IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

EXTRA ORDINARY CIVIL JURISDICTION 

WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) No. _______ OF 2006

PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION

IN THE MATTER OF: -

1. A.I Singh,


(India’s highest qualified Squash Coach),


124, Wing 2-B, Kalpataru Estate,


Opp. Fantasy Land, Jogeswari-Vikroli Link Rd.,


Andheri (E), Mumbai 400093.

2. Indian Squash Association,

(Formerly- Chandigarh Squash Rackets Association),


Through A.I.Singh (Honorary Secretary)

Plot No-2, Industrial Area Phase-1, 

Chandigarh.

3.    Squash Rackets Federation of Delhi

Through its Secretary,

Rahul Kumar

J - 501, 

Som Vihar,

Delhi – 22.

4. Haryana Squash Rackets Association,


(Through Secretary Sushil Kharinta)

         14, Sec 13 Hissar – 125005

5. Himachal Pradesh State Squash Rackets Association, 

(Through its Honorary Secretary Umesh Akre)

Squash Courts, U S Club, Shimla- 171001

6. Gujarat Squash Rackets Association,

Through its President- Narender Gaur, IAS)

3rd Floor, Om Complex,

C. G. Road, Navrangpura,

Ahmedabad, Gujarat.

7. U.P. Squash Rackets Association,

Through its General Secretary Anil Malik)

5/V Raj Bhawan Colony , Lucknow - 226002

8. J&K Squash Racket Association,

Through its General Secretary Mudasir Khan)

16/2, H.O. Lal Mandi, Opp Agriculture Dept, Srinagar.

9. Manek Mathur

(Top Level Indian Junior Player)

Permanent Address- 

33, Vasant Mahal, C-Road,

Churchgate, Mumbai- 400020.

Present Address-

300, Summit Street,

Box- 701685, Hartford,

Cunnecticut, USA.

10. Puneet Singh

(Squash Coach)

Yadavindra Public School,

Sector-61, Chandigarh.








…Petitioners

Versus

1. Union of India

Through the Cabinet Secretary

2. Squash Rackets Federation of India (SRFI)

Through the Secretary Mr. N Ramachandran

3. Brigadier (Retd) Raj Manchanda

4. Ministry Of Youth Affairs and Sports

5. Sports Authority of India


6. Delhi Squash Association

7. Tamil Nadu Squash Racket Association

8. Squash Rackets Association of Maharashtra

9. India Cements Ltd. 





…Respondents

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA READ WITH SECTION 151 OF THE CIVIL PROCEDURE CODE

To,

The Hon’ble Chief Justice of Delhi

and his Lordship’s Companion Justices

of the High Court of Delhi,

The Humble Petition of the Petitioner above named:

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH:

1. This petition, under Article 226 of the Constitution of India, raises the following important points of law of national importance and public interest: 

a) Can the Union of India allow the standards of the sport of Squash, both nationally and internationally, to fall precipitously and not intervene and allow the sport to be cornered by a group of persons registering societies and playing politics?

b) Is the Union of India not expected to supervise and monitor the training of sportsmen and their selection for national and international tournaments, where they represent their country or is it permissible for the government to allow a small coterie of individuals to promote players of lesser distinction and victimize the leading players of India by resorting to power politics?

c) Ought there not to be evolved and enforced by Union of India a clear set of guidelines and practices so that the brightest stars of Indian Squash in particular and all sports in general are trained and selected to represent India? 

d) Should Government not uproot nepotism, corruption and politics on sports? 

2. The all too familiar story of politicians and other non sportsman playing politics with sports institutions is to be found also in the Squash Racket Federation of India (Federation) where the Secretary General Mr. N Ramachandran who is not a sportsman, while by promoting his own company India Cements Ltd, usurped control of the National Academy, compromised the coaches and took over the Federation, disaffiliated other associations not to his liking, amended byelaws of the Federation’s constitution for hijacking the federation, then promoted individuals of lesser merit, kept back, obstructed and harassed the brightest players of India, completely destroyed the earlier system of training and selection to represent India on the basis of ranking and merit as result of which intrigue in politics permeates the entire official system of the sport of squash in the country and India’s performance has gone from bad to worse. Should the Government of India sit idle and allow the rot to deepen so that India disappears completely from the International map of the sport of squash?

3. In the meanwhile the best and the most talented players in the country have been sidelined and stopped from representing India. Cases have been filed by top ranking players in the Madras High Court and Delhi High Court orders have been passed in their favour. But the politics and the intrigue continue.

4. Hence this petition seeking directions to the Government of India to immediately intervene inter alia, by acting on various reports made by the government observer, Brigadier Raj Manchanda, to the Government of India; take cognizance of various newspaper articles and complaints filed by several affected parties to it; and even otherwise to take charge of affairs rather than leave it to a private body, and thereby restore the practice of training and selection of players to represent India on the basis of performance and merit.  

5. Petitioner No.1 is associated with squash and is India’s highest qualified Squash Coach and is also the Secretary of Petitioner No.2 Association, the Indian Squash Association, (Formerly known as - Chandigarh Squash Rackets Association). Petitioner No.1 & 10 are squash coaches in the country, Petitioner No.10 had been coaching students for the last 4-5 years from St Johns, YPS, RIMC, etc in Chandigarh. Petitioner No. 9 is a squash player and amongst the top under 19 players of India. Petitioner No. 2 to 8 are duly registered and Petitioner No. 4 & 5 are State Government recognized State Squash Associations. These associations have made numerous efforts to promote Squash through the years by way of coaching and administration in their respective States. The Secretary of Petitioner No.3 represented the Delhi State Team in 1982,1991,1999 and 2002 and has been successful in a number of squash tournaments in India and abroad. He was also the Secretary of the Delhi Squash Association and manager of the winning Delhi Inter State teams of 2002 and 2003, which were held in Calcutta. In October 2004 as the Secretary of the Squash Racquets Federation of Delhi he took 6 Delhi teams for the Junior Nationals and Inter State to Mayo College Ajmer and even performed the duties of a manager cum coach. 

6. Nevertheless since they refused to bow down to the dictatorial and autocratic behaviour of Respondent No. 2 they have been victimized severely. Given below is a chart showing how persons associated with the squash sport who have represented the Country and the State with dignity and have been victimized. The list includes victims other than the petitioners too, demonstrating how grave and widespread the issue is.

	No
	NAME
	POSITION
	NATURE OF GREIVANCE/INTEREST

	1.
	Joshna Chinappa
	World Junior No-2; British Junior Open Champion U-17, U-19; India’s youngest ever Womens champion ever in any sport; 1st player to be adopted by Mittal sports Trust; GOI Women’s/girl child brand ambassador.


	Banned by R-2 from participation in International tournaments in 1999

Sidelined for Indian selections from representations abroad in 2006. 

Not sent for the Asian Championships to Taiwan in 2006 and has to fight for participation in every International tournaments representing India. 

Not sent to 2006 Commonwealth games.



	2.
	Amitoj Inder Singh
	Squash Australia Level 3 coach- highest qualified in India, the qualification being the highest available in the world; produced India’s 1st ever Boys Under-13 Champion at Scottish Junior Championship; established planned development of junior squash in Chandigarh in 1997 which produces players even today; presently acclaimed coach in Mumbai.
	Prevented by R-2 from attending a Asian Squash Federation Level 3 course in 2000



	3.
	Rahul  Kumar

Chadha
	Runner up in many over 45 squash events in Delhi and Mumbai; Played and coached in Germany and held many exhibition matches between world champions. Represented Delhi 4 times in inter state from 1982 onwards.
	Not allowed into the R-2 courts for the Junior Nationals. Not allowed to play in Central India Open. Stopped from promoting or encouraging squash. Threatened that son Karm Kumar’s career would be harmed. 

Threatened by Sharad Sharma, henchman of R-6.

	4.
	Brigadier (Retd) Raj Manchanda
	GOI Observer for Squash; Renowned 6 times National Champion; Arjuna Awardee.
	Observed various actions of mismanagement, autocracy and unfairness by R-2.

	5.
	Ritwik Bhattacharya
	Ex World Doubles Runner-up; Current and several times National Champ; India’s 1st dedicated full-time Pro player; 1st Indian to be ranked in World top 50; climbing in world ranking.
	Not sent to 2006 Commonwealth games. Not satisfied with the functioning and transparency of R-2.

	6.
	Puneet Singh
	Coach based in Chandigarh
	Threatened by Sharad Sharma, henchman of R-6 on behalf of R-2 to not participate in tournaments.

	7.
	Manek Mathur
	Indian Top-4 player in Sub Junior events
	Not selected in Asian Championships in June 2006. Left out from team in forthcoming world Junior Championship in July 2006 in New Zealand. Team announced included players who have never beaten him. 

	8.
	Vikram Malhotra
	Ex-National U-13, 15 Champion; current National U-17 No-2; youngest member of Indian Junior team representing India at World Junior Open in July 2006; only Indian to hold 3 U-13 Title- H.K., Malaysia, Singapore simultaneously.
	Left out of Asian Championship in June 2006. In selection trials he had beaten all the players selected for the event.

Not selected for SAF games 2006.

	9.
	Aditya Jagtap
	Malaysian Milo Open U-15 Semi-finalist; National U-13 Runner-up; Herald Maritime Open- India’s richest international event- U-15 champion
	Left out of Asian Championship June 2006 despite being 10 empty spots in the draw of 32 and Singapore. Was willing to bear his own expenses.

	10.
	Ravindra Jagtap
	Aditya Jagtap’s Father and present coach
	Not allowed to enter venue to witness and coach son during his selection matches in Chennai for Asian championship June 2006

	11
	Cyrus Vakil
	Consistently in Top-4 of his age groups in India since last 5 years
	Unfairly banned by R-2 from participating in tournaments.

	12
	Cyril Kuhn
	Among the top ranking under 17 players
	Discriminated against by R-2. Not permitted to play Interstate 2006 for Tamil Nadu despite being a top ranking player from the State. 

	13
	Prateek Chalia
	Delhi No.1 under 19 player
	Prevented from training abroad by R-2 even though willing to bear entire expenses.

	14
	Dhiraj Nagpal
	Once among the first four in the under 19 category.
	Abused by R-2 referee during a match. 

	15
	Sandeep Jangra
	National Junior Champion; Has represented India in events abroad; British Junior Open Quarter-finalist- the 4th highest position attained by any Indian ever.
	Left out of Indian team for Asian Junior Championship in Feb 2006.  Not given coaching time and court practice time by R-2.

Not selected for SAF games 2006.



	16
	Vikas Jangra
	Ex-National Junior Champion; Sandeep Jangra’s cousin
	Despite being based in Mumbai, was forced by R-2 to play for Tamilnadu.

	17
	Mekhla Subedar
	Several times Women’s National Champion
	Not called for selection to forthcoming Asian games

	18
	Dipali Anvekar
	Ex- India No-2 Women Player
	Not called for selection to forthcoming Asian games

	19
	Vikas Nayar
	Chandigarh based player- was ranked 9th in Northern India Open- a National level event
	No promotion of Squash by R-2 in their State. 

	20
	Saurabh Nayar
	Chandigarh based player; CCI Western India Open- India’s oldest tournament Junior ex-Semifinalist; Committee member of Indian Squash Association
	No promotion of Squash by R-2 in their State.

	21
	Vijay Sud
	Secretary of Himachal State Squash Rackets Association.
	Was unfairly disaffiliated by R-2 even though government recognized and active in the promotion of Squash.

	22
	Misha Grewal
	Several times ex- Women Champion; Arjuna Awardee
	Stopped from playing in the National team because she was undergoing training under a top coach in London instead of Chennai.

	23
	Swati Arora
	Delhi based ex-squash player in the top 5 women players.
	Left out of Indian team.

	24
	Manish Chotrani
	Ex-National Champion, present India          No. 4.
	Faced harassment for representing India since domiciled in Maharashtra. 

	25
	Squash Rackets Association Maharashtra
	India’s leading and most active Squash Association with the largest number of players.
	Disaffiliated by R-2 for not paying a paltry Annual fee on time; and not accepting to the request for payments of the annual fee, blocked from promoting Squash on numerous occasions.

