14e That the contents ot para 14 of the 

QcAc needs no replyo

15o That the contents of para 15 of the 

GoA, are deniede The deponent is entitled 

to get the reliefsclaloiedo He Is elao 

entitled to get the Interioi relief prayed for

1 6 o That the application is liable to be 

allowed pwlth ocsto mwh]

Datei:^^- 4 o 1991 Deponento 

verification.

I , th 0 above named depflisent do hereby 

verify that the contents of paras 1 to 6j8p9o 

10» h 12 of the H .i . are true to my knowledge 

and the conten s of paras 7,11^, and 13 to 

16 are true to the belief of the dsponento 

Nothing materia has been concealed and no 

part of It is falsep so help me God*

Signed and verified today this the 

(lay of April, 1991^ in the Gompounl

at LucIcdo*.

Deponent,,
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i I laeDtify the aepo neiat who has slgnefl

before meo

( P .N . Bajpal) 
Idvocaxee

Sol®ffit3ly aii'lrmea before me on 

Qt A pril,1991, at

s r i ’PoMo Bajpai, Hdvocate^ High Goiirt ot 

judicature at Allahabad ( mckBOW Beoch )

LUGknoWo

I have eat lei led myself by exaslrig 

depa:cent that h e understaDds the coDtents 

alldlavlt ii\fiilch has been read 

over and explained by m6o



ID the Gootrai i^dffllnlstratlve Tribunal

^ a a i t l o n a l  B Q K G l i  A X I a b a b a d * '

j

Circuit B6i3Cli jyuc vwoŵ

OoAo NOo m  ot m o m

I M l m n i B t n ^  e «  A p p l i c a n t

Y s *

The W lon  of India &  Othersooo pesponaento

gQiolBQer Alfldavlt

tp Lai Muul sliftgii ft agefl about 33 years 

3/0 sri Bai)Bra;j, B/0 49p m m m  praeaa Hoad, 

tiirough srl Nauml Lal^jG^lagaoj# Luckcow, do 

Ijereby solemiy affirm as unders**

ie Tiiat ttiQ dQpoiaetJt Is the patitioBsr 

H« 1b luiiy  conversant witii tm  facts of tha 

cas6e m  M s  uttderstood tii€ CDSteots Qtm /%  

GouBter ^ffida\fit filed on behalf of tue 

respoods nto

Bo Tiiat tliQ COD tents of para 1 a  2 of 

the Gohc needs m  replye

3« IJiat the coDtente of paras 3 of the 

are admitted to the exte®t of the date of 

appointment on 9e5o83 but rest of the con tents 

. n V. aenleda The deponent worked till pebol986
U (

He had received the vmges till then^ishlch 

will be evident from ths eeglstbr of the pay- 

-Bisot of waieso Thereafter no work was given
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^0 %m petit ioii6f* [

46 That the contacts of para 4 o£ the

a m  m r n m m  to tue extent of seleetioB 

raaae at the iaisIcbow office» but rest of the 

eoBteots are denies^ 1M& oarae of the aeponeist 

was liscluaea la the penal prepared at Luekaow 

hut at the Heaa quarter at Bomhay tho name of 

the deponent is/as ls»©rei3 without a»y »jUBt 

cause a The pslioy is arhltrary aoa aiscrlml- 

oatory The persoee stollarly situated have 

t3eei3 iriciuaed Id the select list &ut the 

deponent has Deeo igiaorea aroitrarliye Si5st 

of the persoBs In the penal of lugIcbow were 

sot it3 Job 00 the date of preparation of the 

peisal Dut the of the depoaent aiooe 

¥;as Bot iBCiuHe^ a»{3 the nacna of a ii  other 

per SOB was iBciudeil^ l!he ca®@ of srl Bam 

sewak Is stoilar to the case of the QepoBeBtc 

srl Ham sewaJc has been ibelude a 1b the select 

list hut the Fetitioiier has beeB IgBoredo 

It IswroBg to say that the mme of the depo- 

Bent was wroB ly iBCiudea l» the peeal* I3ie 

Oppfepartlee are stopped to say that the name 

of the depoBiBt WB0 iBCiuaed lliegaUy 1b the

pesai prepared at uuciCBow«
!

5o ihatthe coBtSBts of para 5 of the G.A* 

Beede no reply©

That thee OB tent 8 of para 6 of the 

deuied as stated« The aeponeBt worked

t il l  Feh«i9a6 aBd Bot till 3Soll«85e IB 

fact OB the date of prepatiattoB of the

peBai BO oBe wa s la servlGe^ whose Barnes
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^  I 1 \ ^

are in para repl#^

That m e COD tents of para ? oX rfta 

QcAp are den lad o TJiere is ioo lliBltation of 

workljjg da^s to looiafle tii# tmmn tn tlie panel 

Tti$ aisci'iffit»atio!3 El as 136813 dooe wltn tl3e 

aeponant certaiolir^ f M  QompUt^ select list 

Has not bees iiied wiiicii mb prepared at 

B m M y ^  ijeccepraper reply te oot posBioie*, it 

appeares that tHi correct facts have been 

concealed o

8© xhatthe cootejats ot para 8 of the 

are aeuiea® mn ot the caoSldate lociuded in 

the penal was woritlog on tha date ot prepara^ 

tlon of the FSnalp The nasi of the not only 

the fleponent ms sponsoreQ the S’ffiploytrjent 

Exchange« oone of the caijaiaate wasapoosored 

froQi the fmploFiisot ffxchange# It is v/rong to 

say t.at the Sepoent left the job in novo85c»

