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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
AODiTiONAL BENCH,

23-A Thornhill Road, Allahabad^211001 ~

Ho.CATlALLOf Dated; 7 7 /

In re

Registration No. 1 9 8 ^

Al APPLICANT

Versus

_RESPONDENTS

To,

‘̂ o f j  / ^ A _  ,

Please take notice that the applicant abdvenamed has presented an application, a copy whereof 

ts enclosed herewith,, which has been registered in this Tribunal, and the Tribunal has f i x e d . . . d a y

for the hearing of the sa'd application

If no appearance is made on your behalf by yourself, your pleader or by someone duly 

authorised to act and plead on your behalf in the said application, it will be heard and decided in 

your absence

Given under my hand and the seal of the Tribunal th is ...„ /^ ^ .„ ...d a y  C

DipurV REdiSTRAfl



IN THE CENTRAL

Regn, No, 433/86

Abdul Ali
^ELICANJ,

vs

U .O .I. through S.M., Northern Rail 

-way N. Delhi & 3 other.

RESPODENTS.

PRESENT

1 . H o n ' b l e 'D.S. Misra, Member (A)

2 . Honlble G.S. Sharraa, f'fember (J)

ORDER

Heard,the learned counsel for the applicant.

Admit. Issue notice to the re spondents to fil6 

reply within a month. Rejoinder if anyv- may be filed 

within 15 days. List it for final hearing on 17 , 1 1 . 8 6 .

Dt. 3.9*86

Sd./- 
MEffiER (A)

Sd./- ^
ME!®ER(J)

ATTESTED TRUE COPY

■

J

V ' .

. : ' C D  C H A N D R A )

5>ection Officer 
Csiita.I Administrative Trikunal 
Aciciiijoiial Banch, Allahibidt
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CW fRAL ADMIMIS¥«ATI¥E TlIBUMAt
ADDITIONAL BEf^CK,

23-A, Thornhill Road, Allahabad-211 COl ^

tion No. of m C

RESPONOENT(s)

Particulars to be examined Endorsement as to result of Examination

1. Is the appeal com petent?

2. (a) Is the application in the prescribed form ?
-

(b ) Is the application in paper book form ?

(c ) Have six complete sets of th e  application | ^ ^ o / •

been filed ?

3. (a) Is the appeal in time ?

(b ) If  not, by how many days it is beyond 

time ?

(c ) Has sufficient case for not making the 

application in time, been filed  ?

4. Has the document of authorisationyVakaiat- 

nama been filed  ?

5. Is the application accompanied by B .D ./P osta l-

Order for Rs. 5 0 /-

6. Has the certified copy/copies of the order (s) 

against which the application is made been 

filed ?

7. (a) Have the copies of the documents/relied

upon .by the applicant and mentioned in 

'th e  application, been filed ?

(b ) Have the documents referred to in (a)
above duly attested by a Gazetted Officer p
a n d  numberd accordingly ?

1
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CEWIR4L ADMINISTRAIIYEIMBUMAL
^  a d d i t i o n a l  B E N C H ,

23-A, Thornhill Road, Allahabad-21 ICO! 

Registration No. “\9sL

APPLICANT (s)

RESPONDENT(s) «.T„, ............................ .^ ^ ..« .m. ...... .. ...... ......................

Particulars to be examined

1. Is the appeal com petent?

2. (a) Is the application in the prescribed form ? 

(b ) Is the application in paper book form ?

(c) Have six complete sets of the application 

been filed ?

3. (a) Is the appeal in time ?

(b ) If not, by how many days it is beyond 

time ?

(c) Has sufficient case for not making the 

application in time, been filed  ?

Endorsement as to result of Examination

•

4. Has the document of authorisation/Vakalat- 

nama been filed  ?

5. Is the appTication accompanied by B. D ./Postal- 

Order for Rs. 5 0 /-

6. Has the certified copy/copies Of the order (s) 

against w hich the application is made been 

filed ?

7. (a) Have the copies of the documents/relied

upon by the applicant and mentioned in 

the application, been filed ?

(b ) Have the documents referred to in (a) 

above duly attested by a Gazetted Officer 

and numberd accordingly ?

V  . 6  6 )(i

-ET-fTr
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CENTRAL ADRINISTRATIVE TfilBUfiAL, ALLAHABAD 

LUCKNOU CIRCUIT BENCH

Registration 0 *A* No,438 of 1986

Abdul Ali Applicant

Versus

Union of India & O th e r s . , , .  Respondents

Hon ,P]r * Justice U «C ,3r ivastaua, V»C *

Hon« Rr « A.B.Gprthi^ f-lember (A)

(By Hon.f'lr .A«B»Gorthi, Member (A ) )

The applicentj Abdul Ali, aggrieued by the 

punishment of removal from the service passed against him 

by-the Senior Divisional Mechanical Engineer (Sr.D.FI.E, 

for short) on 1 «5e78 filed this application under Section 

19 of the Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985 seeking 

a direction for quashing of the said order of removal 

as also the order dated 14 ,11*85  under ghich his 

representation uas rejected by the Divisional Railway 

Manager,

2» The applicant uas a Driver grade ‘ C*,  On

28.8*77  uhile he uas the Engine Driver of 352 the 

Said train rammed into a tempo at a level crossing at 

Saraigopal Flag Station resulting in the death of 

18 parsons, all occupants of the tempo. Whereas a case 

under Section 101 of the Indian Railways Act, 1890 read 

uith Section 304-A of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 uas 

registered by the police, the Bailuay Department institu­

ted Departmental Disciplinary action and served him uith 

a chargesheet which reads as under

‘̂That the said 3hri Abdul Ali, Driver, HQ 

Lucknow working 352 Dn on 28*B#77 disregarded 

the gate signal of gate Mo.A-2  at Saraigopal 

. Flag station in *0N‘ position and entered in



V

level crossing which resulted in collision 

between 352 On Express train with Tempo 

No.UPZ 7184 at level crossing Gate Nq ,A-.2 

at Saxaigopal Flag station betuaen Atrampur 

and Phaphamau stations on 2 8 . 3 , 7 7 ,  He 

violated General Rule 7 6 , ”^

A Departmental Enquiry uas held and the 

Inquiry Officer found the applicant guilty of the charge. 

A shou cause notice uas issued to which the applicant 

gave a detailed reply. ,  Thereafter, the order of removal 

uas passed by the S r .O .n .E ,

We have heard the learned counsel for the 

applicant Shri 0»P »Srivastava at length. The' first 

objection raised by him challenging the validity of the 

disciplinary proceedings was that the S r , not

, being the Appointing Authority could not have passed the

impugned order. It was contended that the applicant.
I

I being a Dxiver grade ’ C  at the relevant time, could

: have been removed only by the General Manager who was
■f  ̂ ■

I the Appointing Authority. Shri Lalji Sinha, the learned

I counsel for the respondents showed us schedule ’ C*

I to the Railway Servants (Discipline & Appeal) Rules, 1968

under which D ,p ,p ,  and were shown as the subordinate

authorities to whom the General Manager had delegated 

: his power to appoint class II I  and class 11/ staff .  Our

I attention has also been drawn to the decision of the

; SupremeCourt in Scientific Advisor to the Rinistnr nf

i Q.8f-.ehPe and Others Versus 3 , Daniel (1991) 15 ATC 7 9 9 ,

wherein their Lordships observed th.at a subordinate

■ authority to whom the power to appoint has been duly

delegated or his equivalent authority would be the 

competent disciplinary authority as well for the purpose 

 ̂ of Article 311 ( I )  of the Constitution of India and Rule 9

- 2 -

-  I .
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of the Railuay 3eruants (Discipline & Appeal) Rules. 

Accordingly5 ue hold that the 3 r . O .N .E* uas competent 

in this case.to award tha penalty of removal from service 

in respect of the applicant uho uas a grade Driver.

5. Another important issue raised by Shri 0«P» 

Srivastava was that because the applicant uas charged 

with violation of General Rule 7 6 , he could not have been 

dealt uith departmentally but should have been charged 

under Section 101 of the Indian Railways Act and tried

by a Magistrate. Looking at the entire enquiry proceedings 

ue are convinced that the mere mention of General Rule 76 

in the charge memo had in no way prejudiced the applicant

in his defence* The impropriety, i f  any, is not such as 

uould hit the jurisdiction of the disciplinary authority. 

The arguments of the learned counsel for th-e applicant 

that the disciplinary proceedings are liable to be 

quashed on this ground alone cannot therefore be 

accepted,

6 . Drawing our attention to the verdict of the 

3udicial Magistrate 1st Class uho acquitted the accused 

of the charge under Section 101 of the Indian Railuays 

Act, 1890 read uith Section 304“ A of the Indian Penal Code, 

1860, the learned counsel for the applicant agitated that 

there uas no justification for the finding of guilty

by the Inquiry Officer on the same set of facts. Ue do 

not agree. The Bombay High Court in Bhaurao Daqadu Thakur 

f_.fiaharashtra 1 972 SLR 699 observed t-

The domestic tribunal, such as the dismissing 

authority in departmental proceedings, does not- 

violate any rule of law or any other principle 

of law, when it chooses to ignore the findings 

of the criminal Court and decides to act on
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the euidence led before him, and ultimately j

comes to the conclusion that such police officer 

is not fit to be retained in service inspite 

of his acquittal by the criminal Courte He '

also does not violate any principle of natural 

justice merely by ignoring such findings of 

the criminal Court, where otheruise he has 

recorded his findings .after giving full 

opportunity to the delinquent to have his say.*’̂

In any case, it is uell settled that if  the trial on

a criminal charge resulted an acquittal departmental

disciplinary proceedings could still  follou provided

the acquittal was otheruise than honourable* A perusal

of the judgement of the Judicial Plagistrate I'st Class

in the instant case shoijs that the accused uas acquitted

on account of the failure of the prosecution to drive

home the charge against the applicant. The said judgement

cannot therefore legally come in the way of departmental

action against the applicant,

7* Assailing the manner in uhich the enquiry uas

conducted, the learned counsel for the applicant accepted 

that the report of the Additional Commissioner for Railways] 

Safety uas not made available to the applicant although 

the charge uas based, admittedly^ on the said report. As 

per the Inquiry Officer's repor-t the accused demanded a 

copy of the said report uhich uas not on f i le .  There uas 

houevsr a subsequent endorsement in the enquiry report 

that the said report uas received from higher authorities 

uas made available to the applicant, Ue do not therefore 

see any ground for complaint in this regard*

~  the enquiry „as

Inquiry Officer a.ted ,au

As regards the 

conducted, it uas urged that the
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tns enculry. The Inquiry Officer in h i .  enthu xa

extensive c,ue.tionina of all the u itnes .as .

Uhile an Inquiry “ fficer  can legitimately question 

the uitneases to elicit  the relevant facts of the  case,

he c a n n o t  cross examine them in a manner i .e *  

prejudicial to the defence of the accused, k pQtUSal 

of the enquiry report clearly shous that the Inquiry 

Officer cross examined most of the yitnesses on all such 

aspects on which the uiitness deposed faviourably to the

■ defence. The Inquiry Officer had gone to the extent 

of cross exatnining the accused( the applicant ) at

K a r n a t . k .

StR 454. the Karnataka High Court observed that the 

o « e s  examination of defence witnesses by t h e  Inquiry 

Officer uas in plain uiolation of the principles of 

natural justice  and consequently th e  enquiry proceedin 

uas v it iated .  The Principal Bench of this Tribunal 

M t !- a iX l a h J t e .^ J J n ^  India AIR ( ig e g )  , CST , 9 5  

held that „here the Inquiry O f f i c e r  had subjected the 

delinquent employee to cross examination and had thus 

assumed the role of both the j u d g e ,  and the Prosecutor 

tnan the faotu™ of Inquiry Officer assuming the role 

of prosecutor vitiates the entire proceedings, ue 

therefore find that the Inquiry Officer did not conduc 

the proceedings m  an impartial manner and had overste

enquiry proceed
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and set aside the impugned order of punishment, Annexure-I 

as also the order of the Diuisional Railway Manager, 

Annexure-Z rejecting the representation of the applicant.

application- ife alloued. The applicant 

shall be deemed to be reinstated uith effect from the 

date of his remoual from the service. 'The applicant 

shall be given all consequential reliefs uithin six months 

from the date of receipt of a copy of this judgementT 

Parties shall bear their costs.

- 6 -

— 4  

i f'Dated the

Member ('h )

- 3ulv, 1991 .

Vice Chairman

RKFl



IW THE GBNiDRAL I^INISTRlCUI'VB TRI;

EENCH

Abdul a U  ̂0 0 « 

Ver sus

•» o. «iUnion of India and others . .

I N D E X

App lie ant

Respondents.

SL.
NO, EE se RipT lO? 0 P P APE RS pace NO. '

!• App licaticxi • • • •  »«e«B 1 - 2f

2. Annexure - 1 Impurged order dated 
1/2.6.1978.

0^9 - ^

3. Anne XU re - 2 Impugned order dated 
14.11.1985 rejecting 
the departmental 
appeal

4. Annexu re - 3 Chargesheet dated 
26.11.1977.

. 3 0 - 5 3

5« Anne XU re - 4 Enquiry Report dated

6. Anne XU re - 5 Shov/ Cause Notice 
dated 20.4.1978.

7. Annexure - 6 Reply to the show 
Cause notice dated 
1.6^1978.

73- 7^’

8. Anne XU re - 7 Appeal Dt. 28.7.78
* 7 ‘J-S'

9, Annexure - 8 Representation 
dated 23.1,198^64

2 3 . 'gS

; *27
10, Annexure - 9 Judgement dated 

19.11,1984

g«(- m

11. Annexure -10 Representation 
dated 31.12.1985

12.

•

Annexure -11 Extract report ot the ^  
Addl, Gommr. Rly. S-afety

S ,

' D--P. -C v/tVst^
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( See Rule 4 )

ftppUcatian under section 19 of 14ie Administrative

Tri'bunal Act, 1985

F@r use in Tribunal's Office

Date of filing

@r

Date of receipt 

by post

Registration

Central AdmJnJgtfatfv* Tribin<!

Additional Bench 
^ ALL-AMABAD/PATNA/iABALPLR

Date of Receijit by fott
OR

Signature

Registrar

V,

I

In  the Central Administrative Tribunal 

Additieoal Bench at Allahabad

Between

Abdul Ali

and

Union of India and others
/

Detai Is of app lication

i * Particulars of the applicants

i) Na»e of the AppXicssat

ii) Uoji&e uf the JFathe2/H«i«i»«Bd

iii) Designation and office 
in which employed

Applicant

Respondents

i ^  Office address

’o) Address for service of 
all notices

2. Partculars of the re^pondenti
♦

i) ^amO designation

of the respondent.

Abdul Ali

iSazim A l i

Driver Grade ‘ C*

Loco Shed# K.aailway# 

Lucknow*

Loco Shed# N«Railway# 

Luclmow*

Village Karanpur# 

near HBus Station, 

pratapgarh*

Union of India throu^ 

General Manager,Northirn 

Railway# Baroda House, 

New Belbi.
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II) Office a^adress of 

tiie xeapondent.

Ill) Addxegs f&z sex vice 

o£ all notices*

3 , Part leu IaX8 of tiie order 

against which application 

Is made*

Xhe appllcatlcsn la against 

tile following orders

1) order Ho«.

11) Date

III) attsfejc« p aseed by

o

2, Divisional Railway Managsx, 

Office of the Divislcfflal 

Hallway t^anagxc* s office# 

Hazratganj« Lucknow*

3 * Senior * Divlslcasal Mechanical 

Engineer, N . Railway# Luc)aiow.

4* Enquiry Offlcs i :  (i^rl L«J« 

Clarksoi^O tiirouc^ Senlox 

Dlvlslcmal Manage! Noxthexn 

Railway, Loco Shed#  ̂ Lucknow*

As above

IV s above

The application Is against the'

• • oxdex of xemovalfxom service 

of tile applicant*

. .  T*G.1/Q-V77.R*B*

• * l/2f6*l978

•• Senior Divisional Mechanical 

Engineer# Lucknow*
(

•* order rejecting liie depart­

mental Appeal No* T *G*8/G-3/V 

77 RVAppeal dated 14*11*85 

passed by Dvl* Railway Meager

** The services of the appllc^pat 

were resoved by way of tihe 

disciplinary pxoceedlngs 

against «shlch the appUc^t 

an appeal vghlch was also 

xejacted vide oxder dated 

14.11*1985*^"^

4* Jurlsdlctlonof tiie Tribunal.
: , ; I

The applicant declares that the subject Batter 

of the order 'against which he wants redressal Is 

within the jurisdiction of the Tribunal*

i\) subject In brief
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5*. UiRltation ;

X

The lie ant further declares that the 

application is within the li»itatieo 

prescribed in section 21 @f the Adninis<r 

trative iriJDUnals Act 1985*

6 « Facts of the case t

The facts of the case are given be low. ~

6 ^ 1  That by way of the instant application the

applic^t seeks to challenge the validity of
6

the impugned order of removal fr@R service 

dated V2*6.1978 ^ d  the impugned order dated 

14»11,9̂ 1985 rejecting the departmental appeal 

of the applicant. The true cc^ies of the aforer, 

aaid impugned orders are filed herewith as 

ftpnexures»l and 2 to this application*

6|_.2 ^hat the api^licant while wotking as Driver

Grade fC» was served with a chargesheet dated 

2 6 ^1 1 11977 containing the statement of article 

of charges framed against the applicant ^ d  the 

statement of imputaticsi of misconduct or 

misbehaviour in support of the article of cha^s . 

Referring the report of Additional Commissioner<
of Railway Safety# Luctcnow as a sole document

y

relied upon under the list, of documents and the 

U st  of witnesses substantiating the charges 

levelled against the applicant* a true copy 

of the aforesaid chargesheet dated 2 6 th November# 

1977 is being filed herewith ad Annexure-3 to this

\
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ai^Xlcatlon.

6»3  ^hat a perusal ©£ the aforesaid chasge^eet

reveals that the saK^ has been Issued under the 

signatures of the Respondent No« 3# the Senior 

Divisional Mechanical Engineer# N •Railfnay#. Lucknow 

under Rule 9 of t̂ ie Railway Servants Discipline 

s^d Appeal Rules and Rules 1968 (hereinafter 

referred to as |* 1968 Rules*) # Indeed the Re:^en- 

dent HOfe 3 is n©ttfce ceiapetent authority/DlacipU- 

nary authority as contempla'ted under Rule 2 read 

with Schedule II  ©f the 1968, Rules,

6«,4 That further the applicant subnitted a representa­

tion demanding tiie d&cunents relied upon# but all 

the documents relied upon were neither supplied to 

the applic^t nor xoflMclsr̂  reas^ for refusal 

was coBfiiunlcated tot he applicant*

6,5 That any how ttie Enquiry o fficer was appointed by 

the BlscipUnary Authority* the upposite Party 

No* 3 v^o conducted tiie enquiry of the incident 

^ d  later j^basitted a report* A true copy 

of the Enquiry Report containing the preamble, 

history#: enquiry pruceedings# judgment# findings# 

the extract of the relevant Rules and the state­

ments and cross examination of the witnesses 

is  being filed herewith as l^nnexure-4 to this 

app lie a tlon •



6,6
That althou^ the Enquiry Officer sat on 18,.1.78, 

28a1|;1578# 22*,2.1978, 24^2^978, 9^^3^1978,

16^,,78, 17^.1978^ 30^3^1978 and 3l;^^l978 and 

prepared the enquiry report on 25,4 « 1 9 7 8  and 

considered some other relevant points on ^0. 

3*4,l978, yet the entire ©bjectitas raised by the 

applicant and a deaonstratiop held to find out 

the velocity of Uie allegaticns levelled against 

the applicant is wanting in tiie enquiry report^.

T h a t  the Enquiry Officer sutaitted his findings 

holding -ttie applicant as a sole respcmsible

person for the accident and the charges levelled 

against the applicant were found to be substanti­

al le by him, on tiie basis of which a ^ow  cause 

notice dated 20*4^1978 of penalty proposed to be 

imposed was issued to the applicant. A true copy 

of the aforesaid ^ow  cause notice dated 20«4ft78 

is being filed as j^nnexure-*5 to this application.

6*8 That a perusal of fitnnexure^S very well discloses 

titiat no reason or the foundation for the penalty 

p r o p o s e d  to be imposed is recited in tiie said 

show Cause notice dated 20«4«l978. Zt is Indeed 

a printed proforma uhich has been filled in by 

the Opposite Party So» 3 without going through 

tile enquiry report and the record of t^e case 

gflad the ^ow  cause notice dated 20.|,4|,1978 has

been issued in a mwst mechanical manner without
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app lie a tion of mind,

6.9 Shat thereafter the applicant sotoitted a detailed 

reply tothe show cause notice dated 20,^4.,1978 .

®be ^ p l i o & t  in his reply to the penalty proposed 

to be imposed clearly stated liiat the charges 

are not proved on the basis of the facts and 

circumstances recorded in the ehquiry proceedings. 

The ^plicant specifiLcally stated in his reply 

to the show cause notice inter alia that the 

said enquiry was under tfee pressure and ttireat 

of the hisJjer officer and Uie (General Msaaayer 

and the Enquiry wfficer acte6  both as prosecutor

and the Enquiry Bfficer and he did not apply 

his mind in Judicial manner^ as ^ch  Uie @itire 

enquiry proceedings were a farce*. The facts ond 

circumstances placed by the applicant was over 

looKed. The report o f Assistant Commissioner 

Railway Safety,, who conducted the enquiry at Uie 

v%ry first stage and which was relied upon was 

not properly heeded to and altogether a different 

colour was given to the said report of j^ssistant 

Ct^issic»er« Railway Safety. The applicant 

was neither given reas^able adequate opportunity 

nur the conduct jt of other persons who were 

very much respoasible & r  the accident was Jooked

into and considered. The defence witnesses 

produced by the applicant «ete not beUeved and

I
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no reason for disbelieving ihe t^itnes^a ware 

given. A true copy of the detailed repl's/ 

explanation dated I#6»^l978 sutaaitted by tfae 

applio^t in response tothe show cause notice 

d a t e d  20«,4«,X978 is being filed herewith as 

ftnnexureaS to this application.

6*10 That thereafter the Opposite Party No* 3 with-;

out applying his Bind to the various facts

and cireUBsstslices of the case and to the <3ues~

tions raised by the ^plicant passed a cryptic

order of removal froia service dated 3/2*6.l978«

Although this impugned order shows that reply

of the applicant dated 1*6#1978 td the show

cause notice was ccnsidered and thereafter -ttie

imputed order was passed, yetindeed no con si*

deration was made with full application of mind

by the Opposite Party No* 3 as the 

\

applicant who received I3ie show cause notice 

of the penalty proposed to be imposed on 

15*5*l978 submitted his explanation ca 1*6*78 

and the Opposite Party No* 3 on I3ie very day 

passed the impugied order dated 3/2*6,1978

removing tlie applicant froa the services* None 

of the points raised the applicant was 

dealt with by the /  Opposite Party No* 3* A 

true copy of the impugied order d a t e d  3/2*6*78 

removing the applicant frcro service has already
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been filed as Anne:<uxe-1 to this application*

6 *1 1  That being aggrieved of the aforesaid impugned 

order of removal dated 1/2*6*S78 which was 

received by the applicapt on 14*6,i978, the 

applics^t subnitted m  ^ e a l  under Rule 18 of
s

1 9 68  Rules to the Opposite Party Ho# 2* In 

his appeal the ^plicsaat clearly averted that 

the Enquiry Officer had,not made a fair enquiry
r-----------------—

and defacto he was acting both as prosecutor

an^ an Enquiry Officer. The report of the

Ikssistant CommissiGR# Railway Safety was notful!^ 

considered in its i^irit and the applicant 

had been made a s 3ape-goat for the entire 

^cident* h true copy of the appeal submitted 

by the applicaJat dated 28.7.1978 is being 

filed herewith as Annexure-7 to this ^plication-

i

6 .1 2  That when for a long time tiie applicant

did not receive any response tohis departmental- 

appeal submitted under Rule 18 of 1968 Rules 

despite the various reminders sent by him from 

time totime# the applicant submitted a detailed 

representation in reference to his said 

departmental appeal dated 28.7.1978 craving 

that his departmental appeal may kindly be 

disposed of at the earliest. The applicant 

further submitted titiat due to long pendency 

of his departn^ntal cppeal his date of retire-^
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ment viiich was 30*6* 1983 was crossed* The

. \

applicant also sQbmlrred that the depantment i 

had wrongly proceeded against, the saise set of 

chaE&es/allegations which were under Investi­

gation by the police Agency and was pending 

before the court of law* ft true copy of tlie 

aforesaid representation dated 23*1*1984 in , 

reference tb the departmental appeal is being- 

filed herewith as annexure^ to this application.

6*13 That it would be worthwhile to Mention that a
¥

P.I.R# was lodged against the application along

with other railway e®p3-oyees connected with the

incident under section 101 of Indian Railways

Act read with Section 304-a of Indian Panel

Code at police Station GBP Allahabad on which

a criminal case So* 1634 of 1979 was registered* ,
n '

This case was investigated by the police and was 

tried by title Court of. J udicial Magistrate 1st 

Class# Allahabad* The Hon^ble Court after 

looking into the merits of the case held liiat
I

the charges levelled against theapplicant were 

not proved saad un-substantiab3« on the basis 

of the evidence adduced and cogisequently the 

Hon* ble Court acquitted tiie applicant of the 

charges levelled* A true copy of the aforesaid 

judgment dated I9#ll*l984 is being filed here-
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as the said impugned order besides beang 

cryptic# noD-speaking was also reciting the 

wrong date of the appeal submitted by the 

applicant under Rule 18 of 1968 Rules* The 

applicant#, therefore# filed a representation 

addressing to Opposite Party No* 4 requesting 

•that the order dated 14.11*1985 is mentiontog

I

the date ot the departmental appeal submitted

by tile applicant as 24*6.i985 while indeed

the applicant has sulaaitted his Jiepartmental ‘

a p p e a l  on 28*7*19.78 and no such appeal dated

24*6*1985 was ever submitted by the applicant*

Hence the applicant requested that if there

is otfiy error then the same may Kindly be

corrected spd the detailed order# i f  any#

passed by the Opposite Party Ho* 2 on the

applicsnti* s departm^tal ^p e a l  submitted

under rule 18 of 1968 Rules be supplied to

'feere is

him and in any case if  any^thing otherwise 

then the same may also be supplied to the 

applicant at the earliest* h true copy of 

liie aforesaid representation dated 31.12*1985 

asking for the detailed order# i f  aPy# passed 

on tile appeal of the applicant by Uie Opposite 

Party Ho* 2 is being filed herewith as 

ACinexUteclQ to this application.