	26
	Mahender Agarwal
	Founder Director of Indian Squash Professionals, which has organized record 71 Squash tournaments; commended by Prime Minister and others; organized Herald Maritime Open- India’s richest tournament. Committee member of Squash Racket Association of Maharashtra 
	Blocked from promoting Squash on numerous occasions by R-2 all along. 

	27
	Karm Kumar
	Delhi No. 1 and ranked in the 1st 5 Under 15 in India and represented India in the 1st Asian Juniors in Singapore in June 2006.
	Numerous complaints but the important ones are discriminated by wrong seeding especially during the Nationals and was stopped from playing Central India and Nationals in 2005. Had to approach Secretary Sports to be called for selection for Asian Juniors 2006.

	28
	Abhay Sood
	Chandigarh and Punjab

No 1 Under 17
	Discriminated against in the tournament draws by R-2. 

	29
	Rahul Kumar
	Ex Delhi no 1 Under 13.
	Not allowed to play Under 13 despite giving age proof.

	30
	Saatvik Joshi
	Delhi Under 15 no 2 and winner of Karnataka Open 2004, runner up

Northern India 2004 and part of Delhi inter state winning team
	Discriminated against after he decided to play for Delhi instead of Tamil Nadu. Not allowed for Junior Nationals.  Succeeded in Court.

	31
	Harshit  Jain
	Winner of SRFD Northern India 2005.

Delhi Inter State player.
	Discriminated against in the draws and stopped from participation in Milo Open-Malaysia. Succeeded in the Delhi High Court but due to pre-empting the draw none of the Petitioners were not able to play. 

	32
	Ashaye Jain
	Delhi no 3 Under 15. Represented Delhi in the inter state
	Discriminated against in draws and stopped from playing in Milo Open, Central India and Nationals.

	33
	Ameek Sidhu
	Top ranked Under 13 player from

Chandigarh
	Wrong ranking given to him because the Chandigarh players do not submit to the dictates of R-2.

	34
	Vedant Issar
	Ex no 3 Under 15 of Delhi and represented Delhi in the inter state
	Name unfairly not included in the Junior Nationals.

	35
	Lydia John
	Ex No 1 Under 19 of Delhi and National ranking 5


	Was disqualified from the inter state along with the girls Under 19 Delhi team for frivolous reasons. Not allowed for Central India or Nationals 2005 & Senior Nationals 2006 despite numerous walkovers. 

	36
	Gayatri Mathur
	Ex no 2 Under 19 of Delhi and 2005 National ranking 6
	Same as above except did not enter for 2006. 

	37
	Aakriti Seghal
	Ex Delhi no 1 Under 15 and now no 1 Under 17 and won many titles
	Mother was threatened by Sharad Sharma, henchman of R-6 on behalf of R-2.

	38
	Anshul Kashyap
	Delhi no.2 Under-15 and DDA Open runner up in 2005.
	Not allowed to go for Nationals.

	39
	Abhinav Sinha
	One of the most talented player and won DDA open Under 15, Runner-up in Herald Maritime, and various other tournaments.
	Persecution by the R-2 and never given the actual ranking he deserved besides not being allowed to play in the Under 15 category in the Little Masters 2005. 

	40
	Akshat Gupta
	Winner of Delhi Closed Under 19 2004 and represented the winning men’s Delhi State Team in 2004
	Unfairly excluded from Delhi Team. Threatened by Sharad Sharma, henchman of R-6 on behalf of R-2 Given up competitive squash.

	41
	Raghav Malik
	Delhi Under 17 no2. Represented Delhi Under 19 1st team in 2005
	Was not allowed to go for Milo open and then stopped for Central India and Jr Nationals

	42
	Gunraj Singh, Rishi Jalan and

Sahej Ghulati
	Top Under 17 players of North India and Nationally ranked; Top seeds of Mayo College team); and have won many tournaments in Interschool team events.
	Unfair ranking and not even considered for the World Juniors 2006, New Zealand under 19 where two Under 15 boys were sent as future potentials ignoring the under 17.  

	43
	Siddharth Phutela and

Moinish Singh

etc
	Amongst the best North Indian players Under 13 and Under 15 having won most inter school Tournament and done well in SRFI tournaments too
	Unfair draws and rankings in R-2 tournaments.

	44
	Adrian Ezra, Rohan Bhappu, Udai Singh, Arif Paul, Abhijit Kukreja, Gaurav Juneja, Maj. R. Brar, Parth Doshi
	All top ranked ex-players- ranked from 1 to 8. Based abroad now.
	Discriminated against in selection to Indian teams since 2000; problems with making of draws, seeding, calendar of tournaments

	45
	Dushyant Singh
	Renowned Asian Squash Federation Level 2 coach till recently coaching at Mayo College, Ajmer. The school won several National Inter School titles under him and produced excellent players. The first coach to take teams of player abroad for exposure to international events.
	Threatened by R2 not to hold a coaching camp in Delhi in March 2005.


7. Respondent No.1, Union of India, is vitally interested in the representation of Sportspersons in the International tournaments representing India and for the development of sports and it’s infrastructure in the country. Respondent No.4 is the Ministry of Sports and Youth Affairs, which controls the functioning of Sports and allocates funds to the federations specially Respondent No.2 who regularly receives budgetary allowances including funds and other grants from the Union of India for the promotion of the sports in India. Under the Order of the Government of India (allocation of business) rules, 1961 the Ministry is responsible for the Sports Policy, Sports and Games, Sports Authority of India, matters relating to the Indian Olympic Association and national sports federations, participation of Indian sports teams in tournaments abroad and participation of foreign sports teams in international tournaments in India, National Sports Awards, including Arjuna Awards, Sports Scholarships, Sports infrastructure, including financial assistance for creation and development of such infrastructure, financial assistance for coaching, tournaments, equipment, etc. 

7. Central Assistance is provided by Respondent No.1 & 4 to Respondent No. 2 & 7 for development of basics sports facilities, development of infrastructure, etc all over the country. The role of the Respondent No.1 & 4 is to create the infrastructure and promote capacity building for broad–basing sports as well as for achieving excellence in various competitive events at the National and International levels. The Ministry’s schemes are geared towards achieving these objectives. The Union of India has framed guidelines for the proper functioning of National Federations and the development of the Sport in the country.

8. Respondent No. 2, 6, 7 & 9 are formed under the provisions of the Societies Registration Act, 1860 discharging public duties and public functions of selection, conducting and promoting squash and the tournaments and falls within the definition of “State” as per Article 12 of the Constitution of India and as such is amendable to the Writ Jurisdiction. Respondent No. 2, which is the apex federation for Squash in the Country and dependant upon the Respondent No.1 for almost all the finances and is instrumental in the selection of Indian Squash team which is a National Sport for both Men and Women & Respondent No. 7 the State Association for Tamil Nadu are based in Chennai. 

9. Respondent No. 3 is the Government Observer appointed by Respondent No.4 for the game of Squash in order to see that the Government guidelines for the National Federations, which in this case is Respondent No.2, are followed and not violated.

10. The need of an apex body to coordinate various sports activities led to the creation of the Respondent No. 5, Sports Authority of India (in short SAI) in 1984 by the Government of India. Initially responsible for maintaining and utilizing the sports infrastructure created for the IXth Asian Games, SAI, over a period of time, expanded its operations to promote broadbase sports. The main objective of the Sports Authority of India is development of excellence for 1) International Competitions in association with National Federations - Long Term Development Programmes (LTDPs) and various activities therein, 2) Talent Scouting & Excellence Development (Sub - juniors & Juniors) - through SAI Training Centres, etc and 3) Adoption of budding sportsperson (for Senior levels) & Excellence Development at Regional Centres of SAI (Centres of Excellence) and Sports Academies/Joint Ventures (Sponsored, etc.) Further SAI also makes Provision of / Strengthening of Inputs for Excellence through 1) Coaching Scheme 2) Sports Infrastructure 3) Competitive Playing Facilities 4) Sports Science back-up 5) Competitive Exposure 6) Nutrition, and Board & Lodging, etc.
11. Respondent No. 2 is the National Federation, which purports to control and dominate the sport inasmuch as it monopolizes government patronage and money, monopolizes the selection of the players who represent India and in other ways uses its proximity to certain persons in government to manipulate the affairs of the squash in the country to the detriment of India. In continuation, it is important to note that the 2nd Respondent’s head- Mr. N. Ramachandran is also associated with several other sports bodies, having no credentials as a renowned sportsman, and has been Respondent in other cases against him in the Supreme Court and other Courts. N Ramachandran’s portfolio is as under – 

· General Secretary of the S.R.F.I

· President of the Tamil Nadu Squash Racket Association

· Associate Vice President of the Indian Olympic Association 

· Vice President of the Tamil Nadu Olympic Association. 

· Vice President of the Indian Triathlon Federation.

· President of the Asian Squash Federation

· Vice-President of World Squash Federation

· President of Tamil Nadu Cycling Association.

· Wife is the Secretary of Tamil Nadu Triathlon Federation.

· His Brother N. Srinivasan, President of Tamil Nadu Cricket Association,

· N Srinivasan, Treasurer of the B.C.C.I

· N Srinivasan, President of Tamil Nadu Golf federation,

· N Srinivasan, President of All India Chess Federation,

· Sister-in-law Jayanti Srinivasan President of Bridge Association of Tamil Nadu.

Between N Ramachandran, his brother and his immediate family members they are in charge of nine sports disciplines.

12. Union of India has issued guidelines in 10 July 1997 called “The Guidelines for Recognition for National Sports Federation”. To obtain National recognition an association should have affiliated units of at least two thirds of the total number of states. Further the rules and regulations are binding and mandatory for Respondent No.2 to comply with. The objective of the guidelines were set in for three fold purpose, firstly to define the areas of responsibility of the various agencies involved in the promotion and development of sports, secondly, to identify National Sports Federations eligible for coverage under these guidelines, to set priorities, and to detail the procedures to be followed by the Federation, to avail of Government sponsorship and assistance, thirdly, to state the conditions for eligibility which the Government will insist upon while releasing grants to Sports Federations. There is a blatant violation of the guidelines and Respondent No.2 works contrary to the objective of the guidelines dated 10 July 1997. Respondent No.2 conducts major tournaments like the Interstate, Nationals, etc for all age categories for Men and women. Hereto annexed and marked as Annexure P- 1 is the true copy of the Guidelines for Recognition for National Sports Federation dated 10 July 1997.

13. The guidelines prescribe a “Procedures for Suspension/Withdrawal of Recognition”. A federation may be suspended in the case of “serious irregularities in the functioning”.  Recognition may be withdrawn if: - 

“3.5 … However, no such office-bearers shall hold office consecutively for more than two terms or eight years.”
“3.6 No office bearer of a National Federation shall hold office simultaneously, in any other National Federation, excepting the Indian Olympic Association.”
“If in the judgment of the Government of India, the federation is not functioning in the best interest of development of sports” 

The Guidelines mention very clear-cut and non-subjective points under Procedure for Suspension/Withdrawal of recognition, it is stated (II.II) that recognition may be withdrawn in case of “violation of terms and conditions of recognition or of Government Guidelines or of provision of their own Constitution”. In the instant case Respondent No.2 has violated each of these provisions and even continues to do so till date. Respondent No.2 gets financial grant from Respondent No.4 on a yearly basis for the development and promotion of squash in the Country. Petitioner submits that the funds allocated to Respondent No.2 are not utilized for the development and promotion of Squash in all the State Associations apart from Respondent No.7. The true copy of the financial assistance/release of grant to National Sports Federations for the past three years are marked and attached as Annexure P-2.
14. Both Respondents No. 2 & 7 are conferred with State largesse and the same has been done so with the guarantee that they abide by the guidelines of Respondent No1. In the event of violation of these guidelines by Respondent No.2, the Union of India is bound to comply and act under the rules and regulations framed by it. Further it is submitted that when public money is spent on any development projects be it sport, infrastructure, education, health, food, etc the donee is duty bound to be transparent in its functioning and accountable for the utilization of public money. Respondent No. 2 & 7 are recipients of the said money and there are gross financial irregularities and no accountability too, which are ex-facie apparent. For the past few years there has not been any submission of audit reports and the guideline is clear that when grant is more than 1 crore the audit has to be placed before the CAG, which has not happened. 

