
...__,,; 

....., 

• .., 

' \ 
. 

, 

• 
~ 

/ .. 

- • ·. 

• 

----- --
-

CENTRAL ADMINXSTRATI:VB TRIB.O.L 
ALIAHABM> BENCH 

ALIAHABAD. 

o.ted i This the 24th day Of AUGUST 2004. 

origin•! Appl.1cat.1on no. 924 of 2004. 

Hon'ble Mr. Justice s.R. Sinc;il. V.i.ce-Chilirma.n 
Hon'ble Mr. D.R. Tiwar.1, Administratiye Member 

J aspa l Singh, s/o l ate Joginder Singh , 

R/o Quarter No . 1-I. 297-B. R.1 ilway Harthal a Colony . 

r-1or adabc.d. 

• • • A?Plice;nt 

Dy Adv : Sri ~ ... I< . sr ivilst.iva 

1 . 'l'he Union of lndiu through Generu l tlana-]er. 

~Iorthern Rail\·iay . Baroda. ~iouse . 

iIEt-l DE 1'iI • 

2 . Divisional l~& il\1:.: y 1-tanager. 

Nor'=.hern ~ ailv1ay .rror.id :ibud. 

1~lC1-tADl-'.Br\D . 

3 . senior Divisional c ommercie. l M3.ncl]er . 

Northern f ailvtay, 1-tor adab~d Div is ion, • 

!·101{1\0..-. & .. D. 

4 . senior uiv inion al Persoz1nel Officer. 

Northern !{ailv1ay , t1oradi\bad Division, 

MO&\o ..... a.~ . 

5 . Roop l·Jar ain r-1eena. 

s enior Divisional Safety Officer , 

Northern Rail way , Moradabad Division, 

MORADABAD . 

•••••Respondents 

BY Ac'N : sr i A .K. Gaur 

•••. 2/-
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2. 

ORDER 

Hon'ble Mr. JUstice S.R. Singh. VC. 

Heard sri A.K. srivastava. le~ned counsel for the 

•pplicant and sri A.K. Gaur. le~ned counsel for the reaponcianta. 

2. By means of this <».. instituted under section 19 

of the A.T. Act. 1985. the applic.nt has prayed for qWilahing 

of charge memo d a ted 
..,...,, 

~ 
09.08.2004. whereby the following articl~ 

of. chargef h ave been fr•med against the applicant. as per 

annexure l to the ch.rge memo aforestated :-

"statement of articles of charge framed against 

shri Jaspal singh. Incharge. Non receipt cell. 

Mor•dabad now o.n.I./Ticltets/N.R./MB • 

Shri Jasp;:ll sin<j'l , O .O . I . /Tickets/~ror th ern Rail\·1ay , 

ri.1oradabud v1hile posted and functionin g as Inch irge 

Non r e c eipt c e ll, 1-Iort. tern Rail\·.ay . i10rildubad during 

tr.e month o f · i".lr c h 200 3 f ul led to maintain absol ute 

integrity, ex.1ibited lac K o f devot ion to duty «nd 

acted in a m~11n .. r W1bt;:corn.ing of a Rail,::ay servRnt 

in a s much as he: on 0 3 . 3 . 2003 suhnitted a let ter 

titled D S 11rcin.L..'1der " udares::1ed to t. i e 5r • DC:t/.1B, 

=ioradabad requestin~ for his posting in Parc e l 

s upervisor or Booking s upeLvisor c adre de l iber ate l y on 

the false •ssertion that his representation was not 

considered .Lor his posting at Moradabad dur .ing the 

periodic-.! tr-.nsfer for the year 2003 • whereas no such 

request was pending or Wlder consider•tion before the 

sr. DCM/M Mor•dab-.d as Shr i Jasf>9.l singh had not given 

any such representation. 

That shri Jaapal Singh aforesaid intentionally lodged 

• false complaint -.gainst sri R.N. Meena. alleging 

that shri R.N. Meen• had dem-.nded of Rs. io.ooo/-
fr an him f cc posting him as Pu-eel supecvisor/aookin9 

supervisor and on nogoti-.tion reduced the amoWlt of 

bribe to Rs. s.ooo/- consequently CBI registered a case 

and laid a tr•p against shri Meena. 

• •• 3/-
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3. 

BY the above acts of ommJ.aaion and canmiaa.ion 

shri Jaspal singh. :Incharge. Non rece.i~ cell • 

Maradabad now o.o.I./Ticketa/N.R./MB failed to 

maintain absolute integrity. exhil:>J.ted lack of 

devotion to duty and •cted in a manner \.nbecoming 

of a Railway servant. thereby contravened the 

provision of Rule No. 3-1 (1). (ii) and (iii) 

of Railway services conduct Rules - 1966. 

It 

the 

of 

of 

Sd/­
(Alilijit Narendra) 

sr. oivl. commercia.l Manager 
Northern Railway 

Mora(iabild 
(Discip linary Aut hority) .. 

is sul:xnitted by the applic.nt•s counsel that 

CBI has submitted ~ fJnal report in the 

complaint ma de against sri R.N. Meena about 

illegal gratifica tion. the applicant has fi l ed 

a protest pet itioo and the final report has not yet been 

accepted by the cor1cern cd Magistrate . In the circumstances • 

i t i s sub1nitt<-:: d by the lea rned counse l for the ap1.:>lic ant that 

the res;>enaents arc not ju~tifie<l in initiatin~ the 

Disc..i..plina ry Proceedin gs .:igains t the ap~l ic~t • 

4 . Havin<; 11"'-urd the le·Jrned counsel for the p urties. 

\-le nre 

to :nake 

st~ge . 

of the considered vie\·J tnat the ..;.pplic<-n t has fail e d 

out~ ;.ow1ds for interfc:;rcnce by this ri'ribunal a t this 

It is v;r..!11 ..,et:.:led tnilt 1nterfer ~nce in the d isci,.9llnary 

,;roc'cedi.J1gs '-t tue tiiresholu. of. it ic not p& i11i ssiLle except 

on limited tJl,:'ounds such ilB lack of jurisdic tion etc . No s uci! 

g1:olU1d in tuis case is :naae out und. tl1erefore , 'He are not 

pursuated to e ntert a in this OA against the d isc i p linary 

p:-ooeedin<;s initiated against tl1e applicant by means of 

impugned chargemerno~ 

• ... 4/-
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4. 

In view of the above <ilscussion the OA 1a diamiased 
v 

prejudice to the right of the applicant to rai8Cl. 

~ ~~&~>-ple al t•ken in this OA before the "1i-i""uthor1ty. 

There shall be no order •s to costs. 