6*17 ' That although about more than six mcmths have
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with as %o tiiis application

6.14 That thereafter tiie applicant sent a certified 

c(^y Of the judgment contained in toexare«9 

to the Opposite Party No .2 requesting that 

his departmental appeal be considered at the 

earliest, ghe applicant ftirther submitted 

tiiat the Hon'ble Court has found Hie charges 

unsubstantiable and ui^roved against the 

applicant and as such while considering the 

departinental ^peal these facts be also taken 

into CGD side rati on.

6.15 That thereafter the applicant suddenly received 

a letter dated 14.ll.l985 issued on behalf 

of Opposite Party Ho. 2 bearing the subject 

as disposal of the appeal of tiie applicant.

Vide this letter the applicant was inf«rmed 

that the Opposite Party No. 4 has not given any 

relief to the applicant after considering his 

departm^tal appeal dated 24.6.1985. h true/ 

copy of the aforesaid order dated 14.11.1^85 

rejecting "ttie departmental appeal of the .tf>pli- 

cant has already been filed as Annexur^ ^ 2  to 

this qpp lieajA tion ..

6 .1 6  That the applicant fell into shock while look­

ing the contents of the order dated I4.ii.l985 

as contained in ftnnexure-2 tothis applicatiaa
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as the said irapugned order besides being 

cryptic# ijoo-speaking was also reciting the

wrong date of the appeal submitted by the 

applicant under Rule 18 of 1968 Rules. The 

applicant#; therefore# filed a repreaentaticsi 

addressing to Opposite Pa^ty No, 4 requesting

that tiie order dated 14,ll#l985 is Mentioning

1
the date or the departmental appeal submitted

by the applicant as 24*6*i985 while indeed

the applicaiit has sufcroitted his Jie part mental ‘

appoal on 28*7*1978 and no such appeal dated

24*6*1985 was ever subnit ted by the applicant*

Hence the applicant requested that if  there

is ^ y  error then the sajae may kindly be

corrected ^ d  the detailed order# if  any#.

passed by the Opposite Party No* 2 m  the

applicafitf* s departm^tal appeal submitted

under rule 18 of 1968 Rules be supplied to

there is

him oPd in any case if an;^thing otherwise 

then the same may also be supplied to the 

applicant at the earliest, a true copy of 

the aforesaid representation dated 31*12*1985 

asking for the detailed order# if  aPy# passed 

on the appeal of the applicant by the Opposite 

Party NO* 2 is  being filed herewith as 

&nnexure-lO to this application.

6*17 ‘ That although about more than sis months have

1
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aUeady been passed from the date ot represen-

of

tatioa moved by the applicant asking for a copy

detailed order passed by the Opposite Party 

No* 2 caa his departmental appeal sutwitted 

by him un^r Rule 18 of 1968  Rules, yet noth­

ing has been communicated to the applicant
I

so far* The applicant has left with no other 

alternative except to envoke the jurisdiction 

of this Hon»ble Tribunal*

6*18 That the entire enquiry proceedings are

without jurisdiction and against tiie provision 

of law and in grave violation of the princi­

ples of the fair play# equity and natural 

justice* The Opposite Party Ko. 3 was neither 

ccwpetent to institute liie disciplinary 

proceedings against the applicsait nor he was 

competent to impose the penalty of removal 

from service in terms of 1968 Rules* Indeed 

under para 134 of the Indian Railways 

E stablishnent Code volumn I it has been 

provided that the General Manager is the 

highest officer ancaagst hierarchy of tiie 

appointing authorities as defined in Rule 2 

of 1968 Rules and therefore the Opposite 

Party No .3 vjas the only competent authority 

to initiate ajay action against the applicepit 

and to impose the penalty*

i' .
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6.19

.hat id.pugr.ea order of removal frc™

service dated V 2 . 6 . 1S78  contained in

*p„e«.re.l is  cryptic n»,sepaHi^9 • I *

aoos not discuss ^ex ea sc n . .or « » c o n c l» ,

sipns arrived at. IKe specific points 

raised by the ^plicaBt in lepXy to the 

show 6 a « ^  notice ha» not been discussed 

and thus the impugned order ot removal i« 

non-speaking aPd ®«sxa»asBB¥«g“® a » '*« *  

arbitrary*

6 .2 0  That similarly the ia^pugned order dated 

14.11,1985 rejecting the departniental 

subnitted by the appXic^t is alfO crypt 

ajid noi-speaUng# The appellate authoxi 

has not applied his mind coriaidered 

tile iiiattex in terms of Rule 18 of 1968 

Buiea. It is i£ infringing tJie proviaii

*

of Railway Boar^* s cireolar Ho. e(ds.s) 76 

6-lX of 3,3.1978 v^ich provides -toat th  ̂

disci^pllnary auttiority while passing thJ 

orders for imposing penalty as well as 

appellate authority while passing the

iadicating-thereasons fOr the conclusi( 
r

arived at.

6 .2 1  Ihat the impugned order contained in

toexuie-2 lias
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It is obligatory on the part o£ the Discipli­

nary Authority as well as the ftppeixate 

Authority to issue tiie orders under his 

own signature as provided under Railway 

Board's circular No* E CDSt̂  70 Ry6-58 of 

1 8 , 1 1 .1 9 7 0  ttius the impugned order 

rejecting the departmental appeal of the

applics^it is a nuliity in the eyes of

t
Law and defacto it has no legal existence*

1

6.*22 That a perusal of thee hargesheet issued 

to the a p p l ic a n t  contained in &nne55ure-3 

to liiis Application waKes i t  overt that 

the a p p l i c a n t  has been charged for violation 

of the General Rule 76* The charge leveiied 

a g a in s t  the ^plicant is being reproduced 

herein below*-

M

'•That the said bri Abdul Ali# Driver

Headquarter iucijnow working 352 $«wa 

Do^^ on 28 . 8 .1977 disregarded the Gate

SS^gaal of Gate No.A-2 at Sarain Gupai 

0'
Flag Station in <ai position ^ d  enter

in level crossing which resulted

collusion between 352 DownExjjress

train with teiapoNo. UPZ 7184 at level

crossing Gate No. A-2 at Sarain Gbpal 

Flag Station between Alranpur an d  p h ^ h a

-wlau stations on 28#8«l977» fi© Violated

General Rule 76",
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6.25
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6«23* That for the dake of ready reference

General RuiJe 76 in force at the rejievant 

time is being reproduced herein be lows- 

u,R,~76> Driver to oasY sio^fdjS

TO BS VIGILI^T m  CAUTIOUS: '

(a) "^he driver shall pay immediate

attention to and obey every signal 

vvheliier the cause of signal being 

shown is knovt̂ n to him or not.

He shall not# howevr# trust entirely 

to sigi|als# but always be v ig ilst
u.

^ d  catious.

That the applicant neither. violated the 

aforesaid General Rule 76 nor acted in any 

manner t© misconduct. Virtually the persons 

who are actually responsible for the

occurrence has not been punished and the

applicant has been made a scope goat fer

the faults of otiiers.

That a perusal of tiie chargesheet jBarther 

reveals that the report of the Additicnal 

Commissioner Railway Safety, Lucknow was 

relied upon as a piece of evidence* The 

applicant v^en demamded for a copy of the 

Said report he was not supplied with aid

only extract of the said report «as given

hereby a u n g  ,  

« “- o p y  Of the o.tr«.^

Safety
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\/^ich was supplied to him by the Enquiry 

Officer as ^nnessure-ll to this ^plication.,

6.26 That from a perusal of Stpgp annexure-11 it 

is abundantly clear that a report was made 

by the higher level cotamittee immediately 

after the incident, it  has very much been 

pointed out in the said report that the 

applicant alone cann&t be held responsible 

for the occurrence as tiie other staff have 

aJjaaxt!? equally contributed in the occurrence 

0!he following inter alia are few points 

which have been referred in the said reports-

a) The system of closing the Gate where 

the occurrence took place was not 

perfect and free from technical defect.

b) ^he home signal which is alleged to 

have been over shoo ted by the applicant

was not fixed at proper distance vjhich
\

was subsequently corrected after the 

incident,.

c) The Gateraan Sri Bhola was not a trained 

Gateman who was a Safaiewala# who was 

was ak asked to perform the duty of 

tile Gateraan by the superior officers.

The duty of Gateman is a technical job 

and a person who is not technicai-ly 

qualified todeal with the instrument 

is not a fit person to be posted at 

such Gates. The incident took place

at the first day of working of sri Bhola
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who was neither medically examined 

nor technically before

being posted as GatemaH on the said 

Gate •

d) That there was no arrangement of commu- 

nicaticra between, the Statiai and the 

Gate, practically the %temaP having 

looKed tile coning train close the Gate.

e) The Flag station Master Sri Siddiqui 

of Saran Gopal was not a trained 

Station Master and was ignorant df 

the technical job. The duty of the 

Station Master is highly technical for 

Iflx viiich he had to go for a long 

training to learn the ccjmplexed proce­

dure of qperating the technical 

instruments.

^ The tempo dri^ver was running racklessly 

with over crowded tempo* In sitting 

C5$>^ity of six passengers he loaded 

23 passengers in violation of motor 

' vehic les JRu le s•

^  The station working Rule was defective 

and was not safe enough to prevent the 

incident.

i) Mohd Ayub lv,tfeLe fireman of the train 

ccsicerned was not properly trained 

and conversant with the Section Rae/ 

Bareilly-Allahabad.

“̂ he aforesaid gleaning points are sufficiently 

enough to show that the said occurrence was owing



to joint faiJLuxe of the administration and 

the staff for which the applicant alone 

cannot be held responsible and tlias the 

penalty imposed# in any of the circumstances 

does not commensurate with the gravity 

of the responsibility ^ d  as such is 

arbitrary*

6.27 That the Enquiry Officer has conducted the 

entire enquiry under the pressure of the 

General Manager,as such he oftenly mentioied 

tfhe phvdrase “g.m* s  warning given” in the 

enquiry proceedings and the report# No 

presenting .£>fficer was appointed to 

represent the case of the administration 

and the Enquiry Officer himself acted both 

as presenting Officer as well as Enquiry 

Officer, As a Prosecuting Officer he 

cross-examined liie witnesses^made the 

suggestions and tried to corroborate the 

facts on'behalf of admiistration while as 

an Enquiry Ofacer he accepted all those

contentions and he3̂  the applicant.respco— 

sible*

6.28 That a perusalof the Enquiry report as 

well as the statements and cross-examination 

of liie witnesses emphatically proves that 

Disciplinary Authority has not spp/lied 

its mind, on the evidence available on record

-  18 -
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There is no evidence available on record 

^ ic h  corroborates single man responsibility 

for the occurrence. The statement and 

cross-examinations af the witnesses were 

not properly caisidered aPd heeded too 

while maXing a finding,

6.29 That before pointing out the statement of

the v;itnesses not considered, it is worth­

while at this juncture to state that a

practical demonstration was made by the 

higher officers in order to ascertain the 

possibilities indicgting the negligence of
*

the applicant leading t© the said occurrence.

On demonstration two things were found as

. possibilities for the occurrence*

. a) The train was under the permissible

speed ^ d  in case of said speed the

c

emergency break is applied the train 

stops at 607.2 meters, vijiile in fact 

the train stopped at 529 meters.- This 

fact corroborates with the applicant 

version that he applied the emergency 

break at the time of incident .

The enquiry officer ©r the Discipli- 

Gfficer or even tiie appellate autho­

rity did not pay heed to this point 

and held the applicant responsible



V

I

r

for the negligence*

b) Ihe Gate signal was alleged to be 

inter-locked aroounting tiereby Hie 

Gates were instrumentally connected

with signal. effect of this

inter-locking v?as that the sigaals

c^not be put to off position unless 

the Gates are closed. On dem«sns- 

traticn it was found that *he Said

inter-locking was not absolute. Ihe 

signal under question was lower 

quadrant and could be put to off 

position by simply pulling iron wi2« 

wi-fciout even closing the Gates. ^hi|

was found to be correct on demonsti 

tioo and was duly cohsi<^red by thj 

Signal Inspector, Munna Lai in ret 

to question No. 7 , '

On the date occurrence there was 

rush because of the Nahan Mela ani 

there was every possibility that 

SRks iJiiscreant would have dcxie sOi 

Ihe signal can be put to of f pos: 

by fixing a stick or the like thi 

in the wheels rolling the iron wj

It  is also very stiuch possible th| 

some-body has pulled the wire p.

signal in

H ' ,
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v^ich the occurrence took place and as 

no-body was cautious about it as appear 

from the statement of the Driver and 

other persons present cai the spot# no­

body could notice it* The Enquiry 

Officer, the Disciplinary Officer apd 

the apellate authority did not apply 

their mina while fisdng the responsi­

bility of the applicant alone for the 

sai'd incident*

6*30. That the complete safety is possible only 

with the collaboration of the entite staff 

and therefore the en tire sta£f has got 

grave contribution in providing the safety

tot he running tRspaa trains. There is  no
\

evidence available on record v^ich defini­

tely led to conclusicai that the signal 

was not off apd was over shooted by the

6.31

applicant*

^hat the enquiry was conducted- under the 

influence of the Divisional Safety Officer 

as has been referred inthe enquiry report 

itself/ v^iich renders the entire enquiry 

proceedings null and void as the Divisional 

Safety Officer has got no jurisdiction at 

all to interfere into the enquiry proceedings-
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in any raŝ iner v^iiatsoever. The statements of 

the witnesses are not properly reaPi vi^ich are

in favour of the applicant. Siinilarly the 

defence witness appeared on behalf applicant 

were also not heeded to and discussed for

testing the velocity of the facts*

6.32 ®hat the Enquiry Officer has not freely 

considered the entire material on record as 

such the findings given by him is cryptic and 

non-speaking and does not prove the negligence 

of the applicant.

6*33 That other persons who are equally re^onsibie 

ft>r the occurrence have not been punished.

The Supervisory Staff ^ o  posted such ineffi­

cient aPd untrained persons at such vital 

points have been left and the epp lie ant alone 

has been held responsible for the ocurrence.

6.34 ^hat tile disciplinary authority also did noj 

consider all these points while issuing show 

Cause notice for penalty proposed to be imposed. 

The reply to the show C|use notice submitted

by the applicant was not heeded to and no 

niind was applied while imposing the punishmott.

6.35 That the notice for the penalty proposed to te 

imposed was served on the applicant on 15th 

May 1978 ^ d  before submitting the reply to the 

show Cause notice the impugned order of removal
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from service was prepaiea aott signed. On 

xst of June 1978 the detaitod reply to the 

said show cause notice was suteitted by 

g^piicapt*

6.36 Shat the appellate authority did not decide ^

the appeal by considering the points raised 

by the applicant in his departmental appeal.

6 .3 7  lhat the penalty imposed upOT the applicant 

is too severe and is arbitrary. > Ît does 

not commensurate with the gravity of the 

respoiisibiuty as such it is violative of 

Mticla 14 the Constitution of India 

besides 11»e infringement of the various other

'Bailway Board's circulars and the provisions

of 1968  Rtaies*

6,38 ^hat the app-i-icant has been acquitted by the 

court of Law for the saJne set of allegations

as the prosecution fai-i«<i to establish his
4

■ Case and corroborate the charges against the 

applicant, IJhe opposite Partie^Respondents 

cahuot punish the applicant for the same set

of charges in the d ep artm en tal proceedings on

the basis of cory<ijuctures and surmises.,

7 . Re lief (s) sought.

^ in  view of the facts mentioned

in para 6 above# the spplicant 

prays foi the followiag 

reliet(s) .



V

%

V

Relief 7»1 to issue appropriate orders/directions setting .

aside the impugned order of removai from service 

dated i / 2*6*1918 aPd the order rejecting the- 

departmentai ^peai of the appliest dated 

14*11*1985 as contained in Annexure-̂ 1 and 2 to

' ■ ■ ' I

this appiication and fur-ttier pass tfce order 

directing and c exam an ding the respondents to 

give the app lie aP t ent ire con sequen tia 1 iDene fi ts 

from the due date* ,

GROUKiDS FOE RELIEF 7 ml

J j p

a

i) Because tbe iiapu^ed order as contained in 

4nnexures-,l and 2 are without jurisdiction.

ii) BecaUoe the impugned orders are cryptic and

non-speaking spd are silent about he reasons

for the conclusion arrived at,

iii) Because the various points raised by the

appllc^t were never heeded to and were not 

discussed with application of mind before 

imposing the ponishment* 

i^  ̂ Because the Enquiry Officer acted both as 

Prosecutor as v/ell as tiie Enquiry Officer, 

the entire disciplinary proceedings vitiated 

on the dieer ground that the Enquiry Officer

cross-examined the witnesses as a prosecutor 

and made suggestions to them v/ith a view to 

corroborate the charges against the

applicant.
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v) Because the demonstration made by the Railway 

Administration was not properly discussed »

vi) Because tiie report of the additional Corami-

ssioner Railway Safety was not supplied

to the applie^t in full vjhich was the basic 

foundation of the disciplinary proceedings,

vii) Because tiie Addiyional Commissioner Railway 

Safety* s report has fij^d the joint liabi­

lity of Various staff including the Railway

Administraticxi for the said occurrence.
(

The applicant cannot be punished for the 

negligence and inefficiency of other staff*

viii) Because the signal was not at proper distance 

in accordance with the Rules as well as liie 

station working Rules were defective.

î O Because the inter-locking device was not 

perfect and was inoperative in certain

circumstances. It  is specifically pointed 

out that the various accidents have been

occurred in recent past because of the 

defective in ter-locking . The relevant

material shall be placed before this Hon*ble 

Tribunal at the time of arguments*

30 Because the enquiry was conducted under the

pressure of the General Manager.

yJL) Because -aie statements of the defence

witnesses were not ccKisidered*
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on ceco£d v^ îch definitely lead to the 

conclusioi to the effect that the applicant 

was the person solely responsibel for the

occurrence*

xiii) Because the applicant* s reply to the show

Cause notice was not considered at all

and the impugaed order of removal frcsn

service was passed mechanically and without

application of mind,'

xi\̂  Because the applicant has been e^iquitted 

by the Court of Law for the same set of

charges against which the departmental

enquiry was JRade ^ d  the impugned order

RELIEF N0.7>2

was passed.

To pass such other appropriate orders

directing and commanding the Respondents 

to give the petitioner ihe entire benefits 

for which he would have been entitled if  

he had been retired from service in due

cour’se of time* The after retirement 

benefits for t^ îch the applicant would

have been entitled may also be given to

1>

him.

GROUM>S FOR REIUISF 7*2

^he same grounds as mentioned in Grounds

for Relief 7.1*

RELIEF 7*3 To pass such other order and give such



- -

olh«r reliefs v^iich are founi just and

proper in the circumstances of the case.

8 . Interiro order,!f prayed for 5 N il

9* Details of the remedies exhausted*

The applicant declares that he has 

availed of all the remedies avai­

lable to under the relevant 

service Rules etc.

r

10* Matter not pending with any otiier court etx.

The applicant further declares that the 

matter regarding v^ich this application 

has been made is not pending before sfiy 

Court of law or any other authority or 

any other Bench of the 1 ribunal*

11*. Particulars of Bank Draft/Postal Order in 

respect of the Application Fee: ^

1 . Number of Indian Postal 
Order

2 . Name of the issuing 
post Office

3 . Date of issue of postal 
Order(s)

4* Post Office at which 
payable

1 2 * Details of Index 

13* List of enclosures

: 1|D 984516

i post Office, High Court# 
Lucknow Bench, Lucknow*

s 18.7.1986.

j Central Post Office, 

JMlahabad*

s Index enclosed.

: List of enclosures as 
per Index .

In verificationj

I ,  Ahdul Ali, son of Sri Nazim Ali, aged about years 

working as Driver Grade 'O * , resident of Village Karanpnr, 

near Bus ^sftation, p ratapgarh do hereby verify that the 

ccaijents fran paras 1 to 13 are true to my peEsonal knowledge 

and belief and that I have not suppressed any material facts.

P lace Lucknow 

D a t e 1986,
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•ordoro 0:1' i/;ii,05iLtion o£ penuXfcy uruier uu3.cr. 6 
■Av;i; to Ci;c:) of ixoiltfa- 403r^anta ie
raid Rules l9o8.

/

i l o . ” 6 3 / ' > - l / l / 7 7  ifli.

iiMyl All. ; 
j/o  alirx I'Taaini .ill. 
i^river.,. Grade *0* , 
Heo.do'UMj'ter Incknow,

^ 3 )

%
/

Dlvl, liupet* I. U;fiXGO, 
isuĉ inov?. jJt7>^5.78.

fihrotighi ho00 Foreman.i Lucknotf.

■r

1 have ciareftilly coneidei’ed your represeafca-tion 
dated 1,6,1978 in reply lo the kemorandum of Show Oaus© Notioe 
H6,!PG8/G-1/1/77 RB d^ted 20*4•'78* I do hot find your represen-*̂ *' 
tation to sati factory (|ue t^ followirjg reasons

i ok:\|

Mie
I* therefore, hold you guilty of the charge:

■^^ihat the said iihri Abdul All, i)3?iv9r, ii4 Luatnow
working 352 Bn on 28.8,77 disre,i;ard0d the .̂ate aî -nal 
of, gate ii'o,A~2 at b^araigopal statiou in •OxJ*
positiott aiid entered in level oroaaing 'vliich retiu...led

, utationa oh 28,8*77, lie violatea i. erie'.'al *wuie. 76."

Jovolled a ĵaiiist you aiid have decided to iMjjotju upon yo\;i the ^
. penalty, of reiaoval frojn servioc. lou are,-therefoi’e, êiuovou ^
I'roia service With effect xroifl 1.6*1 978* ’ .

2. . ; . Under Ru^e iLi of, the xiailw-dy iaervaiits. (i>icl̂ >i;Li.te 
and Appeal;)'Rules 1963 on appeal s^iaihst t h e o r d e r s  
to iiivioional juperint onderit, mcknov provideaj

i) the ‘I'̂ ippeal is unlijiitted throufji urô ./ei." oiita-iudl
withii?.-45 i’aytj fro/a the data you rccrlv e 'Ui© o.'.orr.i*

ii) the appeal does not ccatain i'utii-OiJsrdiox'ou.-i^o -linlr 
laix^ua^e. ‘

5, ■ , i,-'lea,;>e ucicuorfj.i'-̂dĉt. rccoipt or thiij luvtar*

r r  *
r .T T E S r S ®  ( x . t . i l  £f-a.

« E E “ " "
co?^

(  X . t A I  £f-a. .iC ' i i j j x i f *  

j:'» -ĵ yl* . la OP-’,
V Li.'.. i 0 I" • * }
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M^orQ_,o_r^u_^n_d._i-*^ni 

3 ^ 9 la W K o J:5 if« y 4 o ^ 'u n d t« ^ '^ ^  '^  tw irq u lry

■•■ tvi K4l-;y srr;;^.( K
1^38. ihi aubd̂ ..iPcu of th.' liiiputortione of e.t In ' . ■
in i>33pcct of thf-. h>q^r/ is proposed to bo h.lJ

tho ono.loacxi stutrroant of vTtuy,a ^ c h  srticlo *
of ii}piit,::;tion.3 of ni3.occnduct or mlobuhaYlour in etjpport of ^  U l^

*  S  S r ^ o  i9 <nolQ30d ( io^V^ .llh h m  f  " T T  L  bo ^
a list of witaosaua by whons, <hn ;*rt.lcL?3 of chrJ-gcs riro p po 

SUatflintxi or>.' fAso oncioacd ( ivmoxuro H I  £c IVj;

.' 8, shrt l a  h e r e b y  Infomod that IX to 00

to crji fjMpoot tjid trki, S.xtr-ict3 fronftp floo.o-oat3
"  onclosod list of docuDont3( Aimcxso Illj 'it any

withla flivti doya of roceipt of this >b;r,ortindia. Jf of r.alî -ay
£dvoa.'B303S to any other docu-noats w-*ich nro in t.vj ‘ ■
Sranl^tratioa but not n«itiono4 t).o onclosod l^>t ^ '

f ^ u r o  m ) ,  ha should, give a th.. rccoirt of

. this Mamormdun, iodloating th<r> rnî vtmo-a of thi do.rrxyaU 
hte fox* inripoctioa* Tho disqiplinary nut hority r.^-rt ^o .. ‘ •‘'f*" ^  ^
to Inspoct Jdl or tffly such docUBoats na pr.', in 1^3 o/lrsj-oa, n 
to tho ccao or it woull bo ogaiost tho p'l’bllo intcr-,5. v or t>(t<̂ iv.. y
tho State t.3 S.30W accosa thorc'to. Ho ohwild'co.-r-plcto iiicpc,Oi ica ^

additiional docurKinta within fivu e-iya of thoir „
w in  fed po;-nittod < » oxtraQt fron euoh of tho itl;.itj.onr.l.i.. c'^* n , .

os ho ia pornittod to inspnct.

-7̂

-7<{>

•5 , ShX'i j"-'' . ■ is Infcrriul thnt reqiw^t for .