15. The main displeasure of almost majority of players, coaches is that R-2 is not functioning and acting for the sole purpose of the development of Squash especially for the protection of the interest of players, promotion of the Game, maintenance and audit of accounts, etc. The practice of Sport is a human right. The factor for grant of recognition of Respondent No.2 the National Federation was the role and contribution of the organisation in promoting and developing Sports in India, its internal financial and management practices and standards, its electoral practices, its protection and promotion of players interests and welfare. Respondent No.2 has violated the above terms for which it was given recognition. It pertinent to point out that Respondent No. 4 also reserves the right to suspend or withdraw the recognition of Respondent No.2, in the event of irregularities in their internal functioning. 
16. The main irregularities in the functioning of Respondent No. 2 which, in the submission of the petitioner, causes great and irreversible damage to the sport of squash in India are as under: 

a) Ranking of players not done as a result the best talent does not represent the State and the Country and collateral interest prevails. 

Ranking forms the important criteria which determines the player’s draws for the particular tournament which in turn helps him/her for winning the tournament and getting selected for the concerned teams. The ranking, selection and draws are important aspects in a tournament and a player can be deliberately victimized by tampering any of the same, hence affecting his/her overall performance and confidence. It is mandatory for Respondent No.2 to inform Govt. Observer about Selection Committee Meetings, important national and international competitions. Further the Govt. Observer for each discipline, will also be associated with all the activities of the National Federation as per the guidelines. It is submitted that in none of the selection committee meetings the Government Observor is informed, so as to make sure that he is not available and thereby detects any irregularities or faults in the tournaments and/or selections. In the event when players, their coaches or their parents have any grievance with regard to the tournaments or with the selection to the National team or International tournaments the same cannot be addressed and even protested they are further victimised. 
	High ranking players replaced by low ranking players
	Reason by R 2
	Reply

	Joshna Chinappa (top ranking player) replaced by Vaidehi Reddy (no.2) in Asian Squash Federation Invitational Grand Final at Chennai in 2000.
	None
	

	Joshna Chinappa (top ranking player) replaced by Vaidehi Reddy (no.2) and Supriya Balsekar- a Britisher and having never beaten Joshna in Asian Womens Championship at Hong Kong in 2000
	Joshna had not participated in National Championships.
	Excuse used selectively.

	Dipika Pallikal, India No.2 winner of under 15, Asian Junior, Dutch open, Pioneer open and German open and represented India in the Senior Asian Championship 2006. National Senior runner up 2006. Not selected for Asian Games in Doha.
	Not a medal prospect. 
	Represented India in the Asian Seniors in Taiwan 2006. 

	Dipali Anvekar replaced by Rhea Bhandare (who lost to Dipali) for Asian Championship at Kuala Lumpur in 1998
	SRAM gave too short a preparation time for Visa formalities. 
	SRAM said R-2’s intimation to it came late.

	Manek Mathur replaced by Naresh Kumar and Vikram Malhotra, who have never beaten Manek for World Championship at New Zealand in July 2006
	Manek has not attended coaching camps 

	Was being trained abroad and was willing to come for selection.

	Karm Kumar and Saatvik Joshi seeded lower than Varun Prakash despite having always beaten him. This was in Delhi Closed July 2006.
	None
	

	Saatwik Joshi, Ashaye Jain, Kabir Kar replaced by Anuj Bahl by being seeded above them in Delhi Closed July 2006. He was seeded 2nd in Under-15 event, but not in his own age group Under-13.
	None
	

	Rahul D’cunha seeded above Karm Kumar wrongly, in order to make Karm play the Top Seed in Semifinal- Junior National 2005.
	R2 blamed faulty seeding on the software they use- ‘Horizon’.
	A.I.Singh confirmed with ‘Horizon’ that software can be overridden manually to ensure fairness. Press report annexed

	Naresh Kumar seeded above Manek Mathur in Junior National 2004, so that Manek meets Top Seed in Semifinal instead of Final.
	Same as above
	Same as above

	Harinder Sandhu seeded wrongly as compared to Gaurav Nandrajog in Senior Nationals 2005 to favour him unjustly.
	No reasons given
	

	When Harinder was training under A.I.Singh and not in SRFI favour, he was made to play Top seed Jai Bhagat in two consecutive tournaments 1st round despite deserving a seeding. Event - Indian Junior Open and Junior Nationals 2000.
	No reasons given
	

	Chelmsford Open, 2005, Delhi- Abhinav Sinha, winner of DDA Open not seeded. Abhay Sood, Chandigarh No-1 also not seeded. Instead, an unknown player from DSA- Deepak Misra (U-13) was seeded above them as well as other top players like Rishi Jalan, Maninder Sandhu and Varun Prakash. Under-17 National level players Prateek Baweja and Sahej Gulati not seeded, but U-15 players from DSA Ravi Dixit seeded. Prateek reached the Semi-final anyway, proving the seedings incorrect.
	Deepak Misra was ‘more promising player’.

Ravi Dixit belongs to affiliated Association (DSA).
	Brig Manchanda, GOI Observer, saw the discrepancies and unfairness.  Has prepared a report.

	Harshit Jain and Varun Prakash, top players of Delhi, made to play in 1st round of Northern India Open 2005 in Under-17 and Under-19. Saatvik Joshi unseeded in U-15, despite being Runner-up in U13 the previous year.
	Players not registered with DSA so seeding not given.
	Registration irrelevant if ranking clear.


b) Associations that do not agree with the method of the functioning of Respondent No. 2 are disaffiliated and paper association set up in order to continue with recognition.  

The following chart gives the associations that have been disaffiliated together with the reason given by Respondent No. 2 and the reply of the Petitioners. 

	Associations disaffiliated
	Reason by R 2
	Reply

	Squash Racket Association of Maharashtra


	Without notice of non payment of dues of Rs. 2500/- 

Ultimately granted only Associate Membership, which has no voting rights.

 
	Repeated requests for re-affiliation ignored.

	Himachal Pradesh State Squash Rackets Association, Shimla.
	Without notice of non-payment of dues


	 Repeated requests for affiliation ignored.

A puppet association with no activity set up and affiliated.

	Haryana Squash Rackets Association, Hissar


	Without notice non – payment of dues
	A puppet association with no activity set up and affiliated.

	Squash Rackets Association of Delhi (SRAD)
	Without notice of non-payment of dues of nominal amount.


	Repeated requests for affiliation ignored. 

	Punjab, Rajasthan and Chandigarh Associations, which were organizing events till 1996.
	None.
	


c.
Paper Associations set up to support R-2

1. Himachal Pradesh Squash Rackets Association, Hamirpur

2. Gujarat Squash Racket Federation, Jamnagar.

3. Pondicherry Squash Rackets Association

4. Uttaranchal Squash Rackets Association, Haridwar

5. Orrisa Squash Rackets Association, Berhampur.

6. Bihar Squash Rackets Association, Arrah

7. Chattisgarh Squash Association, Raipur

8. Jharkhand Squash Association, Tumka.

9. Andaman and Nicobar Squash Association

10. Karnataka Squash Rackets Association,

11. Kerala Squash Rackets Association, Cochin
12. Haryana Squash Rackets Association, Karnal

13. Chandigarh Squash Rackets Association, Sector-44, Chandigarh

14. U.P. Squash Rackets Association, Kanpur.

15. Goa Squash Rackets Association Post Betim Bardez
16. Madhya Pradesh Squash Rackets Association, Gwalior

These organizations are paper organizations and some even unregistered. There are no known players there, no open tournaments are held and in some places there are no squash courts. These Associations are being formed in order to help the Secretary General and his followers to be elected into the Federation for any number of times as office bearers so as to have a monopoly and absolute authority in the control and functioning of the Squash in the country and more importantly to meet the eligibility conditions for recognition of National Sports Federations. The guideline clearly states that the State level associations, which are affiliated, to the National Federation should in turn have a minimum number of affiliated district-level associations i.e. 50% of the districts in the State. Most of the State Associations do not satisfy the above criteria. At one point of time the Secretary General even proposed and tried to create a post of lifelong Secretary General. Under Article 9 of the R-2’s memorandum it has the right to disaffiliate the member Association who do not promote squash in their region. The arbitrary and malafide functioning of R-2 goes to the extent where every member is deemed to continue its membership of the SRFI on the specific condition that it voluntarily surrenders its rights of seeking redress in any court of law. The petitioner submits that the very clause is illegal and void and this very rule itself makes Respondent No.1 & 4 to derecognise R-2 as the National Federation for Squash of the Union of India. Likewise Delhi Squash Association, Respondent No.6 is active in the State but promotes the interests of Tamil Nadu and Dhampur Sugar Mill players over Delhi players, by surrendering to wrong seeding and draw in tournaments organized by Respondent No.2 and there are several instances where the domicile top seeded players of Delhi are excluded by Respondent No.6. 
d)
Banning of players of repute.

	Player banned
	Reason by R-2
	Reply

	Joshna Chinappa prevented from entering the World Junior women’s Championship July 1998
	Not attending Camps conducted by R-2. 


	No requirement.  Pure harassment.

	Joshna Chinappa


	Not attending Camps conducted by R-2
	No requirement.  Pure harassment.

	Cyrus Vakil
	Allegedly abusing referee- also an R-2 committee member
	Referee subsequently banned.

	Bikram Oberoi
	As above 
	As above


e) Restricting of coaches of repute and imposing an absolute embargo on these coaches working anywhere in India. 

	Coaches restricted
	Reason by R 2
	Reply

	A.I Singh

Highest level coach
	Working against interest of Squash.
	Tried to form an association.

	Puneet Singh

Level –1 Coach
	Takes players for non R-2 tournaments
	Perfectly legitimate and good for players.

	Dushyant Singh

Level –2 Coach
	Takes coaching camps without R-2 sanction and taking players for non R-2 tournaments
	Perfectly legitimate and good for players.

	Satender Bajwa


	R-2 denied that he was a coach.
	False denial.

Now a coach at Harvard

	Rahul Kumar
	Not an R-2 authorised activity
	Irrelevant

	Chris Clark- Hong Kong based renowned coach stopped from conducting coaching camp in Mumbai in 2000
	Private visits are to be cleared by R-2. 
	No such requirement in the regulations clarified by the Government.


f)
Hindering players participation in tournaments

	Players stopped
	Reason by R 2
	Reply

	Joshna Chinappa prevented from entering the World Junior Women’s Championship July 1998 
	Banned by R-2 because she played both in under 13 and Under 15.
	Permissible as per Rules of the tournament.

	Joshna Chinappa prevented from entering the British Junior Open Squash Championship December 1999.
	
	

	Joshna Chinappa prevented from approaching the Squash Racket of Malaysia directly for entry to 6th Malaysian Junior Open at Kuala Lumpur 
	Entries can only be channelised through R-2
	Incorrect.  In an open tournament any one can apply.  The tournament rules permitted this.

	Akhil Bahl (National Champion); Parth Doshi, Gaurav Juneja, Rohan Bhappu, Abhijit Kukraja, Joshna Chinappa, Sohini Kumari- not sent for Asian Senior Championships at Hong Kong in 2000, or for World Senior Boys Championship at Italy in 2000.
	These players had not played the National Championships. 
	Excuse used selectively only for non R-2 players.  

Players training  abroad and playing tournaments and winning unreasonably expected to return to India at their own expense for a training camp, prior to another tournament.

Basically used to harass and exclude high performing players who do not have the same views as R-2.

	Joshna Chinappa not allowed to play Asian Squash Federation Invitational Grand Final even in her home town Chennai in 2000.
	None.
	