Id fact he h as worked till Feb^l986i, and , 

thereafter the work was not taken from the 

Deponent* He was not engaged by the Deptts 

due to the shortaie of the work<»

That the contents of para 9 of the 

neede no reply*

EOe That the couteflts of para lo of the 

are denied^. The contente of para 4 i^(14)of the 

application are reiterated® The name of the

/ ft , deponent could not be left to be inciuued in
l/3td

^  the select list on the grounde mentiooed

In para under reply^ None of the candidate 

waseponsored from the fmployinsnt fEchange and 

no one was in job on the date of preparation



4 e  ( f  I

ot the pfiiial at liOGkiioWe iJie filiertmlDation 

could not be done wlto tM deponeiato

I I «  Taat the con ecte ol para 11 of tne 

Q are aaoiedo j m  pntaatifles ot oatiirai 

justice h av6 baen violated«

IZp Tiiatthe contents of para 12 ol tlie

are dSfiiea* it Is wroug to say tiaat the

daponant leit the Jol> hlnfiBiif. Id fact he 

waa Bot eugspd due to shortage ot worlc<» 'Ehe 

^  queetioo Qt sei33.ority is reletrant as the Juoio;

could oot get aoy t^eoelit l» coffiparlsioa to 

se»iox»

3.3^ That the coo ten is of para 13 of the 

are ^eoiede ihs goo tea tg of para 5 of the 

appitcat on are reiterated«

5(a) oeijied^ The oppoBite parties are stopp-̂  

ed to say that the »a®e of the depoBeot was 

>4̂ wrottgiy Included in the penalo fhey are Sound

by their own acts** Furth«rthere is no provi­

sion of not including the rmme of the person 

who had not woriced for any specific periodo 

fie  0 ame of the deponent was rightly included 

in the penaio
f/

5(b) a (0) denied,. The name of the deponent 

was r l^ t ly  Included in the penal at 3leNo«4^

5Cfl)« Meeds no rtplye

5 (0 )*  Deniede The notice to show cause was 

necessary as the deponent vvas Included in the 

penal prepared at LucicrioWo Hie naiBe of tm 

none of the candidates sponsored toy the
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 ̂ fmpioyriSat ffEClia»s06 fiis oaarie of tTti dapociol

QQuia not Da struck ott tfom tiie ptnai wltiiou* 

ee rvl&g tm  show cause ooticG*

H ^ )  (g) ^  (I)  m n m ip  m e mponrnt '»ias 

%uaiixie d « Hence his mms was in eluded is 

the llstd The dlscnmlnatioB has fceen ookq 

with the Qepouefite The deporjent Is erjtltiea 

to get the appoiDtmeBt like other eaBdlflates 

of periaX preparea at tueicnowB
/

i .  i4^> That the cooteota ot para i4  ol the

GfiA* iieeas do repiir©

iSe That the Gou^.euts of para 15 ot the

are deoiedfl The deporjQot is entitled 

to get the relief scia line a« He is elao 

SBtitied to get the lateri^n relief prayed xor

1 6 p That the appiicatioia is llaoie to 

aliowed pwltn o cat«
L/Jp

Dated: 4j>i99i DepoueKte

yerlilca tiQa.,>

?

Ifi th % above Damed depi»ent do hereby 

verily that the contents oX paras i to 6®ao9i, 

106 ^ t2 ot the are true to ©y Kaowiedge

and the coritso c ot paras 7j,ilj aad 13 to 

16 are true to the belief of the depoaefit* 

Nothitsg materia has beeii coBceaiad aad i3o 
part Qt It Is falseg so help me God«

Sigrsed aiid verified today ttas the 

day of April, 1991^ in the Court Gosipoufit 

at iweknow,

DepoD6nt„



I Identify tue aepo neut wMo has slgn6d

bslore

( p.H. Bajpai)
Advocate*

soiamaly atiimm oatore me od 

of A p r l i . l 9 9 l» at by

art p.H« Bajpalj aavocata, HtgU court ol 

jufllcatura at AUaliabad { l/iCRDOw Banch )

, Luciniow.

I  have eatlsltaa mysaif by ezanlng 

a e p o  B 6 D t  tliat a  e  unaarstanas t m  contents 

ol tills aliaiavtt vtoleh has be«n raa<3 

ovsr aad explaiisafl by ri9«

0