-to docuaonts mrdo nt l^ter stcigca of tho inqtilri- will not bo untortninoi ^

*anl©33 oufficiont caoso ia slKiwn for tho d> I'ly in m ’/.in-': tte rr.q,u>-3w \ ...', ,
witWn the tiifo licit apojifiod ubovo uJd tho cirou'r/„iu'.^:'S pr.o;,'n C!-oa*07 
that tho I'oquojt could not hnvo btion mtd'- at rn o:slU-r: ats'jon 
roqutist for vAGinaa to additional docu.’nonts will bo fntortc-J'.-  ̂ rx̂ vfr \ 

tho conplotica of tlx) inqiiiry unless aufficijnt cnuno irf t<3>''>wn ior 

not nsldLag tho roquost boforo tho conplotlon of tho inquiryo

4® Shri ■ . ■’ ’ -ta fui’ther iufori-wd t̂ ;'it ly) rvyj if^

80 dOiJlrcs, tolo) thu j^sistarico of at;y othor TGili'ty BTvant/ t'xi o^5.oial 
of aRoilwoy Traio Unicn( v*o sRtisfiifd the roqiiirc-.-atr.ta’.of ru^o } of 

tho rs,̂ iilury Sk;a'Vf:it3 ( Difsaiplino iwd Appeal) RuloS, 1933 rjrl ^K-to * '<nd ,
or Koto 2 tlorc offrer m  the ciiso nay bo) for jnspC'ctinj t’l̂  r.ocunontd
md aaaiotln" htn ia rcproootiting hia cnoc b'jiJoro tlxj authority}
ho 8hoj.\I;i ac>::dnutcj ono or noro pora-5na in ordur of profi'r-'nooa Bcforo 

noniinf'tjbig ttio- oaaifltlng ytaJw.iy Borvasit(B) or Union
-mf liialis) c • , .

Coi^tdo»»**^
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^  ^  5j1v«jc Abdul Ali Gr* »B* Hd* ur* LKO was «wix«dia 8f*ito«S
^ r a n « u » J t o .T M /G 1̂ 1/77 RB dated 26- U-.77 l e l S S ^ S  © l iu  

®£S®SL Railway, L\acknow, on tha foUoM lne

quotad Minoraiidtfli 
« 5  Ifl^putation* of nl6*Q0n ^  or mlsbahavliir

oolXlsion betwaan 352 On Saharanpas»AUi^ab«a 
m c a a s  and t«Rpo tto*UPZ 7184 at unmanad leval eioaaina gata Ito

Station® batwaen Atrampur and ftiapli«i«ti 
J f  •  w B u it  of tha axprisa train ItoglS^ Dn a

 ̂ cro**lng with Itf gata laavai opan to
road tz^ffle  and gata signal of gata nd«a»2 In  »0H* posltioni

working 352 Dn on 2S*8 .77  
f i  5 9«ta ii»*A»2 at Saralgopal rlao

^  entarad tha laval exoitlng w h i^

UfS ? i « ?  i  ? ! * '••?  ®® «tprm B train with «M p e  ito.

cSiarga® froffMd against tha tald 
Shrl Abdul A ll, drlvar Grade *B* Kd«Qr»a uco«

sr nwssagi was received fxon CPRC to talk
®\«>»<iacUng Sr.DMS the u n d ew lS a d  w S  

Infonaad to expedite the flnalisatlon of tha oase as

m s!!!o « Sim ilarly aS per the a b o ^
fflsssage »s<v1 ,kd was also contacted and supported the ^ v e  talk .

2?  « » • undaisigned attended OS/office and after

S l l S s ^ S S r ? S a ? S 2J i ^ t * ^ ^ ^ ® ^  ^  witnesses t o ^ e

in  p io c u r S ; S l . ^ u S . S f ^ j S S 'S  
brott^t to ft  h is notice ^  nhole situation* After Relief 

\  ©peratioM  tiie track cleaied and 352 Dn started a t ^ 4^  h L  * ^ 
after 4*5 hrs detention with art

8 P i /» i£ * ,ia ’a?i5j S  « « • conducted by ur/*u> ,
A W , ana a h l/k W  and tha stateeients of Dr» AhdMi

Mohd Ayub IV and xzad F ir ^ a T M S T y l ia e n

Slo lU rXy  U t/A W  took i S o  4 ^
pairs of «  spectacles of ar^Abdul A ll* wie a

D r .  * “  *«»> ' i n t o  c M t o d y

o * n V ;2 . ; & £ j r 2 r ? v ^

the drlTei’ Abdul A ll was sent for his vision teat nm 

S / a S ^ S  original glasses was handed over to him by
^  of the test o o n d ^ M  S

ss'-ssisfr,r?3S.i? s?°.Scir̂ r̂  ̂ • -

''* •  ooi^ltted and a report is  on the 
file  for pezusal. , , . r

gRSAMBLB

P*T«0*
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. ^ result of ACi<S' inqT..iry ths criver is held resoonsihiA

€he signal in 'Oil' position- aria'-entered
I L ■® crossing ie  is peli/aary resoonsible for tlie.....
‘ ^acciQcnt* He violated GR,76 . ‘

Lnola Gate Keeper v^iose SDecific duty v/as to clos^ 
„c |e  gates , and Iwere. tl.e gate s ic n a  for t h e 's a f l p ^ .a g e  ol

Deceased Teiipo Driver Ilori Ls,ll did not erercise'Rnv 
caution wnile entering tl'ie level crossing., a i

Sdg/ L.J.ClarlcslTon,
. :Enquiry Officer,

. , . , •2-4-78,i.'Kx iV *-,V*

I-IISapRY —

■ Ilnd V -  rnhl'v ’̂  Al̂ 'dul Ali Gr. 'B,‘ P /M '^h d  Ayub IV and
^aseen IV were booked to v/ork 352 Dn. Sharran ;^r

en-^ine crew '̂uho' '̂  ̂ to^^LD, B'lS above consisted of trie
unv.ine crew vjno v/ere opcra-cxng Loco l'O.70'12 ivP.

at i t ? X S U " S . 1 a f h f r l l y  2 » '

loco on booked speed of the trriri, operating tliej

«as ob^er;i® ;Is ’ sin5  ? h J l u g f m

? ? P a ?

■ ate signal and „as at the level c r S S g  g a ? l

when the"^dSver°ieard"the^iraoJS^o"*-h?e'^lv^ 10/17hiil
on the off side of t h e ^ o c r w h S f  >*ich occurred^
and by an emergency apoUcation o- 
a grinding halt, therlby d?agcin° th^^
upto 529 meters, c„gGing tne cera^ laoen with passenged

it  was \b?erved t h j r iS ^ a s s L S e ^ \ ^ 4 e "^ k n  f  
griviously injured and ^ a s s e n c i r L s t L ^  passengers 
from the road vehicle, -̂ er, sust^inea sunple. injuries, all

the accident site, anl^recordel^all^t^^^ authorities attended 
and investigation; ? b l iS ? t o S ^ n  c n3cessary particulars
Jhe Divl. Officers of aLD I m  L?0 J^v 'I'hereafter
the Accident Relief Train and alongwith
initiative in getting i±em s.^cred to would take the
no undue delay may occur. a .̂-eno be eno'airy so rhat

^-A '■'^U ^  W. J_ # • .’’

 ̂ J_ ' ' .

“O “ “  *ab jw ilca  in the court '

i n g ^ i u l d  be t a & i % S 3 n S " a ” ^ S i r ' o " n d ? ” ' ' S ^ ' '

rvN ■t' ,T' .0 ,  31

V
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 ̂incroiiiore  ̂ tac unciersi,_ncd iv'ao hati conductca the 
^3 cTuthorised vice 3p.:co.7 gno _submit'ceci the finaings o.eiDartineh'cl̂  ̂
i-or perusal and disposal/ may do so keeping. v;ithin the rules, so * 
that no objecti-jns are raised at a-later stace av./orassine■ the 1
ad-dnistration. ■ • .

FilQCEEDlKGS

_ 1. aSie_ 1st sitting of- tho .inquiry in pa/Cf-fice on 10.1.78 
was. aela. • At tne onset of .he incruiry tao charccs as specified 
injlanoranciura i;o. TG-8/G-1/1/77 RB. dated . 26.11.77 .-;cre rled out 
ana GxpXainp to tne accused' Shri Acdul Ali am  his defence 
counsel bn r i . k..;,i»rivastava, '.lie v;&s asked whetiiijf' *ie acccDtdd 
oi- ueniea -■cr.s-ciiol?res7- x-'ab  accused'shri iu.dul Ali-hau cenied 
■cne cnarges.

. ^^le'accused at the enquiry ue,sanded relevant docuiacnts-'td
tne ease, ana clairacc- he was not'given the documents o.Ko-. 20, ■

l^nerefore the wiole case-file .was placed before tlie accus-ed
o.j^i A,jGul -all anc. nis aerence .uelper’shri li.Ii.Srivastava to 

' wnatover extract taey so desired fr-nv the flic . After 
Qcing so -ai-e case was p .d , to. 28.1*78 go as to ; ive tlie accused 
ana uerenee counsel ti:ae to study tae c-ase.. ’ '

^2. Ta-e 2nd sitting of inguiry in DS/Office on 28 .1 .78 v-;as 
nela die. accused sari Abaul Ali submitted an ao eal, aomandino 
a cou]^deue._re?ort_ of ACfl's,  ̂ WaS ' not on file , y.hef*eas the

specifically aeals with  ̂ tl.e IcciifeSj w 2 ^ n
iilTi i;rrx!u-plicate, but v;as not accepta^vle i..-y the acclised who

'c.einanaed tne wnole re'oort pnd , ■

h

'as
Ik-

■;nd “'-rr ox L.U.oiaciio-
^-c.enian ^..ola .;nich are not on file , and are witti

-he inquiry was P .n . t o - 30.1 ,78  as xiSO was o u t ,  and “urho v>a 
rccuired to clarify the progress., ^  , ■

b - f o r / t h ^ ' - ' ^ r ®  L .U ,S id c :i< ^ u e  who was t o  v e o o s e

has c ^hri .G.D.li:isra,. Shĉ d ::otice Clerk, Lucknow

fireman were given laara -r

i ĵ.i.ejuan ui- Quiy qu.-liiiea as driver) should
learning roaa. Tae interpretation of tids rule is ele-r

c u ^ ll? fS  is given learning road who ,s  no?
quali-ied a^ driver. ;,hen this rule c=me into forrp- r';-iri/T-'n

cease fortlv..Ath< - -giving Isarninc roaa to riro-.-iar. shoulc;

rule ax was indulged i ^  ® ^  xnmncernent of the

and o '£ ''S r .t « n a n \ S fS K L !S S iiS L r ^
iiw tili tt>e eUwe &ocm - stM  k 

-^en^c to tnem, waicn inci^^.entally was not on file .

V-

f

ere

P.^1.0 .4 .

i

i
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DSC/lko  noting on PP3 on file ted 31,1,78 and 3r nr. f/ t"

1 .2 ,76  have clajSed "
*o aay ACi-. s ic-ooro nes oeen received only the list of

^t^t^e n t . E .o. .a y  be aakefi to ■

Sd/- Sr,DKE/LKO. 
7.2*78

SdADSO/LKO 
'■ 31 .1 ,78 ,

: teO b y % V & C o “  errangea on 22.2.78 in DS/0£fioe

a n s w e r ' ^ t o ^ n e e p o a e d  before-che E .o. and in
f, c 4- °  confirmed that Shri aholp = n

cor.petBnoy ana

S  I S  r
? ? ^ 1 S 2 s < r s S ? - ™  - - r
:,.lece only 2 h .s °a ^ ? £  K

5̂ SSK££§XEg m K  l;MK3drti Puv-ther 1-ĥ  .t o s  v..- ■ - 
sicnals v;ere checked‘ b y ^ P Y a  Sn i £  .??f^ii^  n '̂ '
working orCer without any defects, ^ ^^Val.. ena a.ouno. to be good

and dsSSâ 3o»®AC«̂ fvÂ i‘’" *4??«s««3 «>e accident

ftbdul All oasJed tJ,e 4 t f  Si ?-i
t<.po causing ll I S

s « a n S ; r o n ' S ; f o « S ? 3 ® 5 ' " S ^  ^  Si''®
page SS. He Has i  ™ ised t e‘'S“ f  in the same cc.e

cal-1 he was oallol'as r ^ S ^ e s s
aoemant not to cdve anv s-<--.-i-̂-̂,̂ - clCCUw^c., bince ne V7£S

■ OCS v;ho also ao.Drised him^'of to 1330-and 3r, I s
before the S.oVand oray he deposed

in ais statement oare"'62 he hoS^35?''dn^'^  has clcarly mentioned

s s u ? i / S s f e ? 3 f  -

traffic, vftiich incidentlv%lfo ni n« ■'f̂ '' ^°ad

the death Of «

accl̂ent‘'?ook™lac~̂ana“stŜ §;l
.were open for road traffic and^SSc-e^nlnfSat S jn |r „\ s "? 2 ® ? .

a- vro4"ifnn‘1 “ r"^^'^. <-e.^sed at the time of

?6al in ttc “ iro in a iush charce of
de'iipo r n s e c t i o n  and flatly 

enieo ne coesnot know nov/ tiie acciaent occurrod . Ke became
awsre of the acciaent after the collision occurred,

F.T.O.S.
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, He further states he was busy fir in g ‘coal and did'hot liear '
/  the .driver calling out the aspects- pf signa3js of SPGL gage 
signals, he. further states the driver only made the vac, preak 
ap'^lication after the collision took, place. This statenent 
appears correct and practically colloborates with the breaking 
distance trials carried out by SO/ST/LKO & Pvri/Safety LKO vide 
their report placed at S.l'to. 45 of office case file .

, In 352 dn accident the drag of tern xi was 5 29 meters 
in brea)orig distance trails the distance plus- time lag was 

607.2 meters, •

P/M Mohd Ayub also deposed that on 28*8.77 v/hen the 
accident occurred his mind v?as completely upset, especially 
vjhen he was called in LF/ALD room for-signing some statement , 

,he did so without .reading it  or understanding the contents 
page 64.- ^erefore  considering: the .revised statement wherein 
^ e  driver made an emergency brake application and train stopped
5 29 meters dragging the tempo v/hich also offered an. additional , 
resistance thereby bring tHe train ,to ' a stop after 529 meters, 

.Comparing with, the braking distance trial conducted v^^erein the 
oraking distance came to 607-2 meters where there-waS no ac^oiti- 
onal existance, of a tempo being dragv^ed which collided v/ith the 
front cattel fender of the loco and obstructing and resisting 
the speed by_the additional resistance offered. Iherefore the 

comparative figure concile and prove the-driver .was not aware 
of the gage signal aspects of SPGL which he paS-ed at danger 
and collided .with the tempo at ^SPgl leve
crossing_gate,killing 18 person and/injuring 4 passneger which '■ 

were inside the tonpo 4—

^^ohd Ayub iv deviated from his orwious 
statement due to ~ ,

a> He know that by concocting the story of SPGL gate 
signal^being lowered he would amply he proved that it  was by k 
tne incSrlocking arrangement and the presence of a tempo at 
the level crossing which could only haoogn when the level s 

crossing gate leaves were open to traffic,

b) Since there was hea\^ traffic on 28.8.77' at SPGL
ga.,<e due to mela which was also observed 

by the driver why was the speed of tlie train not checked.

c) llie^visibilty of SPGL gate signal is clear on a 
SLrainghten line and: can be seen shout • and 2Km ahead . Pur-ther

IS also, placed. 960 meters ahead of the 
gate signal to alert the crew that' th,ey are ao broaching a

in Ihe S d S n t  occu?iSg!''""^' resulting

proved Dr, Abdul M i  disregardly gate 
signal at SPGL and passed the colliding with a tempo at the

“  passengers dead and 4 passengers

on 2̂ . the case 22.7.78 was carried out
• defence nelper Sri K.N.Srivastava again

prererr^ nis appeal on behalf of -the accused that he wanted
v/itnesses y/hich he felt was relevant 

and pertnent to the case, the following was .asked for;-

4

1 , -DSO/LKO and all safety cOuncellors,
2. .ffnri £h°fa Gataman SPGL,
3T ". , i'I,S.harma Sig^nal Inspector PBH.

Jia  l̂ am Resicent of village Jamuai Distt. aLD 
Tulei Ram L.R, Porter SPGL,
Peraria Guard. a LD.

Mithoo Lall Resioent of village Lakhimpur,
Uciai Narain singh-. -do- , ' Dis-tt. ald

Bajranj 3ahadur, Resident Saraigopal 
UCiain Harain Panday -do-

4.
5.
6. 

. 7.

8-,
9.

10.
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" i . Shri . Aslain Ivhen.*

aicrefore ths.cese file  v?s.s returnsci to Db 
order k  on 24.2.78 .0.i;o.69*

-.0 fo r

2o»8e78^ 1 et'cer '.;e.y coclcet'ced to the under signed c.t 
.ij*.,o.73 to^decide the issue after exeming Uie revele,nee of 
s'lrnesses in tne b.sse* Therefore the unaersi(_ned gave the 

. remarks to call al: -tlie witnesses as decided’"by D /c  \vitii tlie 
c:cception of ana Safety counsellors v;ho do not have a «- 
c;irecet hearing of i)r. Abdul Ali passing SPGL Gate sional
at Olv hence, they need- r,ot be called,

tonse^^  ̂ administration arranged trs the 4tb
satwing xn DS/Office on 9 ,3 .78  and arranged to call ell the 
puolic witnesses Svi‘sO.75. ■  ̂ '

5 . m e  4th sitting \-/es arranged in DS/Cffice on 9 .3 ,78

v:* SnrJ fihola; S£faiv/ala cum gatanan of 'saraicooal'deposed 
f  ’̂■'e.-̂ âs on duzy from 8/Oc hrs tO: 20/0c hrs o.

cb.b* / / at .bPGL as galernan and v;hen 352 dn express v/as
■approaching he; went to close tiie gate, but found some fiffi- 

H  oioing so oiue to I-.ela rush, also the securing brack er 
ox- --̂ e was j anirniiig and he-v/aS engaged in rcducino k
orac.vet. in^me-mean while tempo forcibly oassed -die cate 
and enterec; tiie level crossing track v#ien orecisely 35 2 an 
^xpress also arrived at tii-t crudical second and eolliaea vdth

thSt ',/as la s t ly  v;ith so many- ^eoole killeo
uiat. lie vjgs - ■ on tally upscc^

gatonan Shri iihola in answer to >..5 on oaae
ori signals was  ̂on 'OK* for 352 dn
on 28 .8 .77  in xurtner answer to Q .15 ,16 ,13 , on oa-e 82 it

* « « * >  « } •  s a t e  i n o D e n  ^ n u i t i o n
? ? r n ? l  c r o s s i n g  and 3 5 2  dn p a s s e d  t l . e  s a t e
--^nol, at Cu i ^nerofor^ all aspect -ĵ .int that 3r Ai-̂ dul Ali 

^ s s ^ n g  ^PGL Gate signal at -oi- and cklidino  with 5

resulting in 18 passenger died and. 4̂
. pa>-s,„nger injured all rrom the ternpo*

• ^  dciposed before B the '^ .O .

cn '28"?  77 27 .8 ,77 to 8/oc
■ I p - 4 o c l ' i r c ' " ^ n d ®  ^uncvicning of the -gate s±f and its 

-nd nn i J  '̂̂ as in proper working oraer-
ona no a im c u l t y  -experienced in o jendinc and closin- the 
g a t e  an a no a i f f i o h l t y  & r  lo w t e in g  oi: ti^o s a t r S J n a l .

• - In ansv;cr to Q*4 page. 86 the tulsi 'ram hps dp -tocr-d rh,^

' s i o n a l  e a n n o t b e  low ereS. n it n o S t  c l o s t o f  £

■ ^ ^ f l e r e r o r e i t  i s  c l s a r i y  e v lG e n t  t h a t  t l'ie re  '.>as no c . - f - i- i-  
s i t n a T  O f. g a t e  l e a v e s  and l o w e r i n g 'o f  c a t e

, on S o o n s S S K v  i^^O/LKO noting

b y 't h r j ^ S c d f ^ i l s o  on°pagl 90 
as u n d e r : - a c c u s e d  and defence coun̂ -el

^ a f . t y
the 
on 

th of

« . e  » 6  . n .  a l l  t h e  J a i e t r S ^ n s ^ n o S

(2) Lhe Public witnesses which are r, quire;d by you for 
cro3s-cx.q.'i;ina'::ion is your responsibility *to produce tiiera a..
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vjell ?s r.ctcd by D30 on' page 5 of -Die file .

I'^'ierefore if you so desire you fusy arrange to call thc-s.. 
v/itjiGSSes you re elf/ e,s this ofiicc already callca them but 
none have turned up pace. 75.

5) ®ie Stl-i sitting in DS/Office was arranged on 16 ,3 ,78 .

,tSd
eked

erk

shri ■-•Raphael Pereeia tlie guard of 352. dn express on 
28 .8 .77 has deposed before the E.G, Shri P. rurai has stat^.

■ that his train left Atrarn jar at 10/11 hrs 6" la ’ce and pic} 
up a speed of about 70 Kni P.H. v;nen sudL.enly he felt a jer) 
and vaccwn dropped v/hen the train v;aS approacning 3PGL.
Vhe traincaine to to halt with tiie .3/vafl already passed the 
level crossing v/ith a heavy scriranage of pu:.lic shouting an  ̂
excited and he observed several people \‘ere ‘killed,

Tfete gaurd in ansere to Q«1 page 93 lias confirmed when
he got down from his Ei/van he observed tlie; level crossing gate

.leaves opened to traffic and the.gate signal in ‘GK positioe.

In ansere to Q. 1 page 93 the'guard has also confi,r.:.cd
as an eye witness and cuard- i. .charge of, the train that the 
driver is repponsible for pas::-ing gate signal at ’0 K['.

, in^am.’ r to Q .7 on page 92 the guard admitted he saw th'. 
gate signaJ. at OK at 10/19. hrs i .e «  2" after tlie accident 
.v;hich also confirm driver passed gate .signal at' Oi;.-

Bhri llunna Lall S .I . ,  (Kast) RiL deposed before the £ .0 . 
on 10.3*78 he has stated the interlocking of gate signals wa 
was tested by DS & DSO/LKO at 17/50 lirs. and it  was in  vjorking 
order Later tiie same locking v;as again tested jointly with 
TI/PYG and il (l )  LKO Shri Preiri'Singh and T I/?iL
also replacernent of signals v/ere-checked everytliing v/as 
found in perfect working order.

In this connection 'ciie testing of joint report was submitte 
to ASTL/LKO. . ■ .

li'ierefore, the signaling authority Do'i/DSO/LKO are also 
v.dtnesses to the fact that -die interlocking of gaze in 
concerning signal at SPGL is inperfect v./orking order/ which 
leaves no room for dovibt.

Since no public witnesses turned upon on 16. 3.78 tlie E . . 
gave a let er to the D /c v/ith page 98 as under!—

Para (a) tl'ie feels it is not obliga'cory for calling
nso Ei Safety Inspectors to bear witnesses ' in this enqmii^^ as 
they are not directly responsible or have no connection v;ith 

the incident of 35 2 dn. expr2ss at SPGL on 28 ,8 .77 ,

Para (b)^ DSC/LKO has given nis noting at PP5 that it  is 
tlie responsibility of defence to bring any outsider v/itnesses 
he so desired in ikscek connection v.dth this encuiry this 
oj-fice has already sent telegram calling the v/itnesses but 
none of them have turned up hence the GIBUS'of oroducinc- th-ee 
wi-cnesses  ̂ is now your resioonsib lity. If ho\;cver yor, can 
produce these witnesses^at a later stage as specified by 
you^vjitiiin reasonable time/ the' inquiry can be oos too nee., to 
suit your convenience. If  however you do-not agree bn these 
condition ciian it beconies obligatory to decide, the case on a
rs r*» -V n—J- /-k ____________ -n _ ^  ,

3d/~ E.o* 16.3.78,



¥
theand ,vicilG.nt, since thore uc.j: a h se w  r̂ ŝh a^

/^levcl crossing. o

t h .  “ i” c o n f o m i t y  withcontlnLlly"®ia“one h“S ̂ ^ 'S . '*i-tlo
to s t o p  s : 4 t  O f ° n y  o S s ? r ^ 3 ? L f

traffic f i r s t ! -  ® leaves, sore ooen to

i'lir̂ tlf fSrtJ?tTr̂ v"r1S=; - ^̂>hereii're:\“;̂ iS\r‘® ,
a t  OK t d t h  a  E o e e d ° o f  a b o ^ t 6 5 /6 7  ■SP L

f  i  S ? c " . 1 o ! | ! f  SPOL
o n  . 8 . d . 7 7  w a e r e in  16 p a s s e n g e r s  w a re  k i ' l l 5 d ' 4  p a s s e n g o r r i n j S a

O P  g'HE Ĉ hP.-P'..

2 ; B r J s  S '. '^ L llo  t o

fn=.s„?,-r j? S i & i
exam inefi d u r in g  tt io  c o u r s e  o f  « i i c o i r r  ' w ' ’5 2 i i ^ , ^ i S ' ' ^ * *  
witnesses excpin^ bj -a C2s  vide ilis r e '^ ^ "o n  I'-l^ m

r ^ s  of s p G L ;w i :^ 's m r 6 p 5 . to
UPZ 7184 car^Gng 23 gass,angers passed the o’oen gate c r o S  o?er 
tne other s ia e . ternpo driver‘-s crew of the cW oachino  t e
tra m  coulo, nr.ve been observed as aoainst tie sr;=tinr \

of 6 passengers he was carrying 2 3 " ^ a s " n ^ ? s " S l c S ^ . l a n r f  e S  
v;as tight craving o f . passengers in and on the sices of tie 
325.? temjpo wnicii prevented the driver from seeing 35o £n 
approacning tnercfore due to dual orror^ o f S

(i) Driver Aodul Aii dps si nr' <?Dr’'T  ̂ ■ 
on ana running at 65/67 Fn ph r fr !?'- ^^^^ Sa'ce signal at

. . . v y  ? - ‘ S  - r S  S i -  3 . n
Dirxvcir Oji ĉrr'ioo I7P7 7iq / s ■ ■» *

a o n e y  .,as c a r r y i n g  23 « a s s e S ? e r J  i r  h i s  g ro e d  f o r  ,
pemassible 6 passengers. -empo instead of the
inis resulted he could not s«(= • •

p a s s e d  t h e  o p e n  g a t e  a s s u r in o  t h e  t S c l -  ^
docK. a lo n c w it h  18 P a s s n e s e r s ' k i l L d l M 4  f S j u r S ' "  ® '

t h e , g a t e
could have been a v e r t S ?  >'bis accident

Sd/- L ,J . Clarkshon,

2 .4 .78 .
S.O,

(
}
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RIDER.