	Joshna Chinappa excluded from World Junior Championship at Belgium in 1999
	In Milo Open, Malaysia, she had participated in Under-15 and Under-13 (while being 12 years old) without R-2’s approval.
	Approval not necessary according to the tournament rules.

	Joshna frustrated in attempts to play at the Malaysian Under 15, Singapore Under 17 and the Australian Open by delaying clearances.  Forms not given on time.  Sanction not given on time.  Letters not replied to.
	
	

	Joshna excluded from Asian Womens Championship 2006 at Taiwan despite being National Champion
	Wanted to send Junior team for experience gathering.
	Joshna is 19 years and India’s no.1.  The team came 6th out of 8, the worst showing ever.

	Sandeep Jangra, National Junior Champion, not selected for Asian Junior Championships in 2006 in Taiwan
	Nil
	

	Players from Yadavindra Public School, Chandigarh and others in Mumbai threatened with disciplinary action for playing abroad.


	Cannot play abroad without permission from R-2
	No such requirement as per tournament rules.

Attempt to stifle good players playing abroad.

	Inter-state championship for under 13 and under 17 ignored by R-2
	No explanation
	

	Prateek Chalia not allowed to train abroad
	Sanction not given to him by R-2
	Sanction by R-2 not necessary as he is being trained abroad on his own expenses.

	Harshit Jain, Ashay Jain, Raghav Malik entries not sanctioned by R-2 to participate in Milo Open Malaysia, 2005.
	They must first become members of DSA, which is affiliated to R-2.
	Delhi High Court ordered R2/SRFI to ‘sanction’ entries ‘today itself’. R2 deliberately delayed sending the sanction and the players could not go.

	Aditya Jagtap (National Runner-up U-13) and Vikram Malhotra (National Champion U-15 and Runner-up U-17, team member U-19 for World Junior Open 2006) not allowed to participate in Asian Championship, Singapore June-2006.
	Only 4 player per age group to be sent. Vikram Malhotra’s game too ‘flamboyant’.
	Other countries had as many as 10 players. They were willing and more than capable of bearing own expense. 

	Joshna Chinappa banned from playing Leela Switcher Open
	R-2 announced selection programme at a time when the Leela Switcher Open tournament was going on.  
	Deliberately done to sabotage the Squash Racket Association of Maharashtra who had organized the tournament.

	Chennai (R-2’s) players, including National Champion Saurav Ghosal, told categorically not to participate in Herald Maritime Open- an International event with UD$25000 prize money, free accommodation etc.
	Event not recognized by R2
	Several threatened players like Sandeep Jangra defied R2 and played anyway despite being extremely poor. He won the Under-19 event.

	Akshat Gupta, Delhi no.1 under 19 (2004) National Champion, not allowed to play at the National as a Delhi player while taking players from outside Delhi who were not present for the trials 
	No reply
	Case before the Delhi High Court

	Chelmsford Delhi Open 2005 from 10-15 June 2005. Tampered seeding and draws affecting the 7-10 players who participated. 
	Tournament Director from Delhi Squash Association informed the Government observer that the rankings were given to her by R-2
	Brigadier Manchanda, the government observer was present and has prepared a report.

	Rahul Kumar, Coach & father of player Karm Kumar, prevented from entering the courts where his son was playing in the Junior Nationals at Chennai 2005. 
	 Quoted the injunction against SRFD. 

Further the DSA issued a notice stating that only DSA members are allowed for selection and to be eligible for Junior National, Chennai 2005 and interstate team one had to be a member of DSA.
	Protest with the Chief Minister and top Tamil Nadu officials and threatened legal action, then allowed entry.

	Karm Kumar seeded 3/4 was not called for trials for the under 15 Asian Juniors 2006. 
	No answer
	After a protest to the Secretary, Sports he was called and selected in the trials.

	Joshna Chinappa discriminated against in respect of a training camp for the South Asian Games, Sri Lanka and Asian Games at Qatar.
	Must attend training camp in Delhi even though based at Chennai and playing WISPA tournament during this period. 
	All other players called to Chennai but Joshna from Chennai was told to go to Delhi. 

Indian Olympic Association selects Joshna Chinappa ignoring SRFI directive.

	Manek Mathur, a top player frustrated by dilatory tactics of R-2 for entry in Milo Open so as to prevent him from participation.  
	No explanation
	Participated in the Milo after lot of deliberations and at the last moment. This notwithstanding last year’s order from DHC to give sanction


g. Discouragement of all events and competitions organized by any other associations.

	Events Sabotaged
	Reason by R 2
	Reply

	Herald Maritime Open 2005 organized by P-14. 
	R-2 insisted that entries should be routed and approved by it.
	No such requirement in the regulation.

	Chris Clark- Hong Kong based renowned coach stopped from conducting coaching camp in Mumbai in 2000
	Private visits are to be cleared by R-2. 
	No such requirement in the regulations 



	Injunction against Petitioner No.1 & 2 to conduct any Tournaments or promote and encourage the game.
	Creates some confusion in ‘publics’ mind’
	Players already confused and distressed, necessitating other Associations to demonstrate how things should be done.

	Phone call from Chennai to stop Dushyant Singh of Mayo College to stop conducting Squash Camp in K V School Delhi in 2005
	Camp not ‘sanctioned’ by SRFI
	Dushyant conducted the camp anyway

	Same as above against Puneet Singh coach from Chandigarh in KV in 2005
	Same as above
	Same as above


h. Shri N Ramachandran is the Executive Director of India Cement Ltd. He, in the capacity of the General Secretary, R-2, took Central government funds and State government land to float a Squash Institution called ICL (India Cement Ltd) Academy thus using public funds and land to promote his own company. 

i. Selection trials not held anywhere in India except at the India Cement Ltd Academy at Chennai, but exceptions are done to solely to harass individual players, like in the case of Joshna Chinappa, domicile of Chennai, whose selection trials was alone done at Delhi while the selection trials of other players from other parts of the country were held at Chennai. 

ii. Coaching camps by National and Consultant coaches not organized outside ICL Academy Chennai. 

iii. Senior and Junior Nationals, and International events held predominantly in ICL Academy Chennai as indicated hereunder. If at all it is held in other cities it is only when a paper organisation from a State affiliates with Respondent No.2.

iv. National and Consultant coaches, paid for by GOI, reduced to pawns regarding the selection process which is governed by signing the Players Commitment Contract, a dubious document which ensures loyalty to India Cements Ltd and to Tamil Nadu Squash Association and ensures that a trainee will be entitled to extra ordinary benefits for selections, tournament draws and all the prerequisites to represent the country.

v. Cyrus Poncha, the National Coach of India is a Consultant for India Cements Ltd also, which is clearly a conflict of interest since his work entails training and coaching players for the India and he is under a contract with the government dedicating himself for the coaching and improving the game of Squash in the country. 
The following demonstrates how National Championships are 
being held in Chennai since Mr. Ramachandran took over in 1999.

	Event
	Location

	Sub Junior/Junior Nationals Prior to 1997 when after which Shri N Ramachandran took over 
	Held usually outside Chennai

	Sub Junior/Junior Nationals 1998
	Delhi

	Sub Junior/Junior Nationals 1999
	Indore

	Sub Junior/Junior Nationals 2000
	Chennai

	Sub Junior/Junior Nationals 2001
	Chennai

	Sub Junior/Junior Nationals 2002
	Chennai

	Sub Junior/Junior Nationals 2003
	Chennai

	Sub Junior/Junior Nationals 2004
	Ajmer

	Sub Junior/Junior Nationals 2005
	Chennai

	Senior National Championships prior to 1997 when N Ramachandran took over
	Held usually outside Chennai

	Senior National Championships 1997
	Chennai

	Senior National Championships 1998
	Chennai

	Senior National Championships 1999
	Calcutta

	Senior National Championships 2000
	Chennai

	Senior National Championships 2001
	Chennai

	Senior National Championships 2002
	Mumbai

	Senior National Championships 2003
	Chennai

	Senior National Championships 2004
	Chennai

	Senior National Championships 2005 
	Mumbai

	International Championships
	

	Professional Squash Association (World level) events prior to 1997
	Mumbai

	PSA events subsequently every year
	Chennai


vi. The entry forms and promotional material specifically promote Shri Ramachandran’s Company. Hereto marked and annexed is the copy of one such entry form Annexure P-3. 

I. Important International Team Tournaments missed by India on account of R-2
	Important International Team Tournaments missed by India
	Reason by R-2
	Reply 

	Commonwealth Games 2006, Melbourne.
	Did not want to waste Government money.
	Did not want to send Joshna Chinappa even though she was India No.1 and runner up in World Junior, because she had criticized functioning of R-2. 

Even the Men’s team which was capable of winning a medal not send 

	Commonwealth Games 2002, Manchester.
	 
	

	Commonwealth Games 1998, Kuala Lumpur.
	
	

	Asian Games 1998, Bangkok.
	
	

	All Women’s and Men’s World Team Championships till date
	
	


J. The above refer to team events. Many more individual events where promising individuals could have participated and done well but was sabotaged by R-2 refusing to send players even though the entire cost was being borne by the players themselves. The advent of rules purposely for harassing players for prior permission to enter even Open Squash International events discouraged many players to opt out of even applying for the events.

	Important International Individual Tournaments missed by Indians
	Reason by R-2

	13th Asian Senior Squash Championship 2006 Tapei. Sandeep Jhangra not sent despite being the reigning National Junior Champion. Joshna Chinappa was also ruled out. Players had to bear their own expenses. 
	For protesting against R-2 to the Government. 

	Commonwealth Games 2006 Melbourne, Australia. India did not represent at all despite Ritwick being India’s highest ever ranked player and Joshna being the current World No.2 Junior. Also Ritwick and Saurav World runner up in doubles.
	

	Asian Championship - Joshna, Deepali, Mekla not sent even though they were the three top seeds. This was a Womens Championship and R-2 sent an under –15 girls team which resulted in the lowest ranking by an Indian team. 


	


K. Transparent system of Ranking based on performance abandoned by R-2 after coming to power and replaced by an arbitrary system of personal choice 

1. 
The basis of any tournament is the transparent rankings and draws. These are decided by the comparative performance records of players and their present form through a grading system based on yearly results of major tournaments. (Sri Lankan System enclosed as annexure). R-2 has devised a radically new formula for selection, based on an ICL backed Players Commitment Contract, playing Inter State for Tamil Nadu and the multi interpretable clauses like discipline, commitment to training, future potential, evaluation, assessment and selection/camp performance. The most important world wide selection norm of play off and round robin between the top players has been given least priority or ignored so as to give leverage to favoritism. This gives credence to the letter dated 21st July 2004 by former top national player and CCI squash in charge Ananth Naik protesting on behalf of the top players of Maharashtra 

“that our juniors have for a very long time felt that it is completely counter productive going to Chennai for these camps- Why? Because the SRFI has already made up their mind on what the teams/who is and who is not going.” We don’t even know whether they will have a playoff.”
2. 
In Sri Lanka, the total squash playing population is less than Delhi or Mumbai and yet Sri Lanka ranks its players whereas India with far greater potential and need for a professional system of ranking refuses to rank its players. The true copy of the format for ranking players in Sri Lanka according to the tournaments dated nil is marked and attached as Annexure P - 4.

L. RESTRICTION OF ENTRY OF PLAYERS INTO THE STATE FUNDED ICL ACADEMY.
· Joshna Chinappa India’s No.1 prevented entry into the Academy. 

· Rahul Kumar refused entry till he threatened repercussions and legal action.

M. Top Players of India required by R-2 to sign a contract forcing players to promote N. Ramachandran’s personal company into a monopolistic body for squash. 

i. Top Players who are trained abroad or in India with top coaches forced to abandon such trainings and be trained in ICL (India Cements Ltd) Academy or have to face the consequence of losing their place in the National Squad.

ii. Top players representing the country had to wear the India Cement Ltd T-shirts.

iii. Top player had to agree that they would not train abroad even in the world best institutes or play in any tournament in India or abroad without the permission of R-2 even though the International tournaments did not require any such permissions. For this very reason players under contract with Respondent No.2 and others in the ICL Academy are not allowed to participate in tournaments conducted by associations like ISP, DSA (before affiliation) SRFD and SRAM.

iv. They also had to agree to disciplinary actions including bans if they did not abide by this unfair clauses.

v. Even personal sponsors for players had to cleared by R-2, which is beyond the realm of its affairs. 

vi. No comment could be made to the press even by the parents or the coaches or officials.

vii. Any person not agreeing with any one of the above requirements was liable and would be refused a chance to represent India in National/International tournaments. Commitment Form says that players not signing it will be deemed to be not interested in representing India. 

viii. Top players and affiliated member state players told not to play in non SRFI tournaments like ones organized by R-8 and even some by P-3. The day R-6 was affiliated the players of its Presidents company Dhampur Sugar Mills stopped playing in Khar Gymkhana and Herald Maritime Tournaments under threats from R-2, since both the tournaments were organized by R-8. 

ix. For the World Junior Squash Championships selection in 2003 a Circular was issued. R-2 strongly recommended for a player o be selected to play one had to have played at least 2 International tournaments so as to qualify an entry in National Squad for the World Championships. Thus the underprivileged or even middle class players who had better rankings but could not afford to participate 2 International Tournaments prior to the selection for World Championships are excluded sine they cannot afford the International tournament expenditure which makes these clauses arbitrary and ripe picking grounds for the ICL backed Player Commitment contract which ensures a back door entry at the price of complete subjugation and abandoning your loyalties with their respective State Associations.

N. No action taken by Government despite numerous complaints

	Complaints and other protests made

	Udai Singh, India No.2, complains that the players names were not forwarded for tournaments abroad and at home including Nationals, by letter dated 6th August 1997. 

	Subash Wali, P-3, protests with regard to the unhappiness of many players in Maharashtra. Letter dated 10/10/1997

	Letter dated 6th October 1998 to the Ministry of Human Resources from Mahendra Aggrawal, Director of Indian Squash Professional expressing concern that R-2 was not taking interest in players and in sending teams for the Asian Games and the Commonwealth Games of August 1998.

	Letter dated 2 July 1999 to the Ministry of Sports from Mahendra Aggrawal, Director of Indian Squash Professional.

	Letter dated 28.8.1999 from Anjan Chinappa father of P-2 India No.1 to World Squash Federation. 

	16.2.2000 Protest letter to Prime Minister by Rahul Barot, Ameet Parikh, Aswin Singhvi, Ashok Seth and Hardeep Jhangra.

Protest letter to Sports Minister by Hardeep Jhangra & others.

	Padmashri Khalid Ansari’s letter dated 16 April 2001 to the then sports Minister Uma Bharati 

“constituent – members which refuse to be pawns of Mr. Ramachandran are being disaffiliated at his whim and fancy. 

Two examples are our Squash Racquets Association of Maharashtra (SRAM) and the Squash Rackets Association of Delhi (SRAD), both the which have been disaffiliated on the minor technicality that their annual membership dues to SRFI were sent late. 

The latest instance of the autocratic manner of functioning of Mr. N. Ramachandran was the issuance of a letter to three junior women players namely Joshna Chinappa Supriya Balsekar and Rachita Vora telling them not to participate in the Leela – Switcher squash tournament held in Mumbai last week upon pain of attracting disciplinary action by the SRFI and being banned from participating in the Women Junior Squash Championship 2001.” 

Padmashri Khalid Ansari’s letter dated 2 May 2001 to the then sports Minister Uma Bharati

“The association of Pondicherry is virtually non – existent and does not have even a single squash court, yet it is a member of the SRFI only for the purpose of helping the Secretary General, with its vote and to help him in maneuvering, manipulating and stage  managing the affairs of the national squash body.”



	Letter dated 19 June 2001 from Mahendra Aggrawal to SRFI 

“We are told you have found fault with their decision to send their wards on the trip without your prior approval and that you have threatened them with dire consequence in the event of their doing something similar in future.

As you are aware, the players in question participated in the coaching programme and tournaments in Malaysia and Singapore in their personal capacity and not as representatives either of our state or country. 

Moreover, they were invited by the Malaysian and Singapore Squash Association/ Federation, which are affiliated to the Asian Squash Federation of which you also happen to be the President.” 

	Letter dated 15.10.2001 from A.I Singh to the MYAS.

	Letter dated 24.7.2003 from Rahul Kumar to SRFI.

	Letter dated 1.9.2004 from SRAM to Mr. Sunil Dutt. 

	Letter dated 28.11.2004 from Rahul Kumar/AVM Sundaram SRFD to Joint Secretary MYAS.

	Article By A.I Singh about the tampering with the seedings and draws of players so as to favour certain players. 10.11.2004

	Letter dated 27.1.2005 from Sri. Mahendra Agarwal, Founder Director, ISP to Shri. J. Sundriyal, Under Secretary, Parliament of India, regarding Suggestions on improving level and state of affairs of Sports in India 

“The condition of Squash in India is in a bad shape as the national Body Squash Rackets Federation of India (SRFI) is being run as a private fiefdom by its Secretary General N. Ramachandran.  Mr. Ramachandran with his money power has formed bogus associations in more than 15 states where there are no squash courts (like Pondicherry) or where there are no squash activities (like Jharkhand, Bihar, UP, Gujarat, Goa, Kerala, Orissa etc.).  he is basically Director of India Cements Ltd. and has cement dealers all over India.  With the help of his own cement dealers in various states he has formed these bogus associations, which do not promote squash.  Besides, he violates GOI guidelines by holding office in two Federations – Squash and Triathlon, his tenure is well past the stipulated maximum of 8 years, he hold a position in IOA to wield more influence etc. running National Sports Federations in similar manner by most federations is the greatest problem sports in this country face.

The second problem faced by State associations is that Mr. Ramachandran disaffiliates any states, which he feels is a threat to his chair.  Take the case of Maharashtra, which has more than 60% squash players.  70% of national champion has more than 15 squash tournaments in the year………and more than 100 squash courts.”

“The third problem faced by squash players: No players can play any tournament outside their won state without sending their entries to national body.”

“Fourth problem is that no clubs in India can invite any foreign coaches to India without the permission of SRFI.  The guidelines of Central Government clearly states that if any club, institution wants to invite foreign coach on their own without the financial support from Sports Ministry they can do so.”

“The national body also discourages states other than Tamilnadu to hold national level tournament. “

“At macro level:  All bodies involved with running sports at the National level – Federations and SAI need to be disbanded and liquidated.

	Letter 18.2.2005 from Rahul Kumar to Under Secretary dated 18.2.2005. 

	Puneet Singh, coach letter to P-4 regarding threats made to him by Sharad Sharma

“This is to inform you that I had not get repeated phone calls from Mr. Sharad Sharma regarding not to get involved in the Northern India Junior Squash Ranking League Tournament which was recently held at Kendriya Vidhyalaya Sangathan, New Delhi conducted by S.R.F.D. from 4th February to 6th February 2005.”

On 4th February, Mr. Sharma called me again and warned if I get involved with your association i.e S.R.F.D. then S.R.F.I. might get annoyed with me and that could be a big problem for me to pursue my career as a Squash Coach in future.  He also told me that S.R.F.I. would recently not entertain my players in their tournaments seeking any kind of my involvement with your association.”

“He also advised me to just keep interaction with his association i.e. D.S.A. and to help him for the sake of may career.”

	Letter dated 21.2.2005 from Rahul Kumar, Secretary, SRFD, to Secretary, MYAS, states that: 

“The Delhi Squash Association which besides being an incompetent body has also gained the notoriety of threatening players, coaches and parents at the behest of the SRFI.”

“at the inter state championships at Chennai players were switching state loyalties at will and when the SRFI officials were questions they just shrugged and did not produce any domicile rules regarding this tournament proving that it is being held at the whims and fancies of the management.   Later after a thorough investigation all the state bodies contacted had no rules of domicile, which constitute the most important factor of this championship. Then again there was no SRFI observer to make a judgment. Thus the whole system was geared for manipulation as no rules or arbitrators were present.”

	A. I. Singh 15 October 2001

	Letter dated 7.2.2005 from Puneet Singh to Secretary SRFD.

	Letter Feb. 2005 from Vijay Goel DSA to all parents/principal/Sports Secretary that no person would be allowed to play a tournament unless he/she is registered member of DSA. 

	Letter from Secretary SRFD to Secretary SSCB about the induction of non residents in Delhi State team.

	SRAM 14 September 2004- most comprehensive complaint with substantial evidences and enclosures

	Letter dated 23.8.2005 to the Secretary, Sports about not informing the players from North India about the Qatar Junior Squash held in February 2005. 

	Letter dated 7.7.2005 from Mahendra Agrawal to Shri Prithviraj Chauhan Minister of State in PMO, regarding National federation and misuse of funds. 

	Letter dated 7.7.2005 from Mahendra Agrawal to Secretary Youth Affairs & Sports, regarding National federation and misuse of funds.

	Letter dated 20.9.2005 from SRFD to Sandeep Dixit M.P.

	Letter dated 3.10.2005 from Rahul Kumar to Secretary informing of the refusal of DSA to send players entries for SRFI tournaments including Nationals. 

	Email dated 6.10.2005 from Rahul Kumar to Govt. observer to SRFI informing of the entries of National Level and top Delhi squash players not being allowed to play the Senior and Inter State Nationals. Reply email dated 6.10.2005 from Govt Observer to Rahul Kumar. 

	Letter dated 6.7.2006. Complaint to the Secretary, Mr. S.K Sharma, Ministry of Sports and Youth Affairs about the irregularities in the functioning of SRFI. 

	Letter from Anjan Chinappa to the National Women Commission and Minister of Youth Affairs and Sports regarding the harassment of Joshna Chinappa India’s No.1

	Letter from Rahul Kumar to Brig Manchanda about the problems the players face with SRFI. 

	Complaint from Rahul Kumar dated 1.8.2006 to the Government observer regarding SRFI flaunting their own Inter State laws for their advantage.


O. No action taken by Government despite press reports.

	Article by Raju Chainani Times of India 25th October 1996 about the ranking system, selection process, etc.

	Article in MID DAY dated 31.7.1998 about the deliberate exclusion of Depali Anvekar who qualified for the Asian Championships in Kula Lumpur by giving inadequate time to prepare for the prerequisites, thereby sending the player whom she had beaten and a favourite of SRFI. 

	Newspaper Articles in Times of India/ Free Press and Indian Express 8/10/1998 about the participation of India for the Asian games.

	Newspaper report on Joshna Chinappa’s ban Nov 1998 in MIDDAY/Times of India/Indian Express

	Newspaper report on differential treatment of Joshna Chinappa for the World Junior Girls Championship – dated 22.7.99 in MIDDAY

	Article by Raju Chanani: 3.8.1999/4.8.1999

India poor performance at Antwerp 8th World Junior Girls Squash Championship

	Article about the Glass Squash Court in Indian Squash.com dated 1.9.1999

	Article by Raju Chanani: 7.10.1999 

Mess in seedings and entries.

	Article about the Glass Squash Court in Indian Squash.com dated 1.4.2000

	Article By Raju Chanani: 26.1.2000 MID DAY 

Red Card for Bhandare: Unilateral action of canceling certain categories of tournament and fudging with the seeding.

	Free Press Journal/Asian Age 11.5.2000 

SRAM kept in dark about the Otters All India Juniors open held in Bandra Mumbai. The categories of U-19 & U-15 have been scrapped leaving in lurch players like Joshna Chinappa & Deepali. The players of Maharashtra are called for selection trials bypassing the State Association for the Asian Senior Championships Hong Kong (July 5-12) and World Junior Boys Championship at Milan (July 16-29). 

Times of India same news and further reports SRFI has deliberately called for selection trials in order to clash with the Maharashtra juniors trip to Malaysia. 