Driver ©f th© t«mpo <ilar®gax<3l6d all m lm  ot 
«gaici0t thft iiozsttal sciatinir cspnuity of 6 hs hiiA allOffoA 23 in
tfce t«np% pii»s«ag*ri »«»« hicv« bM B accomcidat«d jum hia laft a» 
right, biliiisd ani heavy where ift the cab of tiwpOi m  w m  lor hii
look <nital4a wa^s# He ha<3 Wriilc approachinn the esoaaiiHf «>t txiad
^  ’ oolt out ior th© api>r3 «dni:f?.g tralnm aiia hi^ inapit© of heaziagB o£ othi 
(afl par ai^€«aiea) ent«x«a the levei cioasing at spata* Althou#i by tha 
open petition tha lanral e»©gs:lsg gate taaars parecaaca tihiat It  la aa£a 
thiTO to jpaaa thxDi;0« it i.2 isot cojorec ô auraptioi:! to aiaka fiinea tTia of 
haavf is that o£ tlia «r.d til* <;siv .̂r of tlie xoad vanleia is r a ^r a d
to look to ri^v;; ar̂ i lef^i ant?, n5fs)s« mitm of its beiisg e»&5© to o m s  tha 
X<3\'el eiofieis&g, in hi*' aj3xlet;y‘ to jreq,«r> hi« d®3t«r*aT.to»n ■&.« £oad Tahidla 
drlvai' ionor» this basic caution to his sJLoijgwith him took
18 pa0S«Rfaxa 11t6S iKjrtid 4 paasaagftra ♦'
Bee4tti8« ovar cî fctiiRg hi£- helper also oaulĉ . mt prm>mn3̂ ly aasist him 
is3 tJ*a letter csf iocklnir

Sii^refora tha ta®̂ c* <5isl’v“€'r i-s resjx>nsli?l« for viola^iaa the
tx&Sflc x\ilm a?s!3. ^:wjul8t4oim enc: for over tha taiRpo siiisig tSirivina
hasani result<ed in a^teririt! the ligval ccoasii^g gate of s s ^  tdtivmt

attaative aseS hiu tfSEtpu at crucial Meoovn̂- iS2 da iraa
passing tha iev€i xit»t gata awS cjoilidad wliareby IB liv&» v6ra lost*
ax»S 4 injured all ftois tha feampo*

cl<arteshoa 
Knqiiiry Officer#

3#4,7i. <
t Xî DIKGS

enqidi:f coiTiERlttCi# ait'cer havirjg ^on̂ i t rtru^ ali the aviaence 
availahXa on recosx̂ .?, ar<d ciDcss-€;̂ ;&siiridtlof:s of sl3 witnaeseii, with an 
ui^r^iKlicetl view, do higretoy tiud urxlciri-

D d w r  Ali Gr**B> K.oi^s iov.ErS giUity o£ tha
chsijcg'ss aat,z.hl*mm Msmo*T*ntit2?s m »^ :c ^ /O i/l/'n  m  Ot*26*ll«71 
issued by Di-t̂ rtiŝ Soaal supdt otfice I'biithfsrr. XMdtinoif*

c^river iibaul .iXi Ov#'o» 1® irc-spctyaibla diarefarde the
the geUf of gate *t ©tatica Mhile norlcing
352 Di! of t̂ ie trai» on 23«8#7? He paBSod th#»aai4 gate sic

*0J7/» ar«a orrl'iBrf4 thu ie^^i cTOSsiny ceuseS
ool.lis.ioh be?/wG®n 352 dn sxprsss ami t®ipo iso*Uir’2 7i84 at
l€V«i gate at'SFGL Slag sta.tida on 2e»8*77#

L«.7* caiarlaBhon
^ * 0 *  3 « 4 * 7 8

!«

. /



^ • R « 3 4 e / X  " Q a t *  S ig n a X s  u l t h  'a *  *.

a i g m U l n g  t W L t w  S  “ ^ s n a l  l a  n r a

b&tw m m  ttim g o t©  a i g n a l  « » d  t h »  S ! ^ f  ^  «  i>ri«

y«lIow dtcalm : pl%tm ofith* s i c ^  5 !Ji

pxmidtA wll^ «  *<3» mt »ok» he »lgaaX
«na briisg hU traltt to sSo  ±2
If «ft«r w a i u 4  for ^
ttlaht, 1̂ ® algnai A* not tfSn ttll mi uta in
rfi®iS catiUoii^y and stco &©Sii ff  f?''
H® «hall «i«a hi h ^  S?aSlied

!S«.^*irrs.€rs”r %
». -r., ?" s ? s . ? s , » s ^ ^ a “«3s/

(̂ ((5

Ofi*76

C .̂S#76(b)

>:%

(b ) * h e  <5il\r« « a u t io u a » i-

w e r y  a l o n a l  » S  s t t e n t l o n  t o  a n m > b » /

t a o S .  - X ,  « ’*  b a ^ c i n  i ,

i , M ',dP-



! ' H.- \ : . j .  p,,£.

r r.o.ri! .it:: ;urt\vay

• rJ!’-' • *•' 
*:• . 1 . .• ).■

^Sri S. 
Panloy

I ,/)>--

V’/ ‘

5̂  .• \  ■ 7

tio.j s ..1-rir, Ijn rr I,.- . /  ̂j. „

o W  01 S7'i/-. Lrt/:.:. oi \rvi.p , C2 years,

I im - 11-rlns 'hrrt '̂r r'' ir ''.iirj-'lm
îcHr-iow •'.m u;.-,! .-iti, l,: . ,a . l -j. o' -!• *’■
On • •. .77 T h -oook'o Tl.- r ' .-ul .].i, i'• , i A - ' U h  
wltH On. 0!>̂ . «.rrTl-.-. .jt t.,-: ' -  ,.i in
h j  (or ir-̂ vc dov:n. le/- t:-, ..V- 1.-;,

on duly, W v n  .*0̂ o..i,n './a *'.l riv^ .l-r'c on

<iV) by pooling; him iro* ''Ciplpr.i lAr.’arin: or 2 iLo

1 hnva nothing lutth^r to i,ay •,", c:lo-- nv at-•‘occnt 
of rry own nucord. '

■ y
( G.->. Mi^X’ ) ’

Mi'it ii !.ie ’̂ T''ccdui>3 Tdopt.ni lo? boo’-Tiiy of runnltt:' 
on laoin lino In tegtr- k o 1 ' iniag read ol o 

aretion?

'^cvlcuuly the Orlv;.*rs aKi rir'*"''n v, cl;f>r I" :7 f!iT:7 
rof.d vhonavfv t'i 7  h^VQ not, U3?i:,ti on c ciioii
n pfcTiol f»t 3 Lonrhn. ' t  p rc i.c ii-,  l. iia  *',Dpl.V-o o-^ly
to the drjvcp:., «-o ^cction nlip no,<l dt;® 8o3.ir7C 
to the 1 1972 - iIu Lt ^o . CCIU cKiboiic:

‘Irv.D'̂ n (if duly cunlliisd no Dpiv^or) chcu^j 
b.̂ rivnn ti\:» rocd, rhe intor o?otn^;ion of
*■'.-.• rnlo is olcnr ^  th^^ foro no ^iroc'^n io 3 iVc“D 
l.«.iPni»t] rftcd vfhca io not au'>lif2.c<3 ai n T's-ivo?o 
Jinv'j fjc^nou Dlvialm dctsa not hatJo any Plroaca 
qUGlli’l̂ fl *i;j Orlvop th’’ nuo tioo of (rivln:̂  1<>-fDirr:T 
roa^ CfXD nor. orlao* turthej uhon thlo ocPi'co^Jlon 
slir wos rut into votej ftho l>oSoO« tx vo.cisallî  ocnti 
nls L*T,i^toty I ^ o  ri -«lls I>rjr to tii« 4ho<3 to 
c ix 'ML th"t thlc PTn^uicc oi pivin;* I'lfarnln:?
1'''^ '.o tno rirpr.on s»iU«i<l ccQOcct I'orthylth.

,->n:t ncjoptcit (-5 covroct*

r- ■
i' -

l^Ll k -1̂ .̂.;'. ■ .La-.(ia

I .'> /■

( G«i^. liiora > ‘ 
iS&ol ©78
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A

Stftteinent Of Shrl . , 4
Rtnk• Driver. ^hri Nqzim m

QM* warning given,

« .  ife. Ta-a/o-:/,/77 *b

Q* 8

4ni,

^ w J l . “S “ !s tean”2 . ‘M “ to7o*." ^*^S“

in abSMcc “  > ? " “ f«“ e^oouSll%‘ "

p
inquiry om c«r.

, A .

p/#

I U' < ■ .
OWul All), 
driver Lugknow 
^^o Jh«d,

U

J



f .yv«|. ;/>9,<KS«

*.*5* 't f. i . I

St'-tsaant of 3bri L.a^ ’̂iddiqui, S/o Sri SiddAqttl
Uaaignutioni ‘f<.f?*H»/ ^
Bate of p:.?s 3 lC/~ length of Ser«lcc» 23 yeora.

I am not pr.n)'i"̂ r2 to ftgbmi’' ‘?oy unless
I yeeoivQtl a i’f’ply of {?*>’ cT;pli'J‘-'*''ion iG»l*lv)78
(jddfejisc'i to 3t-ition MuSt,»T, frayoe,«

J hnVQ oothinf! more to sâ ? ar ? close niy stntessawt ef 
tss own ac«oi*d*

r

( L/J, BIOM'UI ) 
r JTr ay nt;.

QTI£a''̂ IOK-̂ By me g?inTjjrtY Qf/ luKR 

Q.l. You have t>een c-'Hed t-o att^oi the B»A*^S enquiry 
as a \^ltmss, therefore the qu.itlon of yoc r^fyslng 
to attend t.hfl enouiry ua.BoncUî  a tnvly to yoar l«tv«r 
to Iho Stitfion is not & valia exous? .̂ Yoa
ar® r«>-qu»5ŝ <'a to uootAi'vM in the rrocsQf’ln.j'S a« a 

as refv̂ sal to give a at'̂ tareent is iiift»w»anst 
feenfcamouat to isWiaclpiins nryi brt>‘<ch ot th© 0 4B 
p?cwc«<54nga* consider oefore giving re fu sal*

iUBS«« llie chief critaria fo? cjq not to atierKi ths enquirjF
is b*»s@<3 on tha i'&ll.ofe'lni i’aetsi-

a) 2fl 517 letter to Station Hfst r I asksd
i’er viertfiln clariiications to 2itatioi;i warte-
ia* ruljes to be supplied to fee vhlt:h Uass uot twe» 
sun.plioS to as ao fa? 9

fe) I fm l tbat my b® p lab or'‘.ting i!3 this usiqUiJ*^
.: woali ir4uco an iavoivcmenfc yhich .-it lut«r «taiQ

■ ^^7 net against nss ai>1 further involv® m  into a moss*

e) SlacQ th«s*0 la s r.rocsading- in court of Inv in 
t?:c cr}S<3 I (io not wish t:> aggr^veSy situatic-n 
furthej* by inlulging in raove ttiiious aw5 cj^inllcst^d 
enquiry, in v*lah I my further ba deeply involved.

^.erafof^ taking 3, narMoxicnl view of the situ*>tIon 
I am not yr̂purs'J to sit for r'n̂ ennjriry unless Ststioa 

j?r jy.ig 1) .?• ,0,/T,*jaknow clarii'jia whnta^or 
points I ha\M? aStce'1 fosf.

smm K?ins& ( .uu. nium<:m > 
* ***-» • ♦

m  I ' i '

T
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of Paj.3- Hfj.T̂ fV/.., *«o*‘’ V- Xiŝ ra,
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On '̂ .̂B,77

w ilnp  9UtiA»

;^8s»gft fi*oir sX/PrJr^r I r«./**rv<%i
36̂  Dn. 'train Sxiyress! ^ith u 4 ^

to & *e ^ u lry !^ ’ «*̂ y brrS lr^jr^ivi,^
t«st©fl t̂ ic workine of i w? r̂ '̂ or/' ...ran
| ,f|« ;ttio  reason pbe*!-. tti? tM^r,riy.
Sri Slfl̂ ’lqui g from Fsf on riuty t. /e* '

any co^lrclug re p ly /l Jl'' ^
eonelud«a th^t tb« ® ^  sorô  of the public- .na
signal. 5hpf« wpro so wany of^lcliil?'*nh**th?'* • ‘’nt^st th§ Civil a îthortty nm *Vg«'?L spot from tiv'
fllviaion- Thw JfJer I  AHahab,fl

accoTdlngly, I movo'1 towftrtl̂  Pbanhflmt«\2
«r<J th«»n ^o^B^,l^HS^^ took’

stat..*„t at ..y  own accor.? aM h.va Z t h T n T i ^ %

'  V  '
*̂ nqu.̂ ry Offle^r,^

HA*',UV
Sl|:n«t»r« rfSrl

T,I,/PR^. T*t,^/3/73,

AiiMatilnns ,.toJibft,.MiiiTayigiiiif*yfy I;f,̂ î̂ r.r flfft^nr,
•s — ‘ '•S M

>r.x*

A.

^uty of 3rt BV.la frn^ ch^kln? ^
recnrf̂  at t^o ^   ̂ of-the re}fv*isit

m i poŝ f̂l̂ lnp 
vt,s„n t „t  1,

I
i
i

I-'' r

%
N.

\ \ , 

V  '

P.r.e.
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Q*3»i
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QA.

A.

<̂ho 3g rî sBoBglble for honklm 3,1 BhoU to work

v L ? o ^ ;s  M fs ;;'.i :r .r ? A  T-r-«ib.-

aSJrir "^  W k m »  who l,me« lii2nf.atlnf

.  .
n® has workcfl harny -? ht-s, when the «crl/̂ #r»t 
occwyfla, Hs âs»«*» •m j  $l% n»tmun at P/- hVB, th« 
accl*1©nt occiire'! at l  C/15 hr s.

8«»* lUlr>̂ ri>

Whether low?r<ng of sir?n»3, Is f>osp1bl« by any 
fmiv fmil p>9 a?*s tho

posiblo ‘ntftll accomnff ito;,ieh« -l̂ -wyry *if 
mBTlockint sr>^cimy ^
'RcJt a technical nars*i»

'is

^•8*

In Intnrlopklr̂ f* wun*
C«r. hewJtn rofftrencÂ  to my qtiostl.o*< m.F?

I  aw not: avarf* it . ,
 ̂ , , SO©s^»J(»fef,tlv»

Af n fatr 8 lpn« l o f f  nosJt5nn
c?ini<OTaenê ' fo? iioaa Xrs»ffJf»*
r u  - Arns of
ta n  n ^ t be ‘^ 'sn r*  fo r  roft-« t r a f f i c  t i lJ ^ th p  d«f^et5v®

Ja  put to  0?? p o s it ion r  o r  th<* p u t*  is  m t  
prot)4»riy pr«t^»ft# fl from th« f!*sd ffic .

in  th e  past oee>iro<  ̂ where th in  e«tn 
8l|ri5al v«3 four>d tfe f^ c tlv ^  It? OFF p o s itio n  «n<9 I f  «jo
hov WRS th© Cate tra " ‘ " lc

defective In th*? OFF position,

opinion vbetber ft Slgnpl be lowr>r«̂
U m i U  oi th is  fq c t  tha t In te rloe 'dnK  not p«rmlt?

T anythin*? on tjrê ttmTirJon but, fhtjavy of
w h ^ r t h ^ " i ^ T / ? r  b« io 4 re ^when th© ^ato 1« co M ltJo n .

When yr,?j s r r lv 'y ’  a t 3 !t«  0^''l'%jn!; '/h^t w, •<
co!V̂ l̂ lor. of th-2 I»n> .iJrr'i.?

t«xi>>iexgy>;acr«i*id* for r o r '  t r « f f v  si>̂  sl?r.fj} !n

Gfin yo" say what a f*  the  fa c to rs  ^ ilc h  la«̂  t-  »:r!s 
i-'ont..?

arcp'fv̂*-’* of thf' fsi*"® ĵy the '*t-i'.''t.,

A , I’.J .(;,
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A.

Q.13.

^ •1 4 ,

^4.

A«

i.l#.

f̂.

i A.

Q*19.

n«n?.. rffcT your r^Rirarts regar^lrp On.PVl of O^H
»OOK.

, 3 lrni3 c-̂ r b# off Its Int«rlorV^nr
%« sui'BortH by the t -r -  confltfltlrf -iVril Ir î hlch 

f on âJĴ ar at4 w«rner 1« off or 

U '^m ^Urm V  ennjwtlon with tho tooii Mn§

I 2 r  ?"y ĉ owMnts «ltici» I m  rot h^vlnr
author̂ felvp knowls'̂ ge on tha subject InterIt^ck In,?.

!l«cfljirei< It  corr«»ct.?

AO of far eomr'arts on tho aubj«ct is sowflthlnf «!§« 
wnicn r equires ma»t<»pplc© knowlô ’ee but whnrii
ltnowl«-<R« for tha TI or any trrfftc  -"an. 1

yoti acĉ jp’t  that In ccn'mor* knowl«iPt ffl-tor** 1 g 
of wl«talce to er©(?n ifi ?

In ry nplnl'T th«r<? » Is iv> ubswos of wlitn’co* to 
creop In*

ntwtijffienh when FSK nnf* Qfttenian wsro tif»t 
ĵaw# to glvo ft’vv ronvln/*-?nr r-’Dly bnv vrm 

tholr reply r«gar;Hng th<̂  aiate «nr̂  the slrml «te*t
I  rorplu-̂ ofli so on thn of tnyttfry rSft'̂ frowPublic avallHWLt «it the tlte . ry iron

Win you nl®aP0  naCiM t?<e fflrsons ymi ernijtr<»4 abont the 
gnV afpnal wnather they wora well known to yr»i prior 
to this accl(?ent bainp within v-«r Ju-r*s'*lcti'>n.5‘ 
Whether thav ŵ ra nr<*SAnt prior to thi,', 11 asit ani 
rop'fllne'* tbari» M il your arrival?
%|]rt1«axietnrx»xwfi; Fov naraea war»i already ««unltt»»
at tha tlrre ACES F.<"rii>lry Ir i.Vilch sonia public T\un 
reai.fln^ that af'. a hgl jiubrltta'’ their str.'-o<*>»,nto 
In  t  'ift ACBS enquiry* Thalr ctatw^fsrt way ba ohtaira'^ 

frop. the tnm  aT^tilrr m r o r t . It  is not •^osbihle for tha 
A . * •  to reiT'arbfir the n.'iWaa o f thft c’3*Bl’ t«r who If 
controlin? rcrp than 9.1 Stations .

Yot’ h-ava taken -̂ ut twc papers fron r.ht» 3tfiilo»' tnrnt'* 
of Sar»lponal refrartfln  ̂ th« pojiting of Sri Dhola aa 
Ofctahfiii on th  ̂ gal** ftnfl you us'̂ e over o’̂ ly on*
paj»er to I>30 , where i§ tha othar yarar,?
Only ofv' piooi W3 & îVAUalila at t ‘'ie st.̂ ti'̂ n 
tha tjoctjnr of Sri 9 hoi3 wrltc^n lr> ti?»n̂’vr!fInr
which w<»3 .̂ \̂ b«3Co’l<»ntl y nry?ufred i--> ĥo> / ’ fJ «nojlry,
^h»t wfts th-9 r-’flsf'n to t*?e cv?<'**r<*a M' tha
oostirr 0  ̂ ->rl arf-* .-̂ nt 'rhe T>n’''«r« f-r̂  ̂ thfi. *
itciUon rPcorf’ îV without ovt̂ r stty r̂ k'̂ infc

« A, It Isj totJ*lly fftlsa fco all^p
r / ) '*i«tro/**l, r .I. thr.

ai th>»t n̂y v&tj
or f?nr t «tka pny p-iPT;

f*' A
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£to.smf, pr.s a i x aa i t,j.. T. f./pi,r,

An«. tr  Qrnntlfin no.18 C<mM.... jf  't'ht.J',' r»c.«.,r, ' H,™
‘tS'f

r%Tulr»vi by

Q.19. l' lorvle* h,vo y,.u

p " : i l  - T  '  B* ,ny  ,l r n ,l  , r « . y

"o r p o U y  1 h ,v 9  nrt snpri tho CT1» nt sny 1of9i.MT»

l:x^r7li’'w \ T :r ; , r
Have* yru wer he«r4 If.-erJock3 np pô nr

«n hearing when I

How n«ny rnt«»B are nonnê  In your .ItipS

In p.y crlnlon th« ntoro quftstS'.n has got rv> 
r«?l̂ \'j“' 7 -/it. t?o c«r“ In rAv<jvi«tr f;>ie tnf«l

1̂!? pI co»’tro3 3«» by tr« f̂l<*
0?fS/<p̂  brqnfh nny b<j obt̂ in«/̂  from th« D.S,

cccl-^ont st./it^on ip5<?t o i lo r  to tJ-.J*

Jwly*lr»77. i’h«

‘-M Vf)M fln'» n̂y J rrrtP.u] nr Ity f-hs >̂ ork5np of
f'l’ y n ^ r r - ^ a n y  2 np‘»e«i ê . ou'ci.-̂ n of vr»rkfl 

a? t><-r cn'-rtlr-ip'’ p’ ar.a?

For „bor« Inrornntjrn ray i-̂ lov„nt. •in.̂ r.'.<'f.fnn wt<* 
isny V 3 p«n . ':-n':>B^ruortU sat,#
î n.o vai; flao r^o/lA'' Hln-u-vH)- I’̂ a
•int.ny r̂ no-f cn î stel ptobablv on '^,V.7S &C that

not-9 n-n./ e]yo b? !♦■. 1« fur̂ ;hiir
, s'*  ̂ of th-5 "-•'c?’ V,.  ̂ eop-f rtrr*

wlt.i ^nn.'ara. 01* .»tiirai’''Ur o'»r.>/i(̂ y *«r’t.'este'1
.100 to tr..> r.avu, n ••

J r .  I?. I-.', M.J V . ■'’. I . / i ’r'.’̂ if. JttJl  1*- ha?»
T>pf;  ̂ 1»> l<ei\ of
to-., rl >>tr*i: . ' f c ^ r i r n J _ ' ^ q  'Voyj iw* It

V C T ^ t - ^  ..i A'.. '^^u’-ri 'o'ViuA i. i » ' f'v olry
' i U ^ t . -  of TI.TK.J

QôSf!,

P.C Cl" r>r;;

'î iijulrv Uf<*Ĵ .T.

/[!>■

•'•if'n.it’irrt of w'rl ,‘*1
Y.T.^r.v:.

T>«. ,o

Ul,



Name Sliri .Mohd Ayub IV S/o Shri Sarafar Hiis^ain 
. Design:- Fireman Gr. 'B' . D .O .B . 1934. . D .O .A . 22-:.~55:. 
f' .Rate of Pay Rs,290/~ .

GM*s Warning' given . . . .

I was working aS i'/M alongx-zith driver Shri, Abdul All 
' working 352 Qn .ex LKO to ALD,,on:'28:.8:,.77 on Loco, ito.7012 WP.

At LKO on 28.8,77 I was served the call book to .work 
2SL ex LKO to .SLN .with' Dr, .R., Mill an I also signed on duty' 
to work 2SL. I, was vro.rking ..oh 2SL Loco when .the ALF Shri 
^«P.SrivaStava^informed'me to. work'35 2 Dn as there .waS no ... 
firOTan, I informed the ALF I 'was not. prepared to work 

■. 352.Dn as I was not .aware of-LKO-ALD via RBL section. Olie 
ALF informed me if  I do. not work 352 Dn. I v/ould, be suspended,

Iherefore inorder to avoid being'suspended I vrorked
■ 352 Dn, ■ ■ ' ■

• At the. time of accident .at gate A/2 .at SPGL' I was
. engaged in putting a 'fush'charge of coal in the fire Box 
: I was also^^not -aware whether there v/as' any gate or gate signei 
between ARP-PFM. I cannot say how the accident occurred.

I^nen I heard the. collision between -Loco and tempo at" 
the'gate of SPGL I closed the fire hole door-and. looked out 
to ascertain tJie reason,

X observed a: tempo had. dashed with .my locos 1 -shouted 
to . the driver to apply -vac.cum- and -the train has stopped,

. , I.helped In  extricating, the-passengers from the temoo 
and haa to return to my loco as the crowd wanted to assault 
me. ■ .V.

. I have notlTing further to; add and close rny statement 
of. my own accord, '. : ■ ■ , , ^

■ Read and explained in Hindi' and accepted as correct*

,Sd/- Mohd Ayub iv 
, 24-2-78

Sd/-L,J.Clarkson 
24-2-78,

Q .l \*at was the position'of gate and gate. signsils as 
observed by you immediately after the accident ?,

Ans, I did not observe any thing,

Q-. 2, lunat was the- train vaccurn like .

Ans, Train vacuum were effective. ■ •

aspect of ga.te sianal at 
 ̂ oPGL while approaching : ■ '

I. never heard the.drivet, call ouf the sifet- signal asnect 
as, I was busy firing at th,at time,. " " “ .

\*en-.the driver iTiade an etTieî gency application of vaccum 
after colliding now are did the train stoo beyond 
gate signal. .

Ans, About 300 meters.'dist.^.nce,

. 9*5 , Did ^ e  driver make. emergency break 'application before
or after the collision v îth tempo.