	Mid Day – 4.6.2000/21.6.2000 – Behl and Juneja former National Champions left out of the Asian Senior Championships Hong Kong (July 5-12) and World Junior Boys Championship at Milan (July 16-29). Joshna Chinappa not allowed to play the Asian Squash Federation Invitation Grand Finals, Chennai Abhijit Kukreja left out of the Junior selections because coach Cyrus Pooncha did not like him. 

	Free Press Journal – 23.6.2000 Disaffiliation of SRAM a ploy by N Ramachandran to get elected unopposed. 

Problems with team selection, making of draw of tournaments, seedings, changing the years calendar, bypassing the State Associations. 

	Article by Raju Chanani: 2001 

The Chief minister of Maharashtra, Mr. Vilasrao Deshmukh, has written to the Union Minister for Sports Uma Bharati and the IOA President Mr. Suresh Kalmadi regarding the victimisation of the state’s junior squash players by the national body. 

The SRAM have highlighted the manner in which the Squash Racquets Federation of India have chosen to disaffiliate the state association and have time and again attempted to interfere, directly or indirectly, in the running of affairs in Maharashtra. The juniors have been targeted and there has been no uniformity in the rules followed by the SRFI. 

Recently, he wrote to the juniors who participated in the Malaysian and Singapore events, asking why they had entered directly and indicated they could face disciplinary action.

	May 4, 2001 TIMES SPORT 

SRFI may revoke ban on Joshna, other

	May 5, 2001 THE FREE PRESS JOURNAL

SRFI threatens legal action

	Banned Joshna set sights on Asian juniors tile – 4 May 2001 TOI 
Just when Mumbai was all set to see squash sensation Joshna Chinappa for the first time since she became at 14, the youngest national champion in any racquet sport, came the cruel blow – a one-tournament ban by the Squash Rackets Association of Maharashtra on her, Supriya Balsekar and Rachita Vora.

	Open Letter of protest to save squash by Naresh Kumar (gives a brief facts of problems with SRFI)

	Appointment of Maniam as consultant coach for India at Rs 15 lakh per year. (2002 Squash pro magazine)

	Article by Khalid Ansari about the authoritarian attitude of SRFI

4.8.2004 Mid Day Mumbai. 

	Article by Khalid Ansari about Herald Maritime Open- an International event with UD$25000 prize money, free accommodation etc and the pulling out of Chennai players, including National Champion Saurav Ghosal, at the instance of SRFI. 

	Article in The Hindu dated 4.3.2005 when Joshna was overlooked for the cash prize from the government Rs 4.5 lakh, when she also had the same laurels as that of the winners, due to SRFI’s lapse on not recommending her name. 

2.5.2005 Due to references and prejudices shown for sportsperson eligible for funding the Minister calls for direct entry.

Other proposals include ban on managers accompanying the team, teams are to be cleared only if government observers are part of ther selection process, audit of the federation to be done by the CAG if funding above 1 crore, etc.

	16.2.2005 Article in Hindustan Times to give Central Government more say in running sports body. 

	National Coach has
given the ranking despite the fact that Varun did not play the U-17 Junior Nationals

	9.3.2006 Hindustan Times Indian team not send for the CWG.


	Letter dated 4.5.2000 from Khalid Ansari to Secretary General Mr. N Ramachandran about the interference on the functioning and autonomy of P-3. (Divide and rule policy) 
	Reply dated 12.5.2000/6.6.2000 of Mr. Ramachandran 
	


P. Allegation of Corruption

	Corruption Charges

	Disbursement of funds by MYAS given to ICL/SRFI usurped.

	Funds utilized only for a handful of players. All-Glass court used only in Chennai. Terms of funding for All-Glass court and details of funding not provided even under RTI. RTI applications against SRFI by A. I. Singh to MYAS forwarded to SRFI- demonstrating clear collusion. A.I Singh charged with contempt of court.

Funds meant to be spent across India spent only in Chennai. 

	Promoting age fraud to give advantage to own favorite players. It prime player- M. Parthiban’s passport details were changed by R2. These could not have been made without using corrupt means with Passport Officer, Chennai. 

Age fudging of Paramjeet Singh Article (2002)

Letter dated 31 March 2005 from SRAM to Paramjeet Singh banning him due to age fudging. 

	Banning of Rahul Kumar Yadav, even when an age verification test was conducted at Shimla and the DOB was found right. Letter dated 14.9.2004. SRFI letter.

	Falsification of reports to MYAS on Maj. S. Maniam’s- Foreign Consultant Coach hired by R2 at GOI expense- utilization and performance. Maj. Maniam has moved out of Chennai only once in the initial 3-year contract period, and yet got his contract renewed. When asked under RTI, MYAS provided vague and inaccurate information on the issue. MYAS also forwarded the RTI applications to R-2, demonstrating clear collusion between them. Complaint to Govt. Observer revealed that even he could not get hold of Maniam’s contract to review the matter. Claims made for Maj. Maniam about coaching Nicol David and Ong Beng Hee (World ranked top players) while in Malaysia are false. 

	Illegal amendments have been made in R2 Constitution. These cannot possibly have been taken on record by Registrar of Societies, Chennai without using corrupt means.

	Dronacharya Award in 2005 given to R-2’s National Coach Cyrus Poncha despite him being banned by his own State Association (SRAM) and widespread protests. His application for the award was later tampered with to delete Joshna Chinappa’s achievements claimed as his own, when Joshna issued a letter to the President of India stating Poncha had nothing to do with her achievements. Cyrus had represented Tamil Nadu in All India Inter State Championships of 2001 held in January 2002 and 2003 despite being National coach- a clear demonstration of the fact that SRFI is only interested in Chennai Squash. His National Coach Status and Dronacharya award are SRFI’s reward to his loyalty. This is a grave compromise of national interest. The selection had very little to do with his merit and more with his close relationship with R-2. 

	Bhuvaneshwari Kumari – surprisingly this ex National champion for record number of 13 years, and Arjuna Award winner was also compromised. She was made observer for about 10 years while being on the committee of the SRFI- no wonder no report or complaint was ever seen against them in this period! The only report quoted by R2 made by the ex G.O. was that she found the functioning of the Squash Rackets Association of Maharashtra unsatisfactory while ignoring the draconian bye laws and harassment of players being instigated by the SRFI/R2 itself. She is still in the SRFI executive committee and been rewarded as the Womens coach, and probably past her tenure of 8 years allowed by the government guidelines.

As tournament director of Chelmsford Delhi Open 2005 and Bajaj Almond Northern India 2006 she was the Delhi in charge for the ranking and draw committee. Both were probably the worst draws made with clear victimization of select players and for the latter tournament she refused to give the draw to the Government observer while admitting that the draw was faulty but could not rectify it. 

	Letter dated 29th June 2006 from the MYAS to Rahul Kumar that his complaints about the SRFI are baseless and without addressing any of the issues raised by the Petitioner or consulting the Government Observer clearly suggests the connivance and cover up by officials in complicity with the SRFI


Q. Threat to Players (mostly minors)/Coaches/Parents by SRFI and by Secretary General personally – i, ii ,iii, iv, v, vii, viii, iv, x, xi.
i. Letter dated 5.7.1999 from Secretary General to Anjan Chinappa about a newspaper report. Reply dated 9.7.1999 By Sunita Chinappa to Secretary General

ii. Letter dated 17.7.1999 from Secretary General to Khalid Ansari. (Supporting a person who is against the SFRI and SRAM)

iii. Letter dated 27.7.1999 from Secretary General to Anjan Chinappa (with regard to News articles mentioned in the letter) 

iv. Letter dated 12 June 2001 from Secretary General SRFI to Shiv Malhotra.

v. Letter dated 12 June 2001 from Secretary General SRFI to Mathur.  22 June 2001 reply from Mathur. 28 June 2001 from Secretary General

vi. Letter dated 19 June 2001 from Mahendra Agarwal, Hon. Secretary SRAM letter to Secretary General SRFI.

vii. Letter dated 9 July 2001 from Secretary General SRFI to SRAM about Raju Chainani article. Reply letter dated 21 July 2001 from Mahendra Agarwal, Hon. Secretary SRAM letter to Secretary General SRFI, 21 July 2001 reply 14.8.2001

viii. Letter dated 23 July 2004 from SRFI to Khalid Ansari on taking action against Mr Raj Arora for contacting the world Squash Federation directly with regard to team selection and individual participation.

ix. Letter dated 14.5.2005 from SRAM to SRFI about using the good offices to invite players from all over the world for the Herald Maritime Open and to further provide with the all glass court for the championship, for which the transportation and handling cost would be brone by SRAM. Reply dated 24.5.2005 by SRFI. Letter dated 17.6.2005 from SRFI to SRAM about inviting Pakistan players for the Herald Maritime Open- an International event with UD$25000 prize money, free accommodation etc. 

x. Letter dated 8.8.2005 from SRFI to SRAM with regard to contacting the Ministry of YAS directly and the consequence of legal action. Reply 22.8.2005 by SRAM

xi. Letter dated 31.8.2005 from SRFI to SRAM which states that a copy of the SRFI constitution is not to be provided to non affiliated State units.

xii. Letter dated 23.6.2005 from G R Lakshmanan to AI Singh and Rahul Kumar informing about the interim order. 

	Persons threatened
	Reason by R 2
	Reply 

	Caran Arora- Consistently U-11, U-13 Semifinalist in India and Maharashtra tournaments and Raj Arora - Caran’s Father, threatened for communicating with World Squash Federation with a simple query. R-2’s letter to SRAM (Raj’s State Association.) President dated July 23, 2004.
	Illegal to correspond directly with World Squash Federation/Government of India, SAI, IOA and other sports departments.

Threatens the under 11 ward with legal action for fathers query of a WSF U-19 Tournament for another person. 
	

	Harinder Sandhu, Jai Sekhon, Mahir Singh for sending entries directly to Milo Open, Malaysia and Singapore Open 2001. Harinder stood 7th in Milo, 4th in Singapore. Jai Stood 5th in Singapore. Their school Principal was sent a letter warning of disciplinary action against the players. Letter annexed in SRAM complaint.
	
	

	A.I. Singh, Coach of above named players, threatened by R2 twice. Letters annexed.
	
	

	Puneet Singh, Coach, Chandigarh threatened by Sharad Sharma, DSA’s cronie without any credentials in Squash and DSA being supported by R2, not to let his players participate in SRFD events.
	
	

	Aakriti Sehgal, top Delhi player’s Mother threatened to accept R2’s authority or her career would be ‘finished’.
	
	

	Manek Mathur, consistent Winner, Finalist in major National level championships, sent threatening letter for sending direct entry to Milo Open. Annexed.
	
	

	Vikas Jangra, Ex-Junior National Champion, threated and coerced into playing for TN instead of Maharashtra by threat that his cousin Sandeep Jangra (also National Champion) age would be shown incorrect and his career finished.
	
	


R. Arbitrary Actions/Resolutions

· 2.8.1999 Circular. Entries for International Tournaments 

· 20.10.1999 resolution. Ban on Joshna Chinappa

· Letter dated 8 February 2000 – TN SRA would be the point for routing all entries for Indian and International tournaments. The same procedure not followed with other State Associations. 

· 5.9.2001 - Players from States can represent another State and can send entries directly.

· 3.2.2004 Letter from SRFI to all Affiliated State Association for an Extra ordinary General body meeting to elect a life – President of SRFI. 

· Letter dated 12 July 2004 where regional development officers are to make a full report of players who want to play abroad and request should come through the association.

· Cyril Kuhn, being trained at ICL Academy for 3 years after moving there at SRFI’s behest, not being allowed to play Junior Nationals because he is a German National. This is despite the fact that he was born, resided in and was educated in India, and has already represented India in Squash at Qatar. This regulation that one can play the Nationals until the age of 16 only, despite being of Indian origin and being a resident of India is arbitrary, illegal and is not followed in any of the other games like Golf, Tennis etc and should be removed. Surprisingly he was even removed from the Senior and Junior Inter State Teams in 2006 though nowhere in the regulations it states that he is not eligible to play Inter State. Since he cannot play the Nationals and represent the R-2, they have started sidelining him which is also evident from the bad ranking he was given in the Rajasthan Open 2006(seeded below Sammy Johnson) and Little Masters 2006 (seeded below Lakshman Joshi) but this was rectified by the Government Observer, R-3. He beat both the opponents who had deliberately been seeded above him in the same tournaments. On the other hand, Supriya Balsekar, Adrian Ezra (India’s youngest ever National Champion), Akansha Hazari (Under-15 National Champion), Rahul Kumar (Petitioner) were all allowed to play National Championship despite having foreign passport. 

· Circular issued by SRFI that all SRFI sanctioned tournament’s entries will be accepted only through the State Associations. 

· Undated Circular by DSA issued around end Sept 2005 that non members of Delhi Squash Association cannot play in any SRFI / DSA tournaments or represent Delhi in the Nationals or Inter State.

· Common office bearers in SRFI/Asian Squash Federation/Tamil Nadu SSRA/ ICL Academy/World Squash Federation to apply total control and decentralization.

S.        Relevant Court Orders

	Court orders 

	K Govindarajan J, High Court of Chennai in W.M.P No. 25574 of 1999 in W.P (C) No. 17565 of 1999 by order dated 1.11.1999 stayed the ban imposed on Joshna Chinappa by R-2 thereby allowing her to play. Hereto marked and attached is the true copy of the order dated 1.11.1999 of High Court of Chennai in W.M.P No. 25574 of 1999 in W.P (C) No. 17565 of 1999 marked and attached as Annexure P-5.

	Justice Gita Mittal order dated 25.5.2005 in W.P (C) No. 8978-81 of 2005 directing the SRFI to endorse the names of players from Delhi for All Star junior open in Malaysia. Hereto marked and attached is the true copy of the order dated 25.5.2005 of High Court of Delhi in W.P (C) No. 8978-81 of 2005 marked and attached as Annexure P-6.

	Justice Vikramjit Sen order dated 7.10.2005 High Court of Delhi in W.P (C) No. 19849-55 of 2005. Allowing the players to participate in the junior Nationals. Hereto marked and attached is the true copy of the order dated 7.10.2005 of High Court of Delhi in W.P (C) No. 19849-55 of 2005 marked and attached as Annexure P-7.


T. Abetting age fraud and even rewarding them to the detriment of deserving players. 

Surprisingly the maximum players caught age cheating are from the SRFI 
and even after being exposed they have usually been rewarded.

i. Paramjeet Singh – found guilty and banned for 6 months by Petitioner No.3 but rewarded by R-2 by being selected in the Junior National U-15 team for a tournament in Qatar and then later taken into the ICL Academy. 
ii. Sujat Barua – found guilty but was part of the ICL Academy and has been participating in most overseas tournaments with R-2 clearance. Actual age not disclosed and the Rajasthan U-15 winners trophy still not returned by him. 
iii. A Parthiban or M Parthiban  - clear case of age fudging under the guise of street child so no documents available. Despite numerous complaints no age test was officially declared though he was tested by SAI Bangalore and found him over 3 years overage! He has represented the country on numerous occasions replacing bona-fide and deserving players. 
iv. Gagendra Singh Rathod – Former National Coach of SRFI and junior development officer of R-1 in Madhya Pradesh. Won 2 major tournaments Chelmsford Delhi Open and Herald Maritime in 2005 in the over 35 years category but was only 33 years old. No action taken or publicized by R-2 but instead during the prize distribution ceremony of the Senior Nationals in Delhi 2006 he was awarded a special trophy for his contributions to squash.
U. INDIA CEMENT LTD/TAMIL NADU SQUASH RACKETS ASSOCIATION COMBINE CONTROL SRFI.
The following facts will prove beyond doubt that the SRFI exists in name only and its sole aim is to promote the ICL/TNSRA players at the expense of the rest of India. This justification on its own is enough to disband the SRFI which has failed in its basic duty to encourage the game in India. 

i. Commonality amongst committee members(see chart)  including ranking committee ensures that the ICL /TNSRA get the best seeding and draws.

ii. All rules and regulations made or altered to suit the TNSRA players. Details –

iii. The National Squash Academy built with government funds and land given by Sports Development Authority of Tamil Nadu has been taken over and named ICL/ TNSRA Squash Academy and serves the interests of its players only. If the India No 1 Joshna Chinappa is unwelcome and stopped training there, then the rights of a common player in this government complex are non existent and it has seized to be a National Training Center. After a verbal complaint to Mr MP Ganesh of SAI suddenly the ICL/TNSRA Center was mentioned as a National Squash Academy in the National Coaches Blog after 6 years. 

iv. This is the only center in India with Rainbow courts and an all sided glass back court, and since all selections, trials and most National Championships are conducted in these courts the advantage is obviously to the TN players. 

v. Unfortunately the National and Consultant coaches have also become subservient to this clique. Despite several complaints and letters to the Sports Ministry these two coaches have never held coaching camps outside Chennai and thus verifying the assumption that their loyalty lie only with ICL and TN. Surprisingly the National Coach has represented the Tamil Nadu team in the Men’s Inter State Nationals in 2001 and 2003 proving that he is a ICL/TNSRA coach and not a National one. During the Junior Nationals in 2004 and Senior Nationals 2005 he was openly coaching the T N players and thus clearly violating the norms of neutrality which is the basis of his job. He also has an advisor of India Cement, the private concern, which has undermined Indian squash, and as a government representative does he have the right to 2 jobs! Both these coaches have also been responsible for recruiting players for the Tamil Nadu team according to the verbal testimonies of the top players. We have the recent statement of the National Coach whose comment on his blog after the semi finals of the recently concluded Senior Nationals 2006 in Delhi was that all finalists will be from Tamil Nadu !!! (attached) Though his perception is faulty his loyalties are doubtless. Saurav  Ghoshal has shifted to UK for over an year and before he was induced to Chennai he trained and played for West Bengal, a fact never acknowledged by the National Coach and thus he has no right to link Saurav with Tamil Nadu. Secondly Gaurav Nanderjog the losing finalist is still a resident of Delhi and thus was not allowed to play for Tamil Nadu in the Inter State but was still considered from there Thirdly Joshna has stopped training in the ICL/TNSRA academy for over an year and even before that had other coaches. After the harassment and vindictive treatment meted out to her and not being recommended for the Arjuna Award by the Association, it’s a shame that the National Coach has the audacity to use her name to enhance his misplaced loyalty to Tamil Nadu and not the Indian Players. 

vi. An attempt by the Government Observer to obtain the contract of the Consultant Coach to prepare a quarterly report on his functions and outputs on the behest of SAI was stone balled by the Ministry citing privileged information. 

vii. The circulars sent by the TNSRA Secretary (also Joint Secretary SRFI and in the National Seeding Committee ) regarding selections for National Teams have been circumvented by him to favour the TNSRA players by altering the world wide selection norms and opting for vague and theoretical criteria like camp attendance, commitment to training, future potential and discipline etc to select teams and thereby  ensuring that even weaker TNSRA players get selected through this process. A recent example is that one of the TNSRA player Parth Sharma was not considered good enough to be selected into the U-19 team for the World Juniors but a few weeks
later made the Men’s team for the SAF games. When questioned by one of the potential members the National coach remarked that rotation was also a criteria for selection (especially if a TNSRA player has been denied representing the country). 

viii. TNSRA has received Rs 60 lakhs aid from the Central Government (document attached) This is what is  public knowledge and more may have been received but we are not aware of it . But the fact remains that none of the other State associations have received any financial aid and T.N which is anyway controlling SRFI is getting additional benefits at the expense of other regions. 

ix. A survey of Indian players playing abroad or having Asian and European rankings will show that the TNSRA has the maximum number and benefits. Are the Government funds to SRFI being diverted for the benefit of TNSRA – it seems so. An enquiry into SRFI funds management through the RTI act was met with a contempt of court order). 

x. The Inter State rules have also been amended to suit TN. When the TNSRA could not nurture home grown male players good enough to win the Inter State they started recruiting out station players and started offering them incentives they could not get elsewhere as the SRFI was their vassal. The latest example is the National Runner-up Gaurav Nandrajog who was ignored and chastised till Saurav Ghoshal left for UK stating that he was stagnating in Chennai. Then suddenly the consultant coach etc       started making overtures towards Gaurav as he was the highest seed left in India. One of the sops was a direct entry into the recent PSA held at Otters Club Mumbai in August 2006 where Siddharth Suchdev (a Mumbai player and higher seed than Gaurav) came all the way from USA had to play the qualifying  but was not given a wild card, perhaps also as a welcome to leave Delhi and play for Chennai even though he still has to pass out of Shriram College in the Capital. Ramit Tandon the undisputed no1 U-15 of India was given a tougher draw than the lower seed Ravi Dixit in the Asian Juniors 2006. Ramit lost to the Malaysian No 1 in the quarters while Ravi reached the semis. This propelled Ramit to shift to Chennai fearing that he was losing out to players he had dominated for the past 4 years. The draw was made by the ASF, which is Chennai based and run by the TNSRA/SRFI combine. Since the Senior Inter State started in 1981 TN had never won it!  In 2001 the entire TN men’s team consisted of local players. Then they started utilizing the new rule which would allow players to defect after a year’s break. The current National Champion Saurav Ghoshal was their first recruit. In 2001 he played for West Bengal and in 2002 he did not play Inter State to take the 1 year break necessary to change states, In 2003 Saurav and another top player from Chandigarh – the current no1 under 19 Harinder Pal Sandhu  shifted and started playing for TN and thus in 2004 TN finally won the Senior Mens Inter State with the 2 imported players winning their matches and the genuine local players had to win only 1 match between the 3 of them ,to clinch the final against
Delhi. In 2006 the team constitution was changed to 3 + 1 players and the imported constitution of the TN team had now become 3/4ths from 2/5th in 2004. They won the Inter State by 2-0 without having to use any homegrown player in 2006 and thus ending the sanctity and essence of the Inter State by reducing it into a commercially induced farce with no relevance to the title of the Tournament. Ironically TN sent 2 teams of 4 players each and from that only 1 player was a Tamillian, and he too has been tainted with age fudging charges. None of the other 7 representative states had any alien players, also because nobody except TN could offer them total SRFI backing. This also proves that another pre condition for training in the ICL/TNSRA Academy is playing for TN – otherwise players being coached in a neutral National Center could still represent their own States. 

xi. Another questionable document known as the Players Commitment Contract – supposedly for all top National players has only been given to TN players under great secrecy as its contents skim on illegality and promises special privileges to its signatories over (document attached) most competition which is not even aware of its existence. 

xii. Clear cut rules regarding eligibility to play for a State bearing in mind that the National body has created ambiguity for its benefit to import players for its teams due to incapability or lack of nurturing home grown talent. (The shifting of Sujat, Ravi, Naresh and Paramjeet from the North). The most diabolical plan was hatched by the ICL/ TNSRA/SRFI to win all the 4 Junior Inter State events. They had an overage boy Sujat Barua who would head their U-15 team and probably win all his matches at no1 and the other 2 would at least win one of the ties. My complaint to SRAM etc about Sujat and the age suspicion was obvious to anyone at first glance except to the array of experts in Chennai. Thus when the tests during Sept end proved him over 2 years overage (no official report released by the SRFI as yet) they found another ingenious way to rectify this situation. They informed the President of the DSA in Delhi to prevent Karm, Satwick, etc to play for Delhi by putting certain pre conditions which we challenged and they were thrown out by the court and finally Delhi won this event and I hope they have learnt that ultimately truth will always prevail over falsehood. 

xiii. Abetting age fraud and even rewarding them to the detriment of deserving players Surprisingly the maximum players caught age cheating are from the SRFI and even after being exposed they have usually been rewarded players like Paramjeet Singh, Sujat Barua, A Parthiban or M Parthiban, etc. Chennai players entries come without date of births – not surprising since they are promoting the maximum age cheaters. Tournament schedules are made according to the best suited periods for the Tamil Nadu players and in Delhi SRFI tournaments have been held during the exams.

xiv. Restricting entries into the National Academy or ICL / TNSRA Center.