Ans, HMsKfe .After collision took place,

Q. 6. Was the driver v/earing glasses., throughout the. journey?, 

'Ans. ;YBS.

Ans'

Q.4,

Sd/- Mohd Ayub iv 

24-2-78
Sd/-Abdul Ali. Sd/ - L , J , C1 ark son 

'24-2-78. .



. s.

Q,7, vSnat are yotir ^ucatlonal qualifications

-»2*»

I. Ans, 6th d a s s ,., )^r/

Q.8, idiKlJM Whethdr any inquiry was condtict^ on 28,8,77 If so 
by whom and at what place*

Ans* on 28,8«77 Spj/ald asked m  to the Running Room and asked 
me to sign sj/̂  a statereient which I did, as my mind was 
completely upset due to this accident I signed the statement 
with reading or understanding it*

Q»9 Do you mean to say that there was nothing like an inquiry 
by SF3/ALD,

Ans, I was not aware there was any enquiry on 28 *8 •77#

Q,iO whether you were alone called to sign the statement or sa 
driver and lind fironan were also call^*

Ans* Driver Abdul Ali was already sitting in aLF/ALD office, 
while myself and llnd Fireman wint to the R.Room where we 
were well called fr<xn,

Q#ll Who all were present in ALF/ALD office when you signed jdt 
these papers on 28.8*77«

, Ans I domt know or rec»gnize any one there-

Q*12, Do 3?ou xraBiBBE remember the itos of persons sitting there 
and please fill their nane and designation of the persons

Ans. There were about 5 to 6 persons 1 do not know thaaenames 
and designations*

Q*13 %  you mean to say that you did not recognise any one
sitting in ALF Office and signed the papers without krK>wing 
the facts noted upon it*

Ans, My mind was totally upset over the accident hence I sign d, 
the statement put up by SFI/ALD,

Q.14. %  you accept it was blunder to sign any papers w/o
ascertaining it the facts and knowing the persons after 
such a major accident*

Ans* My mind was upset, and i did not know exactly what to do 
hence I signed the papers,

Q,15 Whether you mind toa stil upset or you are in a position to/j] 
answer correctly,

Ans* lam canpletely confused, and can answer all quistioas at 
this stage*

Q*16 In answer to Q.10 you have stated that Dr* Abdul Ali was 
present in ALF/ALD officem d  in answer to Q,ll you have 
denied to rScognise any person sitting in ALF/ALD office* 
what is correct?*

Anfis. It is an undernoted fact I could recognize Dr± Abdul All

Q*17 Since 352 Dn was an express train passing throuc^ SPgl

whether you repeated the aspects of signals with dr*Abdul 
Ali at every station and v^o was the 1st man to call the 
aspect of signals,

Ans I know iaa and used tet called from LKO to UCR h ^ce  I was 
calling the aspects of signals from to after Ucr who ever 
Saw the approach signal first called out the aspects*

Read and explained in Hiindi and accepted as correct.

Sd/, Mohd Ayub IV
24.2*78.

M



Cross-examination of Shri L*U.Siddique continued, on 24*2*78

k Q,1 When 352 Dn Loc collided with tempo No. UPZ 7184 at
manned level crossing gate at Saraigopal and you rushed 
out to See the accident what were you observed ?.

&ns obe gate was in opened condition. Gate signal was at ON 
There were several passengers of tampo badly mutilated by 
the collision, I then asked the gateman Shri Ehola Nath 
that it was die to not closing the gate leaves that this 
all collision took place, I then retximed to ray office and 
tried to contact controller on phone but unfortunately 
there was no response from control. I continued about 10” 
to try to get control, but all in vain. I then sent a 
message through a motoreglist to the Police and doctor to 
arrange ambulance Also PPM informed accordingly again I k 
tried CNL and advised all concerned. Thereafter the Police 
arrived alongwith ALD Divl, Rly Officers to investigate 
the case further,

Q,2 In your opinion who is responsible for ^  deputing an in- 
competant gateman Shri Bhola to work as Gateman SPGL

Ans, In my ipinion Divl, Officer is responsible,

Q ,3. Whether DSO/LKO or any Safety counsellors or Tl/Safety 
inspected your station prior this accident. If so what 
date and what was the inspection note and when ±At ^  
did you receive it,

Ans On 29,7,77 after two days of me working at SPGL. The
DSO/LKO alongwith four or five safety inspectors arrived
SPGL on motor trolly after passing the gate signal at ON 
and gate in opened condition and stood the trolly infront 
of the station building at 14/hrs approximately- At xkst 
that time I was pulling my in^azDoc uniform for duty after 
lijnch break, DSO/LKO and his troop entered into the office 
they only asked my name and proceeded to inspect all the 
registers, i had hardly put to my uniform and with 2" to 
3“ they left the office on being they asked me the name o 
of Gateman and I replied Shri Beni Ram, they then left to 
atrampur. After about one hour approx, they again returned 
to SPGL H/o respecting gate signals which was at ON At
that time the gate was totally x closed, but not locked, .
They then proceed to PPM I asked the cabinman who all this 

two of was and he *  informed me it was DSO and his Sa-fety
Inspectors as they never signed any of the station records 

a or register. Inspection book etc- Since I am a commercial 
hand I was not aware of the identity of DSO or Safety 
inspftctors, ^

Further after thê  ̂ accident of 352 Dn on 28,8 , 77 the DSO/
LKO sent an inspection note on 30,8.77 when ACRS enquiry
was started.

After the accident on 28,8,77 tbe register and several 
re^rds of ray office wdre taken away by Inspectors and 
I do not know what the records were mishandled by back 
dateing inspection at SPGL because Inspection note was x* 
received by DSo/LKO containing few lines only as underi-

1, Inspection note DSO/lKO dated 28.7,77 issued on 39.8,77 
, by P ,S *M Shri Rameshwar Day

[yi-' 1, P.S.M ^hri L.U.siddique was on duty
L n  2. Nobdoy disr due vision test at this station,

3* Gateman shri Beni was on duty in uniform on gate No.A2 
at the station,

unsigned,
Q .4. Have you complete knowledge of working of Interlocking 

of gate signal at SPGL where you are working,
Ans. NO,

Q*5« How you came to know that gate signal was defective or xt 
not?,

Ans, Gateman reports about defects of signal.
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<̂f ^rS ^^l,;i R-tr. S/0 Sri
S<ss<’'?f?iaii,t’t,-r*-frfî as?.

<if T@nre, ' .
i'ntf* &r ^'pys- r.p.^'^'V*/.,

,i wrVn'^ -Jss €j?ttf?san ^Mft frm 'hrs. I©
'?7 /^ /77 . trt> ?^/» hr?«« oh ?P!/?/lf7. Th$r-© ¥̂<st m  it̂ ,

t© UrS P>iol«! at € /»  hr?a jjiV ws>»5it. llis» f  unotlor?it1f> <»f t^«s
fat© e'l* I#t«5 i>'jt<*Ti'̂ eVtnf a’̂ r̂ tHe Gat* Sî nftl >fj|g 
wrr'Kirf <infl tĥ r«* vns r*o i1«!fie«ity Sn
on«nl«p aHu f1r*flilr»f - tV  fafe#* «l«» n« rtd-fleuJty <4
sn 2 ?%#9T ?’'*.«* r-f thf* ■r.ĵt*̂, r5ij>f.)̂ i,, mr'Klm wi*5
8^  m  tr©'jh1<̂  frj -»,v fRtrt o'"

I  tf»n.'*r* a*^ -̂y
<&f wf cvn Rcror’ # . ' ,

sit̂ ' S3 eorceetc
,-oV'

JL.
t̂tf̂ 'uiry Offic&y.

' t

<̂ .'Yr4).s

Signfitw# at Srt ftiifii Ki©, 
li/R P(^rt«?r*

® .I.

A#

Q.^>.

isiwla fst f/» Ire* w®s- 
in  mrr.ifti. «r \

i

H© w&s.in Twv'rsal

S ltv ©  h«»irf Xcn« fonr a?«* V T ffk ing  as X iH /P e rts r  e t
-S'«sT*slfrn»*«;ie'

A* I nme tip '>4/B./77 fs’̂ '*!„Pra '̂»r . IJt̂v̂ sHm
V(fTk0'̂  st tills fufcd

Q.**.

A.

Q*4,

Ig  th<t* g y g t ^ r  o f  clrssin}* anH Ifsw «ylng  ■;

0«*:w iMjmnlt ■ ’

Xn^ >iVfth f  tttm m* V:®y ‘
r # l«.*•!«'»"’ thw.g'Wje Key® inn^^rtfn^l 1'* tl3« l^sek # f 
Sontb «»r'* frft» '’>nut>i i« •

r9le^*>-'* vMnh .̂s inap'.'ci^ in  l«>k !»»'# fc  prorl''®<’ 1 
m t'i» Sdwth fldfr of t.l-« track th«9r t  t«vi*]r m**? i« 
f  yl  ̂e'f’S «,«», O^te Ijjc k  lev®# &nrl .
?.st>» «t?n«l U  Irtm rta* , ■'

Cnrt tihe Cat<) slfr»«%l Ts»«* lcvfdr<«.w l <?*♦*?»
tVs«s f '̂ rP'* Itttw-i ?  ̂ 'C'.i__  .

It ca” »3t '̂ 't̂s -p
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•

®f Sri Bhola. O/C S r i  

y»̂ if?n«tiori-. n.l-cv.m-pntrrai'!-. ■̂«!»<-’fl\jar’‘tej*i'-''d

ato of lf»y?- Hs. ^02/-* 0 rt® «sf. A^pnir.t n'«rits.- ,24»12.^,

l-v

•* » % -

■ ; " C ,|4» s v?&T«itig giten*

■  ̂ 0n:^jB,77- 1 .was w;rktfi?;'©s '

ir.r t  5eficixXt3tf awe t/hemrr
\w^3,tryir,^to elof,. th,, th-gcrtnrsV ^ . :

E  S  I *  r   ̂ in i-f̂ f̂ v3cfnr th®
b^sclCHt, « j « l  t<'rclvely.p«i8g9fl. tJ'efW^h the gs'ts '

K  ■■ a«̂  bussj*5®(̂ t<? t>’i® Tempo prtii ■'

^ ^ iv '‘^ .jho, ^M.rrrr«rr!©d a ll  thosd Wflrnlnf^s. ' , ■

"î fhQK T sav 3S| T'tu with tlw Tersp& »a?«y ■
V m v U  wv0  kii'U^ I i^on.,mism;al'7 «bs©t. ., tbereaftw"l-fell '
■xnte ^-feirt fltM X .fS® ?v!it krnm bsv fl>r w!i«r|®|̂ i|0 t*ik»n ■ '

■ ftn;'1fe KR©w nothinr fOT'thsr bey>n^ this* 1  hRV«» m t h f ^  ItiTfeh^r t©

'«cy isi*r̂ ■cIos« ny »tn^ennnt.' of ny

Îgŝ sttsre ,©? -ShisljL*”̂  . 
Safaiw©.3«

e . : n i 1 i n  '̂ :!rê l .' 
ac'?»̂ te'l as ciorrsfct*

' ®nq«lry " f f ' f ’)?

I :

'A, y.-̂Ay-

q a .

A*

Q,P„

A*

,q̂ .& .;

A. ■' 

Q.4,

A .,

Q,S.

'

F c r  tew long have jmn nn a OatcifiaJi.'*̂  /

is my first chnmja U vork as Getet»van 8l»  to 9.(̂-'hTnl' 
at. i-1«rpJ.f;oi!)al* ■

, At abctJt ifhti ti,K« thl.s tmk ©lace'  ̂ ai; 7o«r 'fftt;®t

B©tifhly a'toont If'/OC eg I hsy® m  ’st«tfthu

you ftjlls' acc?^tnf;cd with the (®,tsti«-s th® GstsssSfi’? 1

■J|r! 1 ■“
Ko, I isEaSMxR̂ t «(CqUff4nt«  ̂ wlt’“ tb« flitbio**. »f th» .ĵ atew.̂ **. t-

■̂irl JT5U ■*;•&« lo«rnit»|f ©,f Cat«wRn duties■ prior to p®pf©rff4Bf> 

thî  f'ltTt.r ne Gat-«»man?

I WAS p1y«n t»̂ o losrrinf on. '’S t h f * 6 t b  to wleHup
th« gate ^«ti«s of Catdftan'.

( 7 \  ■

Wd«j th« gn.t«) slpnal off or m"  .iSitrHlfotjel? • ’• 

th« aifw***. were- «

‘‘’hs-t ig t v  pr«?®ee!ltjrrf lov^&rim tbs- rate- s1f'ti<»I at: ' 
.S{i»,i'?»ig-"ip.'il,

3



(

Cm.

%is%. 6 teS'tion. mk€ kkĥ 'faje-b£ ftr^siv
■■mMe'the ICQ3P Its loc1«
m m  i% IrnhB Mm  Phm^.

 ̂mm bMb '®î . :ir^W'es til® toy'ifsm 
tile, Flm^wnaw: fat« aâ : iiiseit

'i^e fjrewe 0:|giiial;iî '©JF-a*»S''''
■ «^p^ea. lsli®r©aft^'tht-gate..':

■ s i g ^  - m  ■

Qi'ti mn «ie eigiiial be. t#Keit.# fi,i®' ii ; '• ■
improperif l#ekei, ciw- t3i«>e|r ■ •■ ■

■|0w^fi§- fat© sifiial* '
msh it .is mt-pt»^smuh ■
Q4'8i m<en fow pass gate Umcpmrn. m:-pe%mmf test âi 

rnm̂  fef iiigMtl 
Alls* m cwpeteisef test of wliie/wa® t.^^4 ,•
0i94. m m  ;# i yo'M' mss ^wr vi^im  ^ ^
'̂as,|. X a®t pa®s my vl.si*s» t ^ t  feefoire beinf .fe©ok©d 'to ;

ISlG' ,Wĥ r# aipa ke^- ©f St® l̂ eft gate® ar^ epettes 
Aissi- #re ill: ^  i©e}® #f gtte whieh fei»aa»t be talfeen «

■ ■ ' ■O'ttti .■
Qlii teiî  th® ftte s,ifrml. fee mkm oti t©.4ei®ct iti
i ■ iKteriteskiiif# ■
, im s : i  I  m t  } i m m  . ■  ̂ ' ' ' ^  ■' ' . L /  '
fa-l'-ia lii'ere were ^niM^n  aaw 3S.a On,
|^ i : I ms at tii©, station wli-̂  I .saif |S;2 ,Ur*

was tlie gst0"a©t €l#S€  ̂’itt ttoeti■ ,': ^
'Mm ©ua t# Meia imU m& gate j.mmim ,tt̂ e mm ■

Burfafee .it 'tooJi tong in olosinf gate#
Sifeiia ^an  jroti' to-f thera was a friala »i3Sto, whf iiinsit ;̂ u:e-

■ ■' e|:©s® tha gata?̂  aaiMaf'* ■.̂ •.
.itfiSi, m m  Z. was t©l€ hf „»* t© wm fat®; Z -oteafei*:

'r

^aEic8©n*.

tiBs'lif

■Si|, liMiA. M il

§i,l,S#. It i© r^rtedl that #n 'that «ar «i# a i,
M,ere d.ejE-aetiva '«- 
1 ®aw it'was ,at'*o«’̂' positi©B|, ', ' , .■ ' ■; ., \
Iii'casa-aifiiti <3efeatiir© in-©If* ^S4ti©tl, hgt.'; 

thâ  §ate i&r ,f®af ■' t»affie|  ̂- ,:..,
ItfSBI, i net-knew I hsva 'i  ̂ e«|i®rî (ga #£.lt', 1 alwaf®. , 

m ' Safiitila# ■', ■ '
'# ',lt «ai rafŝ jtei. î at.-gata was foireibl  ̂ felf

■t»p& r̂i-̂ ar ai»a .pass,attgaf® itit̂  8i§na|. in, 01 '̂
 ̂ . .psiiti^n^ , .. ' . , ' , .

Î asi ma-'t0«^, antera#: «han fatas wera;t© :teeis»'toâ €to0!3 
^J48,i:.ln s®w .©̂ ni#a''li<9̂ ' this 'apiaant^iia^ant,# , ,

m& to- teap®̂  ■fO'Ecifeiy •antsraa fini aaspite m  ■
mf irea, gig«ala ^en  the tat# .wex*e,,-fe*̂ ni f|^aa¥'.  ̂
stiat' Was, idtia as:^et ©I gate ■ aifsai .whan ,3S? Pn was. 
approaehinf af'tei?' 'tha c©i.l,isi©n|'«;: ^

■Ansi t did net mm the fate aifnai.*:: ■
a*-20# if p«lls.-,tha .sifnal wira ean ^ a  simmm ©e

takan ©.ff*
An©#' 1 ^  ''iSBt kii©Wi' ■. ■■■■■, ' ■■
^ .' i?€ad ,a«i -.tecjap  ̂ aP

oejcxaeti'

clarJcaoji.;'
a
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jtatcss. •. of shrl Muona U ai^c S»I(, af̂ t); n/>t , 0?.i .

o. «ervle«i 6 yrs. rate oT pay: .'■-!i5/-PoK.«

Ag?s 36 yrs« Fothnr’n lisaet Late Bard no P<U

On 88,8*77 I recelv«rl infonnt»tlon thitsuph 
d*I(Wc5t)FBL et about 19*oo hi^ rep.th« Occident at 
Saratgopal* Immfdlataly I contneted fro* T«st fiocn/UO 
c?3Pfl 8t iBij stn fct X9./15 hrs froa wĥ re I get t»s i>i 1 
I accompanied EG Spl il reed ed taralgopal stn ot 16/53 hra 
The InterlocKlDR of gate r.ljtnais was tejs t^ by D3 LsO/̂ KO 
at 17,60 hra. It vbs found In 'orivlng oM»r. L»icv 
tti€ same loclclnj erain tested jointly wltli TI/FHC .< *>I(I) 
LKjO Sh.Pren A myself .| Also raple-em nt of slrnals
VQM chticked, tv ry thlrip wes fcuni In perfect ’-rrklnf 
ordor. The testinp of joint report was sulwltteil ky tn ay

nur.t

Q, Explain In distall the full pr>c«dUTi0 for ol'̂ sitni
the gate lat a«»" ali?opal & loverlnp of th#> •sĴ nplji 
for the passes of UP &Dn trilna#

Ans« Before lo'''̂ rlnf the sljrnals the f qtat-.an h m
to e 'ose first a fate of L/slcie &■ om apv 
extracted from left hcnd aWe of s'ate «n« there­
after that Key %illl he Inse ted, tho K/hand 
sl<̂ e of the r fite closea position d l^ft '/oy 
will be left Ir: the rip'̂ it hand of thf «ite en-l 
one key will be taiten after closing, iow loth 
the fates ere cjlosed corapletely, the key vMch 
has been taken out froD the li/hawi ipte v-ill 
be inserted in Jock ifiver t*5cn he will op» ra“e 
th« 3o«»t lever only Imen sifrnals can be 
lowered.

Q.a*

AOBm

q.d.
Ant,

Q«4«

Ao»*

Ana.

tihat is the tine envolved for e'-osinf tha 
pates attd lowGilnR the iflpnal*?
itoproxiaetely 3 to 3 minutes in all* And for 
retruning to sifsal & opening th<» rates 
it  takes abptt* the 8 <ia< t l»e»
Was ttiere any Mela on _that._data?
'■i-here was’a Nahan a»* he.-ivy crowd was there.
What i? thi beck hi^,ory for the working of th# 
gate ftlgnal enterlockljng?
Tfaere was i ^ trQUjjl ••
Viiethor this very pioco»̂ >;rr which you h/?e«̂ toli 
is sdopted to cjose gie r  ̂ of ev'̂ rv manner3

J >5l:#ther low rlo? of gait* '̂ Îf is poK l^lt 
a*y fair or foul  .̂ItUout cloi.inf' thp

^^Ix istiTJf In^taUation near a ^ t ^ l l  i’ t̂cg 
id t an d  Can be done*. ?or ndscrf'snts
aBtl*itl’<̂  Jtverytiifr^ls oosslble.

TIUI ,
«Cfc’>fAL

ffe i.



-a-

Q.7.

An»«

|>C

AtiS.

/  a.0.

An 8.

/  Q.lO.

Ans*

Pleas« oiwrify if

issjit ssigr>0lp 5#ili _ •_f+ \3intli. ■

& ufjISia a 5 nd catTb®

any msl* of ttoe p iarw ^or^ olflorfy
thfc "(dre run fvom Pa &visible fro® a l i g n * r u a *  j
up$i®©.

■ toes th« niterlooklne
ae :!iccas «! b» io»'®«_''A™.iy^

P©v®r.

i,v r.;.n » f:r- “ - " S £ S « "
ĵ ate l,n open posUioni*

K©v«* r* •

s : s ; ,

-■ 'Cha slfnai ls-V«r will
W k ta normal and lock l©v r̂ of 

e*V utilised to open thcpate i(ffecti|e ^ 
In OF?" position hss got no 6 eair«lQgand slgr® s g 
w i l l  f O  itself in OS position*

iiaa'J,accepte(̂  ^  corrtot.

^ J jD U L ^ i^
d r y  Officer,

14. -h. 7 g 

iilgnatuwi of *?I(B)

COPY ATTESTED

It i
■̂Tfs



i

S i

a.i*

Ain*.

-t

r

Q-2.

AnS,

•

Ana.

Q.4.

An 8* 

Q.5.

0
V-̂

, ,o cMelaslon that «»“
,iO» S'®" “*!“ <.jtt sif.rai atsll-I

i r,'.a ai oatc, » e f e  *»J

y:; . u ;h  l l r r S i V / t r : . * / a f i , r s r L f r S ‘Tn€ trgjiTi w ftknin hV̂k
s lb - f f  s  s ” -»,u

r iK v - v r X ;.: '■.• ^ s;x 5 .:» ;
! r r . r . s - i  M ..u-s
® f s r /« s " i o r 4 » f i s 2 0 ''
snswerfi'S In negative,

in your opinion * o  l'i:
• ac cl ■'

,,iB n  D-lvsr is vMPonstUW W*-th®
8u ay Opinion, w xv-ĉa

calaBity* ,

siinal?

Ho.- '-;

s :£  ;':r ./ s r r £ y
S i V t o  s V s s iM  s i e « ^  at aai.e«r?

on E.«!ulry

“4 p l1 » V t h \ *lt 1 ? r 8 .t , s l s n * ,  « e r ,  » t  X o « r e 4 .

Ar»».

Q»6«

Ans.

Shrl UV.SlMnrt in his

f  h ., f  t“ r "

anr^pecta of ,lg«als brfor. pa.sl«f

At’th,t «.B«.t th.9« t»0 sh.i,.n.si«iq»i * ^°}»

d feft«r tbouflits. ,

How mch tl®e is r̂ quU*e<a to put axpate olrnji .̂

hfev« ta»ieD soiaetlme.

t»0<



f

-t.

-Jr

Q,7« At «.l5out vjfiat tlae you saw th§ gat® sif̂ risl
in on OJJ position with your owf>

f  \ A»i»« iwon l  got; down from the Bra*t« and pit>ceeaing
1 tov'aiTU tile pfite signal ot about 10-19 I  now th«

gatt signs. I 8 t dsnf «r.
Q«8 , After petting diowti from the B/vaD & proceeding

tow»ra.s the engiije you know the cause of the 
3toppage of the train, viiether gat« siguei v$ 8  
in your front or back sli#?

Ans* The Gate signals vas in tl̂ e t^nv of the train.
I go t down from the train and proceeded towards ttie 
gate*

Q*9* Prco the answers of the above <3uestion8, i t  is  .
clear that 36S Dn pflssedl fate signal at
danger is your preaUaptlon, Please comnent?

Ana. • HOJttffcESLXlBCiXtXKX I t  look si ike I t .

t'"

QUO.'

Ana*

Q .n .

Ana.

Q.18*

Plo«ise clarify live above quegt ten in do tail?

Ans«

h t ' ^ y

Q,13.

Ans*

Wien I  proceeded tovards the <5 te  I  crw j
signal at danger n̂d I  a confident tint the Drlwri 
has passed in ON position. ^

Sihether the gate signals and we passed in 0!9 
^si^on?
!Qie fate sienuls cau be passed in OK position 
£'t OPT 80 or tho g ate signal defective froe the 
previous statioij .

In case train starts from a station & a gate sienol 
in a lule who is defective after the atsrtinr of thf 
train* wlU issue OPT 80 to the Driver of the 
train to p ass,i  t o r tis4»x»Ul 
up to \iinat time train will stKsttx remain star^Inf ?
After the train has come t,o stopB^ î/ at the rate 
sign^ tile iwiver during nl gh t stop and In day 
1« and passed cautiously towards the p ot«, T see 
the condition of th0 ĝ t/e i f  i t  is open nseked 
the gate man that what is happehing aiJi proceed 
towards Hie next station <St infonned the station 
master refa^ding irate being defective and 
Btfonc hia that tht fate being uefiJĉ lve#

of the signals in r '̂fsronce to 
the safety of the train la not a OK?rd*s duty?
Of course ĥ iye to look ou*. now <i then foi tha 
safe wnning of the train but not the appvru eh
si.e»Jiils necessary.

V.>

J-I
• r*.

v>

iV-

CL-'Cou-£^<f\i
8 i a  _ ,

y '

p* t*0 <



A.

/-

Arji<

InLowjr quadrent sl̂ r.id tho dofect g^twrelly crt*pa
prouplrjf, I m not pofinibl# that 

slj;na:is w«s e r O u p l n f  at t l » *  o f  pnsslnir th*

oTpo’^tlonf l»“  1’̂ e»|5r.ct1,

1 cunwt say thftt this vfeg {»o.sltion In «H» e«s«̂  
Vh«o I Bflw It was carrectly in OK poaitlon*
hHt was thu mettaum paral»»lbl« of Dn*

Th^ maxlawB p«r*iit8 <il.bl« 8p««d was «»xjueif»x.76 KMPH,

Q.\6. Old lh« nrlv^r ovt?r 3p««df« eny rlpht fro»
LKO to t, ariilgopfil?

llo wat wlthlw spcGci ll« it.

sc<'«p tert m CO Treat* 

bWulry Offlwer,

. —•
■K"?

sifnatur*

\

V / :

C. V/. AC"<3 In hi a hc.n fixed ap tha responsibility
on tn<> rviv«fr ,oatf?»ss« «nd th« Ts»po Driver «r.d 
y;.ii ticio h--v«9 b»«n b̂ *ld r»?af,onslbie tn this very 
wc-1 (<fe'r<t, , In >T.ur cnlninn a fitidl'w 6T',IC/'S Sf* 
lncfOrt*^ct?or /o’Jr cplr.iof la locorrect In enseer tt» 

lor

Miiit'i-ver til« ACBd b <43 flx e 4 r*«ponelblllty , h *  
is tl»« fc«tt^r ,}u<iiS9 «nrt T Hff«« vl th him*

it-



Page-2-

Q,4 When you were as llnd Fireman have you ever worked as 
Actg rireman#

An^9  Yes, but mostly on double crews with Restvans.

Q#5* When you have worked as Iln^ Fireroan Actg Firanan you 
must have knowledge of signals stations etc. Therefore 
knowing the road, is also your duty , ftow can you deny 
that you were not aware of the road,

Ans. After a lapse of 7 to 8 years it  is not possible to 
rei«0 nber the sections correctly, when a driver does 
not work on a sectionfor 3 months he stox should have 
given learning road.

Repd and explained in Hindi and accepted as correct#

Sd/-Mohd A5?oubIV S^-  L.J.Ciarskson
■ E*0»

17*3.78,

L-



a

**

A ,^ ,. 70 Eo'-.V>nti Sa'-? i;r..unr .'̂ Jr

•gtns-oR̂ n̂ -fieâ  ô 'Ito<'rjrv--iirat.-or Bia? Bisvt r-PET*-.
-Sa

"r

I Goias tc tuk® batl̂  S.a and I was
on 28.6.77 whew ttto acciflon  ̂ ^0  Pjf 
oollldcd with thpi train. It was about '0.15 hre. a 
came on tlo ;jite froo Saron aide colng towards A p , ln e _ ^ 0  
leavoe wr« closed. The tanpo drlvor told the 
S# ie in hurry~pIiaoe opca tha gxto. The OateBan roplicd 
that the eignal ie down and ho can aot op*̂ n the gato. The 
people from the tampo got down to opon the gate. Ihe e»te*mj 
ooer When tne taapo camo on the track theu the trala ariflvod 
and uaehed to tha tampo. Be^ulting in death, of e®^ral peoplQ. 
After thit I left the plac® and I know nothing more and close

my etatemont. \/ | . "{t J it

..
The Jnq.uirjf Officer doee not doea.ie^necefMiary to or««8  
exanlne the uboTe witneet ae it appear# to ^  a vitnttfS 
produce.d long after the occurance of the accident » 
hie atatement wae not recorded in ACR8 enquiry. Therefor® 
it io all considered ac an after thought.

GoBunents by Defence Council. '
8hri K;.8 .8riya0ta’va
Since no coouents of croee exw&iaation ifi done by enquiry Offlcor 
hence X also dont want to examine the witneeo and 1 accept 
the abpTO etatsment. . n ' C



9t«taK9ft1; of Sluri aingtv S /O  Sturi Singlk

1 ^  24 I r i ,  H«Jldl«»nt of 3adra 3ua4«r ?ur Di»tt« ?Bfl#

 ̂ I  WB ^olttg to tajc* la O*H0 a. aod I  wan ntar {̂ at« ttmot 
on 28.tt.77 wh«r« th« aocidoat to plaeo. to tno tiapo f«at 
ooUidedi with th« trulfi* I t  nae about 1 0 .1 5  hT&, m, «asipo
0 ..3 9  on i.tci ^ t t  iroa Saroo oido iioing towards ALD. the_j^e 
l«ttV9 8  w#J« oloaod. Ihe tampo PoJLjrgy 
Ft~la in burry j;>1.0 Me0  ojpsii tue ^ ts , the (Satcmr̂ a rapliotl 
that tli« iisadi is Sown'and ho' caa aot open the ^ t# ,  
poopio froB thd taupo got dowa to open tho gate. fh« wa»
opon. Wh«n tiio taapo cam® on tha track then th« tr^in arriwd  
aad daehed it- thw tampo, iteaultln.'i la death of soT«raI poopi*, 
After that I  left the place and I  know nothing nore aud oio»e 
.X »t*t.ra.at.
fHe iSnnuiry Officer doea not deea i t  neoeetary to cross IdUi 
ejBlnei the aboT* witneae ae i t  appeart to a vitntss 
prodttcedMk* long after the occnrence of the accident yeYin v 
his ttatwoent wai not recordtid in ACES en<iniry. 2 hoirefc«r«
It  la ^ 1 1  coneidered ae an after thou^^t.

r

fiomnente by Dnfence Council*
Phrl K^H.SrlTtiatava
Since no coiumenti of cross examination ie dou« by enquiry offiotr, 
hencu I also doni want to examine the- witness ai\î  |  acoopt 
t .8 ai30wstat«fB«nt. r C'If



Snam &hv* ADdul All S/O Shrl Basin A U  Seoig. DrtTor Gr.(B) 
S S  r f % » U .  8:V2.44 j)»t« of birth. 1.7.2? Of senrtcs
34 yr», itat* of pay* S«.580/-

 ̂ -V?

Stat»aiint of Privog waHegf**

Ky stat«o«ut filw  to the AORS dtaly eind ao otaafi gooda 
but it ifeouid IM r*ad and WKpiataed ia SAB, oa^ a ^ ia .
X oy original otatemeat not any o«py of tbat not sfcsi ^

■■ ; h m >z
c AMuI Ail)

\

ACRB oaoulry raport statoraont of Driver Abdul All is pl0.ced 
a« lariiX »o,252 to 258 ie put ^  for your poruBal and 
■or^iay* Also you hay# takan tiie full oxtraot csP the report 
which la with you, AJXJEsjoiird^fttttam^t la origl&al 
nj.th HQ Of floe* The atateaettt is ^ V e  n consiilirei
tjtr&SuA imlid» How pleaee let me know whether you will 
•itfby thia enquiry or not«

-■t!'
■ C Jiajdisu^
■quiry Officer) 2S>(5

Y '

« S E C 0 1 "

I



A

‘ u .

QoM's warning viH c .

3 ATaienntii T 65 to 67 Kvpnr “cheduZ* hqif t,I  observed the (3at#» ?* at>T>paaehir» * I

" ir »  ««1 ftr«„an Sri ? L T l ( r f  ‘ ” *  « «  « I ' '7 o ,n J d  „ f

we^n?b^ l̂^^b^  ̂ to^mrhemf I^oSld* left 8ld« of||of lt« After tba train hsd stotii»d t i  s clear tia lo i
found on« T»n!> Koi ttp* -nU h«d dlShi? tl» , f

?!3 . AlJo I oteema >'*̂ '’ "■>' “ '•»>■- «■’,had «le« due to this InMct? wrecJCT 'S» «»w*»»3t».wi, ' 1
W.eBser,, 3 o«rf of ^o» sonr.’JivT. o»̂ ?r orowdei » lj|

«to *« «  aXont with me, t i ’uS rflo c ia tn t! ™""’,

W r.t.jUd was rendered i "O' ti «ln in ftool
■■' • ' X

,!5!!"»^*Sr.?'w «??«' »»«• *U  0 Wan««*nti art i r,to w «H-yfc* ♦.W- line gU«Tfl
, , , ,  m  S t t :& "* t h .i i? f .* “Stw '^SeSiiw

tt"ac5ldirtT, *?hJ”r X f S i j S  Jm 'J iI I  ? ? 4 E *
[ mvke<i utjto Phapiiafflfm. ® att',ch«d to ny train umic\

t'

N

I ‘.- *.!' T«achlP| th« Ix»o shfd qt 18*00 hrs thp 
A 2 na nr^»p.n wr« takan oy i>' 42;) yri atd ?a»T 

was also or,« iB,n whom I io not rJcogniSl S i
explain^®to”u*,'^^^ i t  vasiw itj ont ,rr>fi '

J  ststcment of w otw actô S « 8 r Ij8V« eofctiug ‘lUTtiDer to artd*

' -w % - • •• "  '*■ ■ - •■• “ ‘ ■ *•'■

3 t>



/Cross exam to shri Abdril 'in  ct>nfcd .' «s-
2ll^tla2£jx.jag.j^iiry orfic^r,

Q̂ -1.

Q* 2* 
#n8.

etjy tk>Uĉ  action t m n  aealnst ynu for tnla 
At nUhab^J wMT. I V.S in th. r. ^nln, r L  VaJ

^ 2  ̂ constablts .t  «b.5i aV hr«
^  28*8«77# I wa8 tolcl that I was undei' -jfreat t 'mm*

2 c9t>u I !  ” ’’’ • ’* ” b»n W

Ic your CQ«« subjcaictd In thr» oonrts of law t

al'.8*77 Ii1«,crt »"
4ns. I got ^  laoper rest at lackmw of ibcmt 84 hwiw .

Q* 4* Bid yott with siwoticld i«ia that v»r« yr«i wvariut tb#
Saa® at tb® tinjs of accident ?

4nfi* Im *  t hâ  passed with apectloles ^  wviannR th««
etntlnaoasljf• loco Foiesnan, Allahabed tcofe wj? st«stiel«t
i .a . four pBits and kept them lr» b5« coitody. Those w«r«
3Pfeturr,ad to »«, vhen I vas booked for vUion ttat which I /
passed »ith th* sa«a ipecticlea, '

6 « Wbsn were you ffoKOtQsl as or* fifsfx »B», f
Ans, I vas ^.owot^ as Driver Gr. ‘I* ond tf%niferr#d to

toknow froa FBtt on 17,6,77.
Q. Î a0 this you? first trlf ex If® to hVi »la UCR to mtk

3Si2 T̂ n • ? .
4qs. This was fourth t r l f  on tha section, aod 1 am full;  ̂ . /

c^BVersaat with the secticw. i

I

7 .

4ns,

e.

-ifeis.

&ns<

#  vhat distance in ycur estlrrjutlOT is the signal sight­
ing Board sitB«t»d froin tha pata signal t ~
-About 5CS0 to 700 feet. ......

On 2S*8.77 was a «ain î athlng d§y âd hts’̂ y tralCic 
was passing through at srOL Oatiij did you not obsifv# 
this heavy rush while yc«ir trwin vb^ a?»m‘oaehir(|; ?
I  Saw my signal lowariid and wgs whistling con*’lneuo«sly 
to s»l6 rt the traffic t̂ hich wa« great dae nain
bgthlni

Can you or ©x|>1,aln to the Com?ai»,t«« hov tha jsata 
signal was lowered at Sayai Oonal and at thd ti*a  s«bi« 
tia® th© posi?atQ of 8 tempo took olsfa »lralt n̂cously 
which is against the worteing of an fentarloclfsd ^atj ? 
This T m  unable t^ explain, a» to how this b«t ha’ neni

Q* 10,
I faiB 4,

Qm  you ezxilsHiw tha method of Interlocteln* of fâ ;« T
|he Rsites idll be close': first «r,d tn<?B slfn^t 1mi*r^(U
&  statement given by Signal Insne^tor tbrit ^Inm l can h 
ta^e-A o^f by -tkanual̂ y «ullJng tla cona.?ni#'1 vlr^ m  silso
f  factor tb«t h®s i/o be coraidared, 1: uannot; ba 
y the driver whether th^ signal i» «<%Anian> 1nw«ris<?

©r ot;«rwis0 , specially conslf^ering i*nr '^%a ruah a« 
stated earlier.

\ m
2 im

V Hk.\J tr- -

(AbOu: All),

3/



-<1

r*i
':c- siTTi ric'ui :z:. c,atc *3-

11 o Can you coy whnt'jcr it Is foaolblo cr rn̂ . to ĉ aor\’Ci 
any s5?n«t wire Is in-’ nulled fi-̂r.1 thr rnFins svi-’clilly 
vhen tfp vlow teS: aboafi la cslcar pM tise is 

10.15 hours ?
^a®« i>j© to Mela rush I'i is not nosslblo«

12. Whpn ttere ig rasln rush as ctate<3 by s'ou. is 16 not 
oolif̂ atcjry fcr you to cbeck the ol the trnin

specially'When th-s rush ob̂ ei'Vpd at the -̂ ite 
of SPQt ?

‘^e to Interlocking of ths gate i t  alayifles g-stoa are
closed end concerning g&te signal Is lowered vhich
authorises me to go abesd • Tbero are rso otb^r 
instructions to slow down tb« soead of tha trria m  
SQOing the ru0 fe oi *

Q. ia« |̂ .£ef -5K 76 B glv  ̂ you this privilog®'or <9rc you
2«)lifed to ’Se« the 1 1 m ahead is cle?? of ob-styjctiop 
Of possible obatructlnn Rrai is i t  not obIis?etory m  

Four part to act in accordance with Safetj? to avoM 
m  Ifflpendin? accia«>nta as 76 B states ba sh .̂li m t 

tm,> ^v»v«i’ , trust anfcii’Qly to stjrnala \mt be sn̂)
cautic&is T : . ^

Ans«

V

so^STsp wtiiStl® contiauo’jsly «,nd
f r  9acCTia snfl

ii®® t© stoi> shoft of nnf
obstruction. If  tbs twinso eot̂ Ped th# track fTm  «sff 

side eTKi Cam® 0 i'] tr ĉte at ttje tareaise moffient mf train 
wi?! Mssing thaa I  aia bslpleas *

Baad G2 '?>‘l/iln(3d in-Hlnrti and s e e s a s  cô i*&ct«

'.V ''■•■ i. .V-''

«lr^ Oft iQer.

3 ^ 3  7 ^

31 .,3 ,7a,
(AMul All),

I^rifer Gr »B«« 
Lucknow. Hq , „
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1DR3HSRH fiAlLKJCf S*F. NO. 9C<j),

"^tmm Fom msL ism cp show cause f»rio8
mm X &. II mim mu aou) ot r<.3- ( 4 ) wim .

r

SHSaSiE;

Divl.supdt, 5« office,
. L eknow, Uat«it

a^ w ^ ' ’̂ ** ' ' ' ^ J -j O  is, inforjaad that the Officer 
S S  ^  L  i  cW ge(a ) him has subnitted tlio
report, a copy of the report of tho pqulry D;fic.4r is ^Ifiaea .

2» Oa'oaroful cojsaideratlon of thj Snquir-/ sfeport aforc-all tiio

T "- "  ‘̂ SUiry S f i c r ; S  hoIHthat
^  article of o«.rso<») 1. proved. The
proTiaionR^ly cmo to tho cocclusior, th«?t j- -■ v,

■ > f I 1; ■ '\ ■ \

-— ® porec© to be rptainud

5hri Jk'4U.i

:s is is lif f e g ^
C JS  fro.>tho duto o- rocolpt of thia

-i f-. ‘A -tvX 'r ?',J,W Shri

4 . cf this (i„,o-„r,d-a=.. .ho-aid ;«fc,»Iod5,^ %  3 hrl
te.ls thC'va*! f.': Ii't  •-, V

Tte,
Shrl i’

Dast̂ st,iJJI
il'itO'Mh

Slgni'v'xrc
llf.ro X-

D,i3lcnati.0B5

•̂ \ 4-

'v-urKV.^«j xft,,
tiA*"

station ji» 
S«te 1-

> W  -

0 '>"̂ ’ A'̂ ’v /V , 4 V /
Vi ■ /

/
r & 'i

A A

Signat'ir’e -

Ha5ip;;Kitians x" ''

P^niia



> 1 ^ ;  •

fo
■Th0 dim, HeaK mMnete. 
-fcrtbem- Hiilway, ^  *
laeknê s.

m ,

S-.

X

■. mth da©. 3res;|><>ct i bog t© 4^ ^  f®llcvi?if ■ :

. f@if faots ymr kiâ - ooasldeipatioa g^psttetie'

-'instifled-orders. ',' .■

. .tliat' © a I  titoyked 3 ^ .M  ®gp, as<3t tt ' 

IS alldgsi lasat I- passed gate sigaal ©f .Spat is oH

■ posftioa aad oolliied idth e jpasstnfear te&po V '

and t!^ ^ath ©f 18 |>̂ r̂ oli -tdth 4 pama® teijt
ffiavously, .

B#. il*R, l®,a3®@4 WO tM-.,

■not prc^^d©' ree55piiabi<a;Opp©rtsjaitl#«- ,(>f defene® aRd  ̂

eonauct^d'- t h e , m m i T f  : h  m -R tao8p}m re  o f  th e e u tm itig s   ̂ ' .■ 

■©f #sp@r^ 'aati©fe; -ow'ri®ofcd̂ i4g: ISfe ipoto '■

• f‘ > ■■.• 1 • . • - ■ ' '*■ ' •
; ' -th® a i l t s s t l o M  a g a ia s t  'iii» aftd. hc-i4iBM .oalf^

■ |©r tJie sai<5 a®«id®Bt.\ 't^et^a#\I«am«9d:A,-G*M,;iais f

,■ mf-r®sp<^sil4 1̂ i t i 0 s '©h ©th®r® 'sfecfeldOF*'s,

■ ■ Tmt in i>AH' Qvery: polat is  nxmln^A to ■/

■',Jj»|sast ûstl«sa' tet X'-regrf̂ t -tte asa®

’, feas not-bsiisa donc)' tdtij'®!9.. ■ ■■.

■■ ■; .Th&% / i r C 3 * - h i s  s*tp©rt fest® .-, ■;■

'' ‘ .isentioS®<! tihat thsjs?. iaps^s , iia. o f " . ■  ̂i

■saaotiowi pli«,n &;ho^ thiaSu lapisaii''Haw teiag*.

T K O E C O P Y  A T T E S T E S a i ' r i o d  o u i  md m i i v :  a i c < n u i '  mr

safety go^uu^Ii«3r^. ■'thv-elav-d ;yad pointad it c-ut 0in,i 

long 13 a îjrsfcrj a2:-l it ia ,noS rsvc.sl5i?£ in
t

■. oo«t>d*,2 '

«

\
! ’
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T E ®  C O P Y  A T T E S IE D

■ te <lii.B©t se® thi gat® signal, ia ®oir*
.S ©  as pass©4it® ,

X..Oe Sid4i^ui FA®i i2i Jil0 fitat@sa0iit ,tea 

■,®ai4 is  Fam «^t»? i«®ti8is 1' Ii0ar4 tte assfl'̂ ai 
fosmd ©f 352 m' aad I  easa© m t  &ni tmmi that, trsia " 
had ?®aeh&d th® piatefotja, X shovQd md flstg aM  tl» 

gatemaa slsouted beeatis© tiie gafe was op®a«4 and Siuiap© 

m B  t& eroBS Imt X th@ g&t»mn mA

ths pabllo a ll  remSxied ’ansuccessTttl md  ths eollisioa 

oec»r®d.**

It is strmî a that Sn i.lF# SMdlqtiJ. o?<fet3po<l 

gateman to p̂ ss 3S2 Hn at ab©«xt 10/00 Isat Sri Hhola 
s«Etaii5®d rolievlag gata leaves fron clutches and did not 
close ths» gat@,s I t  seeas tint gat̂ Ean Sri Bhsla sads

â i.d e-f©ii ,S/̂ o't©o« I t  is-aethlai tet onlf to onrlm k 

tlm- facts®

PM Ssi Kl®a4 t^l in tls® S&st t̂ 0£)tlofl' M i 
esc®p&4 *l m in t  n w  aay arpmsnft as tte ga^s Ugnai j,

m B m t  U B tM  tl®' ae®id®Et,« ' ' ' ' ''

■ fern W.p®gteg is iBaiwf t®

a®oepte€ I0 ii thiB hnp^md &m  .̂tSi »  v2»a
isit®Fl©«toig def®«tiWe ,

S-toi Bl^la &i0; m m 4  Ida imm&mm

til® aap9'#ti^ gat® m m  '3® ■-&» .mg

ai>̂ f®a@Mag iuilisioa whil® 'flRSî jfiBg '

■

-that :it w&s 
Sipal, la ■

as$S"iia eBsŝ erg to M̂=1i0 .'̂ mttflSBMvSliat ■

■■i

/C /
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■ ! r'l

f

;".. m%- fe:j|ooT5&4o:s.!i|.3iSO;|̂ ;$̂ ^̂  p@A®||^'

■■ ';r ■ -;'>SOt̂ S0XD':' -.tag- ''"■j*.'!'*# ;0/a ■

' ■ 3 : Tx:isx̂ :tro*{Ar̂ iibv-':'ŝ  ,

;:;: ■  ̂ ptrc .'s'jij.rj. tsca .saj: ssai aaXSHiiV IdOO

. .  ;. ■ ;̂ »5©5': Q% ĉAP-p jo 8P|s iq poo;̂ s

, ;. :  S5pisi ptire 0u|^Ka ©qrj, n0

«v5'PR T4t£; x*'rs itJXT̂ s'm m

sm eq ;̂ \i| "8̂ .»9-ex w  ŝ iî  jo

r®eetd -a p  *̂ Q St r.oss>:d ggg

(s,?:̂ ©̂  XF̂ ©A©8 ,tOj «0f:|o&{3 0-fq;:̂

BT JTwWm t,  88 *8IV«1 TOa, ya, a, p»Xsa»M sm i(T
. t®eJS(jt;B0^8^:ft^^ ji^

,ti0 ®XT^9^ ©aoB uatiiM'pj ps^«e4ei s^oo^sb

ro wgg

%  w  ,OTej!>«ta. enos ̂  b^^t® ,«^ ' ':  ̂̂ ^

•pe^aotMAo ,9|.

^TUoS® Snijj!!o-[q sac- sjHjiaajs-  ̂ TOjja

A

t

/
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m  for W l a *  tto i
f.

' ' ■ . *
I t e t  « ,  «  1 8  I»SSilft4 f  o , . t o L , ^ y  I

a T .I, oa 9very »spM,3» trafe to.eoiu:i«a«< tell tja. ' V 

Kdrtrdnratton tte troth so till su^h tias »ny lflstsMi«t: 

or 4e»lc9 is not fitted >,dth cosine or slgoais to irrow ' ’ 

thB trath only tl» OriirarB wst liot lie roiio’̂ ed: frosa . •

8& m c 0 on ft fepoTt any ;̂gj//or “ *

YJiat d®sp.it̂  ̂ of t l® aboW insail̂ oasi

your feoaoar ai. sagroe ^th  ate Md

for p&MBimmU sigmx spat to ♦oh» ttoe ^mUhmut. : 

fgea asmee Is too geimge, ha4 beoa

iu staiace s i,n pad t whoa dep. signal w6ra ever c boo ted

tjy ill fated drivers and theiy wej*a AUiw^od the paaislm^t 

6t revefsion to a lower i)ost fot 9 Kontha, oae faar’df 

two year. Mo?oovor I been pautsliod fey your Ijonotti* 

by taking »3 »off* froa paasengoy serviea aad alloidag 

m  to work only goods trada, 6m kntivs that

pxMahmentg aro not a-srarded In ingtaLiieBit* Ones a fian
Is finished the ĵ unislimont oottnot te .inoy3ttS«4 oi* 

decreased Isgr tbs nsm authority*

it vlll not be out of point to isaation l«w that 

fti par R oilw  Bbftrd letter Rb#E(r»̂ .A)64RQa*l dated 

3-2-X964 clarification contained in itca (2) it it 

aenfclonQd that once a court has taken oogai* jia® of an 

effonco eithor upan a ooiapXaint or upon a police reportp 

all depcXtmeJ5tal procea<Ung3 for (Uselj-liimy aoUon 

^^T2 C0 PYilTTK against tba . tcusrl rr:>v>oi-i,aiblof or tba aotidont slijiU

lB EUBpOlivlCil,

?- .  V j I i



r

lai' Q

OM amnot b» panlshai »ijr « «  aathartUos for <um 

^ BlstalM v .tlB  departaeat snl tia « # ,« . if i „

jrowa entltjr la th  ooav« i «h»u b* daly i>mltih>d (ad

K  not prowa i#ill I© f?®e*

la the last I mtioat you? )i6noa? to taktt 

a Jttatlfjed Xontoat viay and If I isxvQ oQoalttvd any 

alotake the pialshBeiife already awa«l«d to m  la 

wxmoient as any ^ther pajaletaeat fxwa yt>w sid* irtn 

te lUogali tmeonsttttttionaX, against the ord«»

Sly bosrd aa n»lX &0 an injaatioi to %ti sm 

prayed vith foldod hands not to smtoh tbs |d«09S ^  

bread from 'tjhsttooth of aiy poor ehlldrea If X teve 

emitted Dlstafe* I an to b9 piinishBd set th» poov 

i^Ebai* of fiiy famtly, if you aro ao naioli adattcŝ t̂ to 

romovo ae i goring the facta and m «  1 pvaf yous> 

goodself to retire c»*

^th  full la>î  of favoar*

%ura falthfttlly^

L j\ i
( ABCtJI. ALI >

Driver Gi?e9B* n’ĉ ucod *C*

true  c o p y  attested



I

V'

I f
4̂'

 ̂for '?;hfSi anuhorifê o-i 4-̂v —
- ^  lie^««Yii2Jl=rc,.t fesave thoir o\m nhin. ------

ĉ ___________________ _
\

«»t  satoaoa Sri Bhola t..t,4  on the g,t. to 

.-.tlon ha* „.ithe. son, «„aor

»or v«, m i ,  a « „  <^>U.. or «

*»B po.t94 cn the gats ea gateman. ms there hwr. a 

^u am u d  an. .e d U ^ l ,

«cd«ant »0„M  ha« „e«r  t,Uon »«t th,

«.pon,lble for hi. pomng « , «  totally ^

»ot a.ted vh, thar s»ata<, an lnoo.p.t»nt .an , ,  a w t e ^

oo a ®at« ifith luoh a heavy traf fi<,̂

That after aooidant Intorlooklrs l , a l « , .  foaM 

as oorrect b, tha paraons who »ay bo recpcnalble for 

tofoottve Interlocking ana o«lng to Inntffioient kno». 

ledee it is teiieired that InteHocklBs'iB fanltl...