V. Regressive polices forced upon Asian Countries by SRFI governed Asian Squash Federation, and World Squash Federation sidelined from interfering in local affairs to subjugate Indian players and stifle the growth of free movement or exchange of ideas or information. 
	
	

	1999
	R-2 issued a circular debarring direct correspondence with any Squash Federations outside India at the threat of disciplinary action.



	August 1999
	R-2 issued a complex and discouraging circular regarding entries to International Tournaments stating that any person desirous of participating in any International tournament should submit their request to Respondent No. 2. 

	28.8.1999
	Letter by Anjan Chinappa to World Squash Federation for prevention of harassment to his daughter Joshna by R-2 was replied by World Squash Federation stating that they have no jurisdiction to intervene.

	
	It is pertinent to mention that 4 office bearers of SRFI are present in the core committee of the Asian Squash Federation, so any player not to Mr Ramachandran’s liking are victimized by tampering with the draw and seeding. His influence is such that there is no seeding for players in the Asian circuit which is the same modus deployed in Indian circuit. This very ploy is being adopted by him to manipulate, pressurize and show his authority to any dissenting player. One of the instance is in the matter of Harshit Jain & other Delhi players where they got favourable order from Delhi High Court delivered by Justice Gita Mittal, to play for the Milo open in Malaysia, but Mr Ramachandran, party to the case made sure that the draw for the tournament was made public two hours before the Court order since he is the President of the ASF. These very players names were in the draw for the tournament but was taken out of it at the instance of Mr Ramachandran since he was sure of losing the case. It clearly shows that the President of Asian Squash Federation who is also the Secretary General of Respondent No.2 acted in detriment to the Indian players.

	February 2000
	The forms for ASF/ Australian tournaments were not forwarded to Joshna Chinappa when she sought for the same. Arbitrary rule of R-2 to not directly contact any tournament organizers were to harass and not allow any Indian player to their dislike, from participating in International/Asian tournaments. At the same time when she sought for the same three times from Respondent No.2, they kept denying so as to delay her entry for the tournament. This is also another ploy taken by Respondent No.2 to harass players.

	29 May 2000
	Respondent No. 2 vide letter dated 29.5.2000 denied Joshna Chinappa entry for under 15 category for the Singapore Junior Open stating that only two entries for the above mentioned age group were allowed and had already been allotted and she could play for the Under 17 category. It is surprising that Joshna Chinappa who is the No.1 in the under 15 category and the youngest Senior Champion was not considered for the sought category. It is surprising that he being at the helm of affairs in India, victimizes Indian players from participating International tournaments and hampers their dreams and aspirations of doing well for themselves and the Country.



	3. 2000
	Respondent No.2 wrote to ASF Secretary General reminding him that even private visits by foreign coaches to Indian Clubs have to be routed through Respondent No.2. The foreign coach was being brought by ones own association and money to develop squash in Mumbai, and Respondent No.2 had nothing to do with the same but made sure that the coach does not come to train in India.

	4.2001
	A.I Singh stopped from attending Level 3 coaching camp in Singapore.

	5.  2001
	Principal of Y.P.S Chandigarh reprimands SRFI Gen. Sec for complaining about his students entering and playing in Malaysian and Singapore Tournaments directly when the respective organizers accepted the entries. Shows deliberate malafide intention to curb the global trend of direct entries for Open Tournaments to control players.

	6. 2001
	Threatened SRAM players who went on the invitation of the Malaysian and Singapore Associations for a training camp to their countries in connection with a Mid -Day Petra Foundation Sports Exchange Program in personal capacities.

	2004
	Reply by Gen. Sec. to Ananth Naik Hon Sec Squash CCI where he condescendingly permits “junior players to participate in Regional events such as the British, Malaysian, Hong Kong Junior Open etc to enable them the necessary exposure.”

	2004
	SRFI Sec. Gen. discouraging CCI Club from getting a foreign coach for a short coaching stint by quoting all sort of SRFI and government regulations on payments to foreigners for working in India but when the former approached the Sports Ministry there were no pre conditions.

	2005
	R-1 disrupted the Herald Maritime Championship by stopping some of the top players from attending on the flimsy pretext that some Pakistani players had not sought sanction of their association- a malaise introduced by R-1 and exported to Asian countries to keep players on a leash.

	2005
	Email to WSF by P-4 explaining the problems of the Indian players but did not even elicit a reply proving that financial considerations are more important to the WSF than the rights and liberty of players.

	2006
	The 1st Asian Junior Individual Squash Championship Tournament was organized by ASF representatives, which are the same as SRFI. The best 4 players per age group and per country were called to participate and surprisingly the best male juniors from Pakistan only sent 2 entries in boys U-15 and none in boys U-19, while weak countries like Singapore had over 10 entries in the male section. But the point is that this format of 4 players per country is only relevant for team championships and has no bearing on individual ranking, which are not based on teams. For eg the Pakistani no 8 U-15 will beat all the top Hong Kong, Singapore, Japanese, Korean & Sri Lankan players in the same age category and most of the Indian and Malaysians too! So this tournament has presented a lop sided view of the Asian Ranking in the boys section, and if invitations had been given to only the best players in these categories according to past results irrespective of countries represented, Pakistan would have probably won at least the 1st 6 ranking in both the age groups reducing the tournament to Pakistan Nationals. Just recently in Delhi the Pakistani U-17 Champion beat the India No 1 and 2 who are ranked in the top 50’s of the men’s world ranking. 

Despite no Pakistani players playing in the U-19 category in the Asian Junior Championships all the Indians lost by round 3. The whole event was an exercise in futility reeking of connivance between some federations to make the Indian players seem better than they are but it still ended in a fiasco. The choice of 4 best players per country instead of the best Asian players was also a puzzle as 10 byes were given U-15 in a small draw of 32 where deserving players like Aditya Jagtap etc could have also participated.


17. The Memorandum of Association and the Articles of Association are contrary to the guidelines dated 10 July 1997 especially with regard to the tenure of office bearers, the manner of conducting a free and fair elections, the holding of Annual General Body meetings, notice of meetings, no confirmation of the rules, regulations, notice at the AGM. Since the inception of Mr. N Ramachandran as Secretary General of Respondent No.2, the MOA and AOA have been amended to whims and fancies so as to make sure that his power and position is not questioned and disturbed. The State Associations who were not towing the line of Respondent No.2 are victimized by derecognizing the State Associations and more so by not permitting players, coaches, etc from participating the National and State tournaments which are for open for any player in India. Hence with the State Association being victimized, the player and coaches or any person associated with the said Association denied entry to tournaments, for selection to State and Indian teams, coaching camps organized by the National and Consultant coach which the Government of India pays exorbitantly, etc. 
18. From the above sequence of events mentioned it has been brought out clearly that Respondent No.2 has violated the terms and conditions of recognition of the Government Guidelines and the provisions of their own Constitution and also from the report of the Government Observor who on behalf of the Government of India at several times opined that the Federation is not functioning in the best interest of development of squash for which the Federation was granted recognition. 

19. Hence the petitioner prays for that this Hon’ble Court directs the Union of India to act on reports submitted by R-3, to appointing a commission of outstanding National squash players and others, including the Government Observer R-3, to enquire into the allegations set out in this petition and to make a report thereon with recommendations for reform, to derecognise R-2 as the representative federation of the Union of India, to establish a transparent and fair system for training, ranking and selection of players and for the conduct of tournaments and for participation therein, to enquire into how government funds have been utilized by the Respondent No.2 by the Comptroller and Audit General. 

20. Aggrieved by the action of the Respondent No.2 which is totally arbitrary and against every known principle of natural justice, the Petitioners are filing the present petition on the following amongst other grounds which are set out without prejudice to each other:

GROUNDS

A) The Union of India is duty bound to ensure that the promotion of squash in India is done in a fair and transparent manner so that India’s best talent represents the country. In view of the widespread dissatisfaction with the manner in which –2 functions as the sole representative of the Union of India, government is bound to enquire into the state of affairs by first of all looking into the report submitted by the Government Observer, R-3, other complaints and press reports and thereafter if necessary appointing an independent body to look into the state of affairs. In any case in view of the widespread perception of corruption, nepotism, and the like and the functioning of R-2 and its affiliates which is detrimental to the National interest, R-2 ought to be derecognised and an entirely new structure created for training and for representing the country in Squash tournaments. 

B) Without prejudice to the contention of the petitioners that Union of India be directed to take firm steps and carry out radical reform so that the game of squash is free from manipulation and self promotion regardless of merit, the remaining respondents are also liable to have directions issued against them as they are amenable to writ jurisdiction since they receive large grants from government, promote themselves as the sole representative of the nation and appear to have full government backing. There is deep and pervasive state control and influence. In this regard the petitioner crave leave to refer and rely on the proceedings before the Chennai High Court. The Respondents are all state within the meaning of Article 12 of the Constitution and in any case amenable to writ jurisdiction under Article 226 of the Constitution as the Respondents perform public function.

C) Because Respondent No.2 discharges the public duty and public function of selection, conducting and promoting squash and the tournaments and falls within the definition of “State” as per Article 12 of the Constitution of India and as such is amendable to the Writ Jurisdiction. Respondent No. 2, which is the apex federation for Squash in the Country and dependant upon the Respondent No.1 for almost all the finances and is instrumental in the selection of Indian Squash team which is a National Sport for both Men and Women and is based in Chennai, hence this Hon’ble Court has the territorial jurisdiction.

D) Because Respondent No.2 for the past few years has not submitted the audit reports and is in clear violation of the guideline, which states that when the grant is more than 1 crore, the audit has to be placed before the CAG, the same has not happened.

E) Because Respondent No.2 is not functioning and acting for the sole purpose of the development of Squash especially for the protection of the interest of players, promotion of the game, maintenance and audit of accounts, victimizing State Associations by derecognition, players, coaches, etc. All the above are in clear violation of the guidelines of the Government of India.
F) The actions of the Respondents being detrimental to the sport of squash in the Country and contrary to the National interest, a writ is liable to be issued for the relief’s prayed for. 

21. This Hon’ble Court has the territorial jurisdiction in the present matter since the Respondent No.1 & 4 are not acting to the interest of the players and the sport of Squash and the players are being discriminated arbitrarily, and relief sought is against the Union of India and the petition is filed by way of public interest. The Petitioner craves leave of this Hon’ble Court to file documents with respect to the contentions raised in this petition. 

22. That the Petitioners has not filed any other petition on the same grounds before any other High Court or before the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India. 

23. That the Petitioner does not have any alternative equally efficacious remedy than to approach this Hon’ble Court.

PRAYER

In the facts and circumstances stated hereinabove, it is Most Respectfully prayed that this Hon’ble Court be pleased to:

A) Issue a writ of mandamus or any other appropriate writ, order or direction, directing the Union of India to act on reports submitted by R-3 Brigadier Manachanda, the Government Observer in respect of selections and to provide a copy of the said reports to this Hon'ble Court and the Petitioner. 

B) Issue a writ of mandamus or any other appropriate writ, order or direction, directing the appointing a commission of outstanding National squash players and others, including the Government Observer R-3, to enquire into the allegations set out in this petition and to make a report thereon with recommendations for reform. 

C) Issue a writ of mandamus or any other appropriate writ, order or direction in the nature thereof directing the Respondent No.1 & 4 to derecognise R-2 as the National Federation for Squash of the Union of India. 

D) Issue a writ of mandamus or any other appropriate writ, order or direction in the nature thereof directing the Respondents to establish a transparent and fair system for training, ranking and selection of players and for the conduct of tournaments and for participation therein. 

E) Issue a writ of mandamus or any other appropriate writ, order or direction in the nature thereof directing the Respondent No.1 to enquire into how government funds have been utilized by the Respondent No.2 by the Comptroller and Audit General. 
F) And pass such other order or orders as this Hon’ble Court may deem fit in the facts and circumstances of the case.

(VIPIN MATHEW BENJAMIN)

Counsel for the Petitioner

65, Masjid Road,

Jangpura,

New Delhi-110 014

New Delhi

Dated: 4 November 2006
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