« e ^  crop up in it wharoa. 0.h( ' ^

S n .g ^ 5 3 /S , (^g^say olearly or loil̂ ni'tt. th,f~ f^t

oay orop up to IntorloeklBg ana it any go dafeatlva 

at sJiy ooffi&nt*

I

mtneeses r̂fho offered 

for stat^cat before acRS were Rot proauced in D n  ̂ R 

enquiry to be cross>̂ xaRinrid nnri thB p iW U  i^tnoTs 

produced hr ce /̂ero pnld no ijnrcTtmc<i anu It is alio-ed 

by F/o that th« fltatorcnt \no h^ing c'ictatod by dofonee 

halper, JJerc it vdll r:ot be out of point to r:..ntxon thnt 

true COPY ATTEffT^*^ ’’•n ^ngl'>*:pala- :cd is ret undcrc Vndiisj fdr^i

voll and irnaGrJillv h H  th-' sta<*ocoat3 -.-avo 

froH Hindi to Il'i^Msh cxd triaz v-*ro JlC?/.7 3 !) to t/-.tot

f

(lc«>
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%

T'i^ îippt*! f't'er'̂ trft"!

ftfli limy,

m m ,̂ -

%rm0^$rn tT>̂ V̂ »

ti>Tiifi*̂ f9/0»»1/y*T7 C»6*^P,

p̂f»»al llc»s-m'’-?»y-̂1(1» ’sr̂ ^̂ A) tf>tNf 1̂ 1̂ . (?! 8haX 

' <f?ly»JKO* T't-̂ e a V w  sr»r̂ tft o«» 'tetf'-r

Sir,

1*7h»t It ii#Trl.!#itl frw 1̂ •̂ T??f?Tv??î 4l AT̂ f?»̂ ATTftff 

ty the- l*apm<9 AO?*̂ , ir\ put̂ i 44 t!iaf T'f?‘j’r/rTO». ^tnff ?»«ia 
ln-9it»(*! th© ©a■IB® of u«<5i^»int feir ncrt pltel’f'f thei C«t«

ÎfTfMsl of ‘IPOl ® a««ifaa!t'‘> flUHmtt l'*r«(4fO ^■ter«)
0 p8ft  tiw p«t«s aw ♦’ey th» of rm^

j?at« fif Sv><oi^aa pl»o»« « t

** fllftarcf of llVCK̂ bpr) fTfiw* tb»>' ffat« (R.n*f»<l |xs» 
^iruV.y hy

■?♦ ?hat *?i»f#i5ttTro ar»d an pur

Ĉ ar-̂  e®/l o«T?not M  tn-** fln̂OT? '

f « f t h » r i t  ifotfj to r^*w>

In^rlocVtnp n«>« Ĵ iFrtals our* v  len»j ,̂e. t f»%

of Spot* fotjry? to >1% off &9 hf ■

Hrisimrs Bri ^31,’̂ . I p o r u s . i i  i^eofytf.

”11€ *̂<?f«sot vc5tt1.<9 huvf* 'orwr Sirrigl
v̂ wl<! Itnv# f-o s*^^et of J
-tgnal* ARf>tb«»3* lapnos eonilttf*! W  T-aTfytî af̂ ,

For Imtwsrts BHiplsman S*at! nn ta 4̂ ,gt liv»̂  Sa^jf Hopt*! 

Stattor, m  -5i»al «WT»ot o" Is >y ,

tU  e i ^ i  .

at iî â «if|v8«t» ^ fi'O’-itba fat eg t.
ar5f? hSrlnp ne r-n&l, atn> to ■:

rsm ‘̂ f2 !,#3S 07 I-

>•0^^ t<xeâ. f̂te tr>3lv- arf> T'-o'’-t̂-n >af;t- f?T a '

-'> »«»*?3 «■ >'
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; V'©©®|s teoQT 8^ TÔ ’̂ loat Pi€«ci tf? protQ ’

. iYnmli’t'l violatim of OffatS??**

' ’ I t 'S j  . froratiw i n  'p?a  4£ tfeit ';

■̂■■ll©Ja fea® r»ilsOTii’l)lfi tot'fe _

\;, ■'f ^ - - ‘pare 16I0 ^  tfw 'Ĉ x̂ iiis

y-v

COP'f

.4». Tte% I w w #  T'SM 6.P0 £ ■ »■ .'i© .

;;i:rteof̂ tt'ti!'t feWQB f<$t lisiMsf fpt sif ■'rM̂ pfef '

,■ ̂  g i B f fm." tpfr>finf tl® ' ©%1i Off ■«'* ■

^  . Tfaijs vl tfe tte _

ep5 -fteS'fs?«: -wm ;

- ^  1,000 ¥  m ^ r e 4 ’r^//^^iM2.
. ^  ^  ^  -.̂ ,; ...

fhsit fh$ rmmi? ^  m

itt® Slgfitl!,« f m i M m .  ®S.. signal v a #  «of pra®tl.qsjll3?' 

p@a ® t; -.its t'te fpj®t® 'M s ts'?w ■ •*«1b i»fj 0 T I®t® Ff ■ <3f
f  ■ fisia *̂i3i,fti5ii5

ff 8igin@l tot'??®''

f|,«ite 1-1 •?$■©, esily lB0C>fe:t#f)

 ̂ tte■T)0T^«ftaff arrt-'.



■■■'

■. I . . J .

'i: ' j '■

V " ’-
V.

,  ;, • \  , ; , . ...^ ■■ r

<.<• in s o r to w n *  » « l r

? > w n « l  10^^ !«»*•

c , ^ « « a  :<f « '•  : ,

: :^  ft^\>Arrim M  if  -■'«« »>»« e « ^ « = » «  »?» ,.

»f

i of ISO «■« ea**' WS8M H bv.- vashĵ l «><■. «® , ■ >

:' tK, l T . n c « : . t  t 'r t«r .T ^ .,« fe «  e » »  . .

‘ 8 i * m l  of i?®- to . OB i x w it iw  « «  « » »  i® »<»<*««« “ >

i 'S»to«» sr*«t.<»Iat«> ?«>=. <.«9*!.»S J*«S ■

' W  M t ,»K0ll« «<■ t»» Sat® SlgBKl S?®!-* .

... V ■ - ■ > 1
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.ŷ 'feus'proeiecutiatt*-.- ,

■’ <7̂ ' ■: ■ o f ,vertiictû t5 ,
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IBT WT siV 95̂  t a’̂ TUn B5ji 2? Bl (ft* IWfl* 2 5t* 7T»
f m r  5| OTH f̂ aTf3ijSa*B*77 »> sa gs;>i ?1 anf-'tm lo aifi

. . . .  2fT



r

f 3. Y f .

I n i  m  *̂  '̂ *! **
m x  w aY *=iT T'8' w a^ ' 8**^ rft- rm' 2 w
fsar ’fel fq* m> JT£. T̂T. S5̂  ^- •
natf f i^  at ii5j» riV- 3 a’lTsa ^ S t - i  ei 95̂
95̂  rft- II F »  nx 3^7, ITS ffSTC- a 0W »St57 ?»• *TiS*
I .  tft. f«E  ̂ aqn f®T uri ea* 9«’  ̂^  *’̂
m r m  i  s «M W  ftiS ‘ ar^ m  iniJV ?•

uTTT m  f ^ m u r . ^  ^

jRf tff. 21 •=5Tgir'a 3) i f *  <“*T  El
ST’if’f’  SO T  !i W 5» fjB gi. 

f^  g i n  *#>■ BwrijT^V tfr. ft'ip ^  si
jfTtffB 5!E »a H’ TO '?«I »T sf̂ Hf 1 >li»l SifST

fati^*’̂ ^ * * 1 ^  '< ^  ’^ -  *  ^  V

af»Sifn * s ^  htST ^  riTs' 7 1*, w

fa« n?i- I®  sTT><r i  f» s’e’̂  stt ftoi?? »T tim \
^  f-wT m  31W «!'s»i tTTW  ̂ah w ran^ ?t q fn? ^ t .  e.

»> S #  w  i s w  »fr 3> ='fc'̂

3F8T f®i!f-<V  ̂ SP5T« 5̂s ihH  * ''T?l ^  «’»
X  waTOT i n  Jif^pp 3ISC1S0'*' ^ fff»m ^r ^  ^

»V ?»fr i  ?Tf^ ^  n t h  3T&» »l ^  WTI
jf«^n¥» *■ aw^p RTOTs^ 3 S'iTSiT^ Ji *1, 8*
if"/i!S. 71B4 h Ss =fa 3TH 4 . fW8 18 STS’f*'
>niY ■» afr qHT W t I il. t1%i 3T fi? 317 i f f  3̂ 8
lY^  i n  i - Bf i afTii et'sti ?i® i ais 5) sfr ip arf #■♦ z 
m rnm  i! f^ t  ’e * . aai fa i®   ̂ 21 >ei?T=i fee 
ftoT E, 5T^ jwYrfi «T7 iTiniTfr̂ s BTŜ 'W S' ataf’Tfl'. fH
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l a -  B f I T  Srff CCTT ? «a  1 7  | S  STT
oron 1̂ 1 î, ae f=ifrw ^  5*rfni f? «b«5t i ar? m w  asa

>I'»ifT g iS P a  3  ^ 1  ’1 7 *5  ^  S Sfl

gun 3> a a r w  i| »fr a i a i s  a i a r  a b tstt a t f s a  8 T # i q  
Hif i!ji M  D E  sffia  a f » s f T O  ^  a T w a T it- a  fsiifeeaT ^

ailpffi BIT OTT fctSr ’ST E ft fsft BTEH ^8T ^  E,

f ( 5̂  acrriu u t t t  l o i ,  h t t ^ o  U  a  aofl >?• »iT7ffhi ^

Y '  ^ Ifs iT  ®T afKFB‘W'1' f t f s  f t i e J  bV i h t  a f m t e ?  ^

flTEfr'i'J lift fan ‘J2=iT ^  a'r aa-a t o
I ,  ^  ?®TT ^  f a f t a n  3 lf»ir? iW  5i> a iR T lT «

i  foiTlgT? =Ii?f m i O T  SIT ^ n T  B  d f? fp jftl>  Jl
^  gra a f « g r a ’ n  ®> 5̂  Sfn sr^i ^  i s t s t  a r r  m &  »-ft «:T^ =i#r t i  

a s : 6TOT ^  s u w  ^  f N >  ^  fa r a  a frn 'r;? ! a ) ' annja
^jK O EC O PY f i .T r E S T E ^ ^  ^  SlTjf=ia«! a T 7  3Q‘l? - « T 7 ! ^ a  S^fsUVi S

a tR T U  9 >  f0 5 fl S T  ITT  ̂ % SfiUa ITTOT | l  s V  JtfTJtf iW®>

. j ‘ >'v \ : fl B > « f a  IS W TII
‘• ^ \  • S T b t

'\ S=3»S3SS

} '
a fi< ^ a  a ^  a sfr, vi?tnr, ,  0 ^  affsT ®Y a w T v a t T T

^ 01,  HTfefra l a  aflifJia Ji a 'rr 2o<i ?• e>ni f t t m  ^ . a ^ T W
ft g W  m r  orrfiT e i  a n :  f f m t  acrrw  t  g g f a
f » i T  ciTR'fti 3if»)gTfPW 5 'rn p  u? \  an®^ oinHn c t t t s  0 ®Tm- e
? w  0 i f w 5 T 7 T i  ®V f t g f a  ^ 1  1 1 '^

\h

orft* • 30 tclO ĝ TET3TT
^  fsnfri9- n*84. '*•
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<tm e^. Df̂ -'B/
' aestf 3B«a5sr=== s» -- •'=*= • — 'fa'?tl^«

’ ■ '^ ' ST̂ ff ^  " *

af«> #  ■ f*  favT^a Jsft  ̂ S4-B*BS* r w a  j®

l l l a  s 4  % f ^ s S  E fs gitff ^ l ^ t *  24.B.BS. »V

. .  a m i , >, ^l«5f ^  I  ^

|/^.6.I»78* «A fiat* H-B-I97B* sV ffTO ^ T  « V *  

ftH T ’ f'O i'R ’a fiat®  28‘ 7 ’ IWB* s f ^
I v  STsaJf K i a ^  ^  jTtff P  f  7 '

fgtgff .0 <Ti ^  «lft 5T ^  ^

2<ifB*8'* *^^®T tV riV f w T  38 i&ftfua sr?! ^  n ^

w  # i  Bffi i f  a u r'w  fau w ^i ?i 5e *  faftm etotb f  ® 
5 * ^  w k i r  . m  ffTf 7?1 a t i P  f s  j R j  B . f w #  nr?
*■ ll ‘̂ '  ^  .V

% n ^ ^ ,  f « A  •>

f ^ t i  w  ffeoT ’lUT E. *  i w a w  fci

a a : a f a w  gi^T  ‘e f   ̂ ?T^«' » ’ f  i W T l w T p n  fiW T a f ^ > *
3<feW ViVi *>n5t» ’■'JT OTT^r jfs ^  ^***T

9T3I uf^ fi»5f Tff 3 ffT ^  fa»«rfm  sifta fipi>r? S8*7*70* i»fr w
M ifa  q »HT E> ?1̂  3d Jrtsaia ^

^  »7T^ *T »re i R ^  ttfs sS w  p f e  raHTJWT W  !

gm f^ife #• ffftiftifir afena T V J f  ^  w *w  ® m  m  r m  
a f t  F T  m i

indl

v-’ti'

:
ferfqi: 31 *12 *85*
aBm gBcssssaKts; a»am

lea w  a ̂  3i^» 

^  Iff * •# %  S frsQ^" ft 

f=i] W i ? .  m  Ttufi,

1



h y r y \ k '

n i l  qnwcttjgxogj.

1/

?9.» OVIBS. .'■ , . . , , ' . , *'̂ 1

On r^'t^^ooltw^to the*oorlolu8ljtt
elrouBjatantlRl _ vatwi«n T-5̂  T>̂ finh*̂ rnT»Pur-All«b«t'>tA ,;

r  , r  g r g  i ^ r & i
W t«» .r *w w r u r  .r<4

Slth tt» t̂,» <.P»n to ’•'««
«,pi Pftflrnnai'bllllf.’

s

■I

' rnnl of th# r#tl «ii»nnt r\jl«0 1» ^  AnTt#Tor« I * .

«0.a «hri Riol, 0»tj > ' • • / • '  -

r :  t s s ’ W .  s . "  ~ ”- T  H  r !  T  • »
Sr>d p-̂ ra 8 of thu Stfttlon WorklTtf of Gopftl
flap ntnticn.'KTtrnntfl of th«* relevant rul«« ar#

In AnnftKur® *!*• .

'..■V ' ■ .' ' ■ ■■. ■' ■■ ■ '■.:
.■:-A' , ■. . /  • ^

^ 0 .3 , 3 hrl AMul nil who 18 52 y<*«r« of afW vai >
appointed to Railway 3©r^ie« Ir 19^^ a« a el«an«r 
va« frradually promoted to the poat of a drl-ver ^  0 ^  
•O* In 1958. He had >een worklnfr aft driver In <t, F  
for about 3 ufonth® prior to the aocidant.

h 6 .h  9h r l  R io la  who I s  35  y eare  o f  a#e wae ap p o in ted  

to R a ilw ay  a e r v le e  In  1968 In the c ap ac ity  o f  r e a t

Rl745r SafalWflla. He wafl posted aa S«ifal!fala at 9 m  ;
S a r a l  Oopal f l a f  e ta tlo n  w ith  e f fe o t  from 2 f l .8 ^ 7 7 . . .

ty. 0r??FWA»ri0lg8 AWt> n?f?0rr-ryT)gPA11M«;:

is. The preaant arranpewent^for eloelnj 
= rather ouw^ereowe .There are ft-ur flwlnp ^TP« 

two on each «lde of the eroaalnff and e*»oh of^ttiese la
to be dleenffared f row t, he oaf oh and pushed, ̂ heae^ 
•leaves are nO douH ooupled >iut. a lot of phyiloal; 
effort la required to Iro uised to elote the ffate. ;
In view of the liiimortanoe of the le^el oroailng 
whloh Is apralnat n iJUfliy State High way with heavr .
-vehloular trafflo <5^9250 train vehlole unit* pep dayV 
and to facilitate afiiajraoA <iulok operation of the^fat# 
l«Avea ahould rtl>lii.oed hy a llft4nfr^t*arrler WltH « 
whieb whloh operate# j>oth. the terrier' Voone ■

: , • t a u l t a n e o u a l y # . - f '
.... . •'-■■'■-■-•• >■
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45« '’’h* ffiit.# <if th# firoBHlnf ii \
f#qulr<afl to porfnrm fth r iutl«B af, tb# •t^tlan.Whllt ' 
tb»r« flhould >» nooVj^otlfin t.o sunh <irrnTifl«»«#nt In 
lrl«w o<* thP Itrht train In th«* Bootlon ■ I
(10 p»r Aftj) Prtrtif̂ ul?\rly with a f%t« ilfmal prDtOoiltil 
ih<i l«t#l cro8Plnf?» It will b# an nddltlonni • > ^
iflt(intftir§ if t«l«photil<3 Pomnujmî rntlrmfl protl̂ iMlt fjfdiil' ': 
th«* n#*r«8t «i»ition to thP oirp«eln>f and If . “ >.
th<» ^3K of thd atatiftn la t-j advlsff th# gî t« .. i'
te#lfpiir of th« of tr9ln«i «upport#d by a . ’
Ipfltiite n«ml5#r. th<*re la i l̂r^ady n control phnn«
At th# eroanlni? Ibtit thori* 1* no t)«ll
»̂ »r»ngrt>m«n.t.

'I'
fh« ftate slpnul is loo«t«4 hi a dlitano# of tm\f 

180 (B frniB th«» lev»;/l croBflln*̂  whlnh la lnt4#qimtn for 
unwarn«d low«r quadrant two ai]»et elfmal. *rh# 

ftliHttl po«t« nhould t« 1 shiftM to a dlBtan«0 of 
-'400 m front tha croaBlnir,

*

Tb^ atfltion working rul#» dlapfram Wo» tJiflSTS 
604/23 *7*74 Rhowa a dlsitanĉ * of <100 w fron tht - 
alfrtal to th» oroaa Inf? while at alt«» It w««
dniy 160 m 3unh lapaea ar* n matter of nerloua 
9one#rn olnoe nanrtlona ar« aooordted by th«*
CotiwlgRlon of hallway Saf«ty on th<» praaumptlon 
that plans correctly represent the aite conditions* 
Stich 1 apsfls In mat ters Involrlnp Sflfety ,of trains 
ihoul d be H'volded*

461 flhfl BhoTa  ̂ althou^ posted to Saral Ocpal lb.«^ 
Jtatlon# as a Safalwala waa required to perform the 
atitiea of a '̂ateman, porter «?nd SafalWali. Wn§ 
•fltrueted vlth the job of a gateman without proper
trsioinf anl without his tuperlora enaurlnir his 
eoiflpetenoy to da the Jon* While In^lew of the ll(*!it 
nature ^f work at the atat Ion th»re nhould be of i
ebjeotlon to hla being put on a wult 1-trade poat-llk# '
eafalwala ourâ -Forter oura Gate Keeper, It la (Jonaidered 
that th«*re waa a noatlve failure by the ef^per-flaow 
ataff Ir, the matter of ensuring hla oompfttê #̂, to/ 
perform the job# Suoh aituatlona In liattera rel«|tit»fr ; 
to anfpty ahculd be a-volded.

\

4?. Shrl 81ddino«, flapr litatlon Haflter at 
fl»».rai dopal dlaplayed utter l^ioranoe of .tba .lob h# i
waa required to perforo aa a flag Station Ihater. ;
Kirldently he waa a srlafit there* It la lavvi aorprlalnif ,
that with eoroples proo'edurea and tralrilnf proRraitmet 
on tht Railway aultaMlHy of the wan, to the job 
entruated was not eniiured.SlRee jjroperly *traln«d ‘
odffipotent itaff ooqM be an aaaet to the Railway tlie 
dealrftlsHlty of training aiieh staff ind!Eji>.lea likely 
to be ptfforaij by |Hte»' should i#n|r«iRi t»ie kttimiim 
«f tti« Rillirajr ikdtttlî Utr Atlonk

/

m
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nht'%. l^f^ifn  i?(iouM wot f ^ i lM  J , .

•  *l..0 «̂3t-h« truin •  Twrt.rjfr * *"«• *. * 'lu- a«>rt«

f  pnltM lm  of * lP.!.i «>»«« «« f"!- ‘>««* «>>%t.MM»j
Slid jBoetl?>n»

At* itsH n%h^i t n m m ^ f
m f  If^ilftiJv# in th« fn^tttr of afcsainf /  ' i-

r»r̂ f̂*r tsfem^natlw w  o«>»pitl*Wf t^at •w i  :t.
iUf. e«.m» to his ■"...■

{.•ft«‘|*̂  ?t(*}tiimiinSrtî t.|r̂ f1 JJfUTOS C i U A S ^ ' a t M  to

0f«f^ C?;5¥#rrtjawrits pr̂ >i?is5ifm of bpted,
In th« ftpprn«.«h@s of lw«^l wo«®iiiir®

0f thi ll’ftor ?«hS«l# mil^s feeoppor^tiwf  ̂ ■

,« elqts«# »̂qiilrl»i,fi tht f-m̂  rlfl-f#rs to
m r a  «̂ iUthion$.nt''aiiiJtr!<?4 Qfo?s'im gstti in ■
iow^ttlon. truant of V iU r  Frad.«>î h Im-̂ a m t  ne
?nr t.ak«i ii.«tlnn ow ®U.h@r of ih®®® r^oomŵ ndfitlonf*»

- It U  unli'rutofld tli/?,t th» ?nnistpy--ef TTftnaport hrf# 
iiian wiihtlp%wu ih«lr  tufirf^ailcn n'bout tjuwps. Prnfleldti' 
df !wffpi -in .t.h« «,prroA0h«8 of 1®*?®! ©roeslnf?:® le mTi'

"w -  urf^^fit n#»ft«0 in tli# iniiPr«r,t« of Bsfety of remd ;
V̂  icthl̂ il *'*6 nwl it Ifs sw^festsd ihnt th®

Wintalv'f m y  -SHsrsiie th<» m t t « r  with th« Ministry #f 
TfiitifiP'ori Anil th®8t tf» §t»,ti(S \ j  thetr '" .■».■ ,

f«r'l|tr 1111® Gn-^mmmntn shouM filiio %t ■■
!,0 «p@<iii C^«sp®l 1#t ©I .

en^ to wtirsd th«|t* mtnw ?®hc»ilf9s

'̂ bt FTfi?/*’fiph tfi thc» mrkim af tte# .

l«v#X trasBinr IS vm rlf m r ^M  in th« atttion ^f^vkim ■ 
HtiiK'i! fit §!ir.«i.s, flftpsl Statian. It ®teuM \m pftopsrit 
pr#oli#ly- r#wf»ra«s<! ® ®©wafi9««isp, ' ■

$ 2. fh»r« m » s fftiltir® m  the wrt df
staff ?if laofenow teim ®li«a reswB^IM© fw  l5a6tei!j«
fbbd ttyro XV t0 worir as a ef 35§ ijr,

Mprtnn lAiflta»w U  M U h^Ua  on '28 .0 ,rr»
thst h« h«d-6OTiwe«.nt with ■

Rft# .^«f0ll„Al1,ab»aM(S. B»Saiis® of tfel« f®ll«i»® mM- 

I? 6ohM m l  asilst /lsis lfe*|wp in- leofeiBf @!it ■'■ 
f0r » lm % t  mt th® se«t|©iiie-.

| i  ipp«ir« % M t

% wIs r«K|ulr«»€ i©

wteil» tii# 

„.,. tlilii fmmTd. U  th^t u leaaifst 
•t®%rft tte« road® ^ f a r #  Isalisf a t ^

ir
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« <3rl?ni>) +u*i **  ̂ ®wly Q W q lif i^ ^

fill ^ n $ i H r w t  Driver  AS tr a c t io n  o n tfi

t r , i n  u n t i l  He h "«  t h o C i h l .  !  ^

« o ^ ^ n i f i c R t ^ w t h n  h« i«  ? H ^ !  .  -
itt f u l ly  aoquaintod  w ith  Itt** .|

i

J8  !* d r l ^ r )  an d , Jn the

An J a e W t n n t  Drivor f̂ e m A ,  m r  ■

^ n i n j ^ t n  he t b r . r o X h l T ^ I . j ! f  2 ,/t  vomiting i  V  ' 

»J.|«J«|)lf » e «R t if .lo « fe  thS?  h i  «« J
W i  h«*,lfl full#.v^4Mi^alnti*« tr 1th It.^-

?

T b i  i^j?pr«Rsion ’‘w orking  <1 t r a in ’* wr»» 'Wi ' '

s ; : s - ~
th^ «s)(rir«»flfiion‘’ i f  <!uiv ^y^.th« u s «  o f  ’

<-«rr«ot,<.n Jup U«5,“4^;3“l !8 fw ! “  * ‘-’
I

/ ’

J « J L 5 ® “f'’“"''’' **'*^ **>* «‘Ml« »« P«-»P»rlT ■ - /Affl«nada to r®aulpA » i*i>/44w« '*‘3̂  /^

A«fl)*i.«t (m.*th«r S u iim S f  V /t Z l  *r » " ‘ • • • i  . /
tn U w n  the ro«4 »na « i 2  .  . « r ? «  f «»• "»*>

i«»«»*r of tha «nirln« n iv  wrk5^« .  t "* *• ’I
PirtjottUr »»8t.lTO™ »»«1t.ne R trstn tn a t

» . • ■ . ■ ■ _l

r/-
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Cl-TCJ^^ '

r

sn5> (apftatfs)

cU~^-^ fir ^  -̂-- —-f~C '-— ■

;to ^5F^m H?T '4?it _  '^^c; fo

siq̂  fei «T*?«I n aqsft aftT &

2  67'"o<-si

............................ .......................................

^  3̂<T̂7T ffT̂ fcT SlfrT̂TT ( ?^TTT ) T̂cTT f 3|It fei

^  ^  3T«r^T 3T?IT ^^> 55

5TTT f ^  qT̂ *V ^ ^ nj 5Tf̂ 55

m ITT 3T>T ^ f̂ T\î  5TTT̂  3T̂ T <̂Tin

5T g?̂ :̂ ?TT*TT ^ 5T̂ T cT«?T STq̂ Ĵ f?TiTTTfl'̂  sDt

%  ÎTTT> HT srq̂  3̂\T

m i5R>f ?pt

?lff|5 fSTT 3?q̂  ?TT ?̂cIT5T̂  f̂cT (??cIW?ft)

7^?  ^ qi W!X— ^¥t5? ?T̂ T »t| ^

^̂ T̂ 5TT|> ?{#'8TT f 3?1t |t»TT )R *T|

3Tq̂  q^>^R ^  W3rm 

3T?q q7^> ^ 5R̂  fê ST’̂  |>

^^ t?55tjtt;tt f?2TT snTTor aft? q^ ^ tit sn% i

f5?TT̂ ...........

^frT T ^T  f?[o 3To••

................................................................................

............ .................................................
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SI h  HJiTt ,

yffFI'sffT. I

3!IT^. 2 4 . 6 . 8 5  ^  3{̂ !î  I  5 f n ?  n  B l R c ^ - ^ I c l l  b
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EA ST  IJN'DlAiN RA 1L \7 A Y .
\n/

0-.A ia.^N 
G.

Ilintory of Servicc including: Appointeicnt, Increase, Promotion and 
Eeduction, etc., also examinations passed.

Si [I nature________ _

Lfift Tliumb Impression. J)a>te <3) _ \7_

4

T'Vi-V ;,
\,i:i Fathers-^ame i

Name in full

p̂ Ĵ Natior̂ libitv or Caste

.5^i(U^C0 i*C^NA»>v*w -

full &  RpsidGnce fS (̂Xvyt./u^

■'Date of birth ... ..Exact height, by measurement___Br:-3— Age on appointment _ J i ^ : ^ .

PorsoT^ marks for identification — :--- ----

X);i,io nf nppointmHiit 8̂  - fetation where appointed

on date of a[)pointment lls.

M
;.K-. of health certiftcate.

of joining Pfoyidenr, Fund . P. F. Account IstO

j

yirrnatuvc and designation of Atteshno; Oiricprjf^'^!!-- - —

A

^̂ I’ovious servict) on other r-oilways or aQleccuents_

-lia) eyS'Bight test. 

( of ex*mmal;5on.
E x a m i n e d  by. U k s o l t .

a

f I

M t -. -Tilin sl'OPi is to b« p-̂toT in position as soon
jxs a f;abiafacu>rv impress:!.>ti Uhs b̂en ubi'UiioJ,
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In tbe Central Admljnistrative T r ib unal :  Additional

:^nch : illiahabad.

■ 19S6 V i

6  RQply on behalf of the Respondents f

In

Registration  No. 438 of 1986.

iibdul A l i

Versus

petitioner

, ' v ^ A  The Union of India ,

0 < , ^  and others ' . . . .

V

%P'

Respondents,

Reply of C / k l '  d ff-u f)

_aged about ^ a r s

Son of _
X / > ^  0 Ci/^ a ')TQlV?'y

Assistant personnel O f f i c e r , Northerr 

Railv?ay, Lucknow .,

Deponent,

I, the depor^nt a b o v e m e d , do hereby solemnly

affirm  and state on oath as under i- 
t

't

1. That the deponent^ is the

iissistant personnel O f f ic e r ,  Northern Railway,

" l a f  Lucknow and is fu l ly  acquainted with the facts 

dsposad to hereinafter .



• • o * »•• • O M •

Respondent no . 3 >jhq the dls c l p l i n a ] ^  author it y 

of the petitioner.

7 .  That the contents of the

paragraph no., 6 ( 4 )  o f  the said  petition  are vague 

ajid are denied. The petitioner  was supplied with 

a ll  the dociUinents which were relied  upon. He
• ......................  ■ " ' .............. ' ..." II' I n -n  - - I ....................... •— ,1   I i ^ a giii mg I n "

given opportunity by the Snquiry O fficer  to inspect

the entire record,\^o permitted the penitioner to 

take extracts from the record.

V

it

8 . . That the contents of the

paragrajti no. 6 (5 )  o f  the said petition  are admitfcad.

That in reply to the contents 

o f  paragraph no. 6 (6 ) o f  the aaid p e t i t io n ,  it  Is 

stated  that the E nquicy Officer considered a ll  the 

objections raised on b s h ^ f  of the petitiorer  and 

a perusal o f  the enquiry report would show that 

the petitioner was given f u l l  opportunity during tiie 

enquiry,

\

That in reply to the contents 

of paragraph no . 6 ( 7 )  of the gaid p e t it io n ,  it is 

stated that the report o f  the, Enquiry O fficer  is



O

4:

V

4 : j

feu'

iaasad on'tte materials/bn record and doas not

suffer  from any i l le g a lit y  o r  infirm ity .

\

That the contents of the 

paragraph no . 6 ( 8 ) of the said petition  are 

denied. A perusai o f  Innexure 5 to the petition  

would show that the d isciplinary  authority had 

issued the show causa notice after considering the 

enquiry report. The enquiry report consists o f  

evidancQ on record as vjsii. The show causa notice 

is in accordanca with la w  and does not suffer from 

any infirm ity .

'O.

r fSK.

..

12. That the a U e ^ t i o n s  made

in paragraph no. 6 ( 9 )  of  the sa ia pe titio n re garding 

the reply  to tha show cause notics given by the 

petitioner is admitted.

That the contents o f  the 

paragraph no . 6 ( i 0 ) o f  ttie said petition are denied. 

The Disciplinary  authority  after carefully  considering 

the representation of the petitioner did not f in d  

the explar^tion  satisfactory and held the petitioner 

guilty of the charge and imposed the penalty of 

•removal from service.

14. That the allegations made
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2 .  That the deponent has read

and fu l l y  understood ths contents o f  the petition 

filed  by the petitioner .

/
3* That the contents o f  the

paragraph nos. 1 to 5 o f  the said writ petition 

need no reply .

4* That the contsnts o f  the

paragraph no. 6 ( i )  o f  the said petition  are not 

disputed.

W t  in reply to the contents 

o f  paragraph no . 6 ( 2 ) o f  the said petition , it  is 

stated that the petitioner v^s served with a 

charge-sheet containing the statement o f  articles  

o f  char gas etc', and the statement o f  a llegatio n s . The 

names o f  the witnesses sought to be produced on 

behalf of the Administration vjas also c ited . The 

document i . e .  report o f  the Additional Commissioner, 

^ailv/ay Sa fe ty , Lucknow was also mentioned.

S .  That the contents o f  the

paragraph no . 6 ( 3 ) o f  the said petition  are 

denied. The charge-sheet was issued by the
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Respondent no , 3 wlriQ w^s the d l s c l p i l n a r s ^ ut'Rorlty 

of the pQtitionsr.

7 .  That the contents o f  the

paragraph no. 6 ( 4 )  o f  the said petition  are ya gae 

and are denied. The petitioner  v^s supplied with 

a l l  the documents which were relied  upon. He v^s 

given opportunity by the Enquiry O fficer  to ins|^ct

the entire re cord,who permitted the petitioner to 

take extracts from the record.

A

8 , , That the contents of the

paragraph no. 6(5); o f  the said petition  are admitted.

9* That in reply to the contents

o f  paragraph no. 6 (6 ) o f  the said p e t i t io n ,  it is 

stated that the E nquiry Officer considered a ll  Ifae 

objections raised on b s h ^ f  of the p etitioter  a m  

a perusal of  the enquiry report would show that 

the petitioner -was given f u l l  opportunity during ttie 

enquiry.

\

10* That in reply to the contents

of paragraph no . 6 ( 7 ) o f  the said p e t it io n ,  it is 

stated that the report o f  the. Enquiry O fficer  is
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tesad on'tte materials/bn record and doss not ■ 

Suffer from any illegality  or infirmity.

That the conte nts of the 

paragraph no. 6 (8 )  of the said petition are. 

denied. A perusal o f  Innexura 5 to the petition 

would show that the disciplinary authority had 

issued the show cause notice after consi(^rir]g the 

enquiry report. The enquiry report consists of 

evidence on record as vjeii. The show cause notice 

is in accordance with law  and does not suffer from 

a ny‘'‘5i5Qf3̂ ' i n f i r m i t y .

. . .

1 2 . That the a l ie ^ t io n s  made

in paragraph no. 6 (9 )  of the said pe tit io n re garding 

the reply to the show cause notice given by the 

petitioner is admitted,

13. That the contents o f  the 

paragraph no. 6 (10 )  of the said petition are denied. 

The Disciplinary authority after carefully considering 

, the representation of the petitioner did not find

the expiar^tion satisfactory and held the petitioner 

guilty of the charge and imposed the penalty of 

emovai from service.

14. That the a^j.egations made
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In paragrajii no . 6 (ll)' o f  the said  petition  regarding 

f i l in g  of appeal by the petitioner is admitted.

15 .  That reply to tha contents

of paragraph no. 6 ( 1 2 )' of the said petitionj it  is 

stated that the pstitionars appeal ¥a§; dQcided in 

accordance with l ^ w a n d  there \^s no delay in 

deciding the appaai.

: : : , 5  S!;

4!.

1 6 .  That the contents o f  tha

paragraph n o .  6 ( 1 3 )  o f  the said petition  are not 

disputed. It i s ,  hdv;aver, sufcmitted that the 

petitioner, was acquitted by the criminal court 

for la c k  of  evidence and this did not prevent the 

Disciplinary  authority to iiiitiate a departmental 

enquiry .

17. That in reply to the

contents o f  the paragraph no. 6 (1 4 )  o f  the said 

petition , it  is stated that tha judgment in the 

criminal case did not absolve the petitioner 

completely and it vjas open for the Railway adminis­

tration to initiate d isc ip linary  proceedings 

against him in order to find out as to whether

*V
the petitioner was guiltyof misconduct fcjC

1 1 ^ '
violating  the Statutory Rules.
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18, That iai reply  to the contents

of jJJragrapb no. 6 ( 1 5 )  of  the said p e t it io n ,  it' is 

stated that the p6 titioner«s  appeal v;as dismissed 

by the Respondent no . 4 .

39. . That in reply to the contents

o f  paragraph no. 6 (1 6 )  o f  the said p e t it io n ,  it is 

stated that Annexure 2 is only a communication of  tte 

ordar.

A true copy o f  tha order passed by the 

appellate authority is being f i l e d  herewith arx3 

marked as Annexure lfo .GAM «= to this reply .

2 0 . . That in reply to the contents 

o f  paragraph no . 6 ( 1 7 ) o f  the said p e t it io n ,  it is 

stated that since the petitioner had been communica­

ted the order passed in appeal, no fresh reply

was given to the petitioner.

21 .  That thP contents o f  the 

paragraph no. 6 (1 8 ) ' o f  the said pet it io n  are 

denied. The D isciplinary  Authority of the petitioner" 

is the Senior Divisional 1'©chanicai Engineer, The

CL (la. w
petitioner vjas appointed as a in Glass IV

service of the Railv^y and the General Manager had 

delegated p o ^ r s  under Section  134 of the Rail-vjay
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Establishiiiant Code 7 o l .  I  to the l o ^ 'r  authority 

to make the appointment.

'O

” bat in reply  to the contents 

o f  paragraph no. 6 (1 9 )  of the said petition , it  is 

stated that ths impugned order of removal of the 

petitioner from service shows that the D isciplinary  

M t h o r it y  had applied his mind before jessing  tt^ 

impug:3Sd order, it m s  not necessary for the 

Disciplinary  authority  to \^rite a detailed judgment.

y

in reply to the contents 

of paragraph no , 6 ( 20) o f  the said  petition , it is

stated that a copy of the appellate order is j^ing

attached to this reply  ,^ ic h  would show that th e

appellate authority had applied its mind before

r a jectin g  the appeal of the petitioner.

in repLy to the contents 

o f  paragraph no. 6 ( 2 1 ) o f  the said p et it io n ,  it  

stated that ArnQmre 2 to the r^tition is a iiere 

coimiunication of the order rejecting  the appeal 

of the petitioner . The order of removal communioated 

to the petitioner has been signed by the Senior 

Divisional Mechanical Engineer himself.

25.
That the contents of the
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paragrai^ nos. 6 (2 2 )  and (23 )  o f  the s^id patitioD 

are admitted.

2 6 . tbst ths contents o f  the

p ^ a  graph no. 6 (2 4 )  of the said  petition are denied. 

The patitionar violated General Rule 7 6 , in as mucti 

a s ,  the signal was >0 n ' and he overshot the signal 

and l e a f  gates -were open thereby causing serious 

accident resulting  in the death o f  2 2  persons.

27. That in reply  to the contents

of paragraph no. 6 ( 2 5 )  of  the said petition , it  is 

stated that a perusal o f  ths report o f  ths Enquiry 

O fficer  would show that the coniplQte report o f  , , 

the issist^nt  {bmaiissionsr, R a ii^^ y  Safety , Lucknow 

was not on ths f ile  of the Enquiry O fficer  wharaas 

the report of the Additional Commlssipnar, Ra i m a y 

Safety  which sp acifically  deals with the a c c i ^ n t  

was on the fllQ in duplicate, but ^ s  refused as 

unacceptable by the petitioner who demanded the 

xtrtioie report. Ths petitioner ^ s  thus supplied- 

with the relevant part of the report which x-jas 

only relied  upon by the Enquiry O f f ic e r .

u
28 .  That the cotifents of  the

I/'-, paragraph n o .  6 ( 2^) of the said petition are

not admitted. A perusal o f  innexure i i ’lcsoQsi  ̂ xisocKx*^
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read with other evidance on the record would show 

that the petitioner v^s responsibla for the occurrence 

snd he csnnot take the plea that since other parsons 

have not bean punished, the petitioner is also not 

l ia ble  to be punished. The Gateman has also been 

puni^hfd-,. besides the T r a f f ic  Inspector and Gu^rd 

o f  the T r a in .  The points taten by ths petitioner 

are \'/holly irrelevant in order to prove the charge 

against him. On ths basis o f  the material on the 

recor.d, it has been proved from the matariai on 

record that the signal was 'O n ‘ and the petitioner  

who was ths Driver of the Train  overshot the signal  

with the result  that a serious accident \ms caused.

V

29. That the contents o f  tlip

paragraph no, 6 ( 2 7 ) of the said petition are denied. 

The Enquiry Officer  did not conduct the enquiry

under th® pressure of the G-sneral Manager. The

(

General Manager's warning was only to the affect  

that the witnesses shall not make untruthful and 

false statements, otherwist they shall render 

themselves liable  for d isciplinary  proceedings.

It was not mandatory to appoint a presenting Officer 

j and the Enquiry Officer could alv/ays put questions 

1 in  order to verify  the correct fa c ts ,  A perusal 

Eof the enquiry report would show that it has 

considered all  the plaas raised  on behalf of the 

\^petitioD3 r during the course o f  enquiry.
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V

30 , That the contents o f  the

paragraph no. 6 ( 2 8 )  of the said  petition  are denied. 

The report o f  the Enquiry O fficer  is a well reasoned 

report and he h«̂ s given fu l l  reasons at  arriving  

at the finding  that the petitioner v;as guilty of  tl;g 

charge.

>1:

31 . That-ths contents of the 

paragraph no. 6 (3^ )* "o f  the said petition are denied.

The allegations made by the petitioner are ii^sed 

on assumptions and presumptions. The findings recorded 

by the Snqu,iry Officer and Additional Commissioner,- 

RailvjSy Safety  is that the sigrfai t,^s «0 n ’' koS'

overshot and the plea o f  the petitioner that the signal 

was »off« i . e .  it was dovm has not been believed

by the Disciplinary  iiuthority and the Enquiry O fficer .

3 2 .  ThJ^t in reply  to the contents 

of paragraph no. 6 (3 0 )  of the said pet it io n , i t  is 

stated that the find ngs of tlie Enquiry O fficer  i-iiich 

has been accepted by the D isciplinary  Authority

is the signal was «0n' and not 'Off* as alleged 

by the p e t it io n e r .

33. That the contents o f  the

paragraph no. 6 ( 3 1 )  of the s aid  petition  are denied.
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The enquiry conducted fa irly  and impa-rtiaily 

and not under the influsncs of the Divisional 

safety Officer  and the statement of witnesses 

were correctly recorded.

34* That the contents o f  the

paragraph no. 6 (3 2 )  o f  the said petition are

denied, Th® Sncjuiry Officor h a s "*^^  given very 

detailed reasons in a rr iv in g  at the .finding that 

the petitioner was guilty of the charges.

25* That the contents o f  tha

paragraph no. 6 ( 3 3 )  o f  the said  petition  are denied.

Besides the petitioner , the GatsnPn, T raffic  

Inspector and Guard o f  the Train  havs a n  been 

punished for misconduct.

' 2 6 .  Thatthe contents of the

paragraph no. 6 (3 4 )  o f  the said pet it io n  are 

denied. The Disciplinary  iiuthority has considered 

the entire record o f  the case including the 

representation of the petitioner before passing tte 

order of removal.

That the contents o f  the 

paragraph n o , -6(35) o f  the said petition  are 

denied, & perusal of  /^nnexure i  to the petition

I



would shovj that the order cf remov-ai was passed 

by the Disciplinary Mthority on 2 .6 .1978 after 

carefully considering the representation of the 

petitioner dated 1.6.1978.

38. That the contents of the

paragraph no. 6 ( 3 6 ) of the said petition are denie 

The Ippeliata Authority has considered tî ie apjeal 

of the petitioner in accordance with law.

39. That in reply to the contents

of paragraph no. 6(37) of the said petition, itis 

stated thst the mtaimum penalty for such a serious 

misconduct is rsmovai from service and it cannot be 

said that the petitioner has been given severe 

punishnient. It is denied that the impugned order is 

violative of Articles 14 o f  the Constitution of 

India or the Discipline and Ippeai Rules, 1 9 6 8 .

That in reply to the contents 

of paragraph no. 6 ( 3 8 ) of the said petition, it is 

stated that the mere fact that the petitior^r had

been acquitted by the criminal court for lack of 

evidence does not prevent the administration from 

initiating disciplir^ry proceedings fcr violatirg the 

Ka il\-3S y Huies.
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41*  That in reply  to the contents

of paragraph no. 7 of the said petition , it  is  stated 

that the petition  is devoid of any merits and is 

liable to be dism isi^d .

nJ

V E R I F  1 C A T  I O N

.1} ^  aged

.Ass is-

personnel O fficer , Northern Railway, Lucknow do 

hereby declare and verify  that the contents o f  the 

paragraph nos. i  to 41  o f  the present reply  are 

true to my personal knowledge and beiefj and that 

I  have not suppressed any mater j^ i  f^cts  in it .

L

d 12 .1986

A .

Daponent.
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In  the Cent ral Adrainistrat ivfe Tribunal; Additional

Bench Allahabad

V '

r e j o in d e r  bepl y  on eshalf  o f  applicassit

IN

REGISTRATION NO, 438 uF 1986

Abdul Ali Applicant

VERSUS

The Union of India and 

others Respondents

1 ,  Abdul Ali/ son of Sri Nizaia Ali/ resident 

of village ka^anpur near Bus Station/• P rat apgarh, 

the applicant in the above noted case do hereby 

sutoit the Rejoinder Reply to the counter reply 

^  submitted the Respondents as under;-

'^hat the applicant ha^a read the contents 

of the Counter Reply (hereinafter referred to as 

•Reply*) sufcmitted ton behalf of the Respondents 

and has|a«t-e-d the same.

2. That in reply to the contents of para 1 

of the Reply it is stated that the Assistant 

Personnel officer, Northern Railway# who has 

submit te'd the reply on behalf of the Respondents 

is not a party in the case and as such he has no 

authority to submit the reply. Moreover the said 

Assistant Personnel Officer has never been involved
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in the matter nor has got' any concern with the || 

laatterand as such how he has  submitted the reply 

to the applicaticn  ver ify in g  the contents to  be 

true  to h is  personal knowledge and b e l i e f .  Thus,  

the reply  submitted by the said Assistant Perso­

nnel  O f f i c e r  on behalf o f  the Respondents is  

without ju r is d ic t io n  and cafinot be read as a 

reply'.

3 .  That the contents o f  para^ 2 o f  the reply

need no coiments.

4* That the con ten tso f  para  3 of  the reply

need no coiaraents.

5 .  T-hat the contents of para 4 of the reply 

need no coraraents.

6 . That since the contents o f  para  6 * 2 . of 

the application have been admitted vide the 

contents o f  para 5 o f  the reply hence i t  requires 

no comments. It  i s ,  however/ further stated 

that in the said charge sheet the applicant was 

held responsible for violation  o f  the General
________—_______________ —-------------------------- ------------ ------ -----

Rule 7 6 .  No charges o f  mis-conduct under the

Railway Servants Conduct Rules 1966 had been

 ̂ a lleged  to have been violated  by the applicant 

and therefore no d is c ip l in a r y  action under 

Railway Servants (D is c ip l in e  ^ d  Appeal) Rules 

1968 (hereinafter  referred  to as 1966 Rules)
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V

&an be taken by follow ing  the procedure through 

the said  chargesheet .

7 ,  That the contents o f  para  6 o f  the reply
)

are denied as incorrect and those contents of 

para 6 .3  of the application  are reiterated  as 

c o r r e c t .  The respondent n o .  3 has no ju r isd ict io n  

to institute  the d is c ip l in a r y  proceedings under 

1968 Rules against the applicant . The Respondents 

have neither  filed  any provision  of law in  this 

regard nor f ile d  the appointment letter o f  the 

applicant which i s  with the respondents. Indeed  

no d is c ip l in a r y  proceedings can be in s t itu te d  

against the applicant under the provisions  o f  

1968 Rules as the alleged  vio lation  do not 

con stitute  mis-conduct and thus  the entire  d is c ip ­

linary  proceedings culm inating  into the irapugned 

order are null  and void ,

8 ,  That the contents  of para 7 of  the reply
/

are denied  as incorrect while the contents  o f  para 

6 .4  o f  the application are reiterated  as c o r r e c t ,

9 ,  That the co n ten ts  of  para 8 o f  the r e p l y

need no comraents as the contents o f  para  6 , 5  of 

the app^-icatiai have been admitted,

10 ,  That the contents o f  para 9 o f  the rep]|f 

are denied  as incorrect and those contents of 

para 6 , 6  of the application  are reiterated  as
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correct,

11. That the contents of para 10 of the reply 

are denied as incorrect atJsdc while thos^ contents 

of pa^a 6*7 uf tiie application are reiterated as
I

correct *

V

12. I  hat the contents of para 11 of the reply 

are denied as incorrect while those contents of 

para 6.8 of the application are reiterated as

correc t.

K:-

13. That t h e  contents of para 12 of the reply 

r e q u i r e  no cofflments as the contents of para 6 . 9  

of the a p p l i c a t i o i  ha've been admitted.

14. That the contents of para 13 of the reply 

are denied as incorrect while those contents of 

para 6.10 of tJie application are reiterated as

15. That the contents of para 14 of the reply 

need no co»aments as the contents of para 6.11

of the application have loeen admitted,

16. Thattbe contents of para 15 of the reply 

are denied as incorrect v^ile the contents of para 

6.12 of the application are reiterated as correct. 

It is further submitted that the alleged violation 

of General Rule 76 is an offence which can only

be tried by a Magistrate as envisaged in the

Indian Railways Act 1890 (hereinafter referred tO
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as Act) and the disciplinary authority has got 

nc^ jurisdiction to institute any inquiry proceed­

ings for the said offence. The petitioner was 

indeed tried under section 101 of the -^ctby a 

Magistrate of the competent jurisdiction and was 

acquitted as no charges could be substantiated 

against hira.

17. ■ That the contents of para 16 of the reply 

require no coii’.raent s as the contents of para 6.13 

of the application have been admitted. It is 

further stated that there is no distinction 

between the acquitfel for lack of evidence or 

otherwise. I t  is vTell settled concept of law

that even i f  an accused is acquitted by the court
\

of law on the benefit of doubt, it is clear 

acquittal for all the purposes.

1 8 . -Bhat the contents of para 17 of the reply 

are denied as incorrect and misconceived while those

contents of para 6 .14  of the application are 

reiterated as correct. It  is further stated that 

the departraent'a 1 authorities have got no juris— 

diction to try railway servants for the violation 

of the General Rules or (the conducts which are 

offences in the eye of law* ‘̂ h^ ^ p  lie ant has 

not teen charged for the violation of any conduct 

rules and the alleged conduct of the applicant is

not a mis-^onduct, i)Ut ig
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provisions of the Act. The applicant raost humbly 

subaits that he has been held responsible for 

the violation of General Rule 76. The General 

Rules have been framed under section 47 of the 

Act. Section 101 of the Act specifically says 

that ,if a railway servant when on duty endangers 

the safety of any person by disobeying any General 

Rule made# sanctioned, published and notified 

under the kct  ̂ he shall be punished with imprison-

rae;^_for a term v^ich may extend to two yeiirs or

fined
will be G©R5?i;8«g(^v^iGh may extend_jto-Rg-s 50o/- or

both. Sections 99 tu 105 of the deal with the 

offences by railway servants. The other offences 

have been dealt with under sections 106 to 130 

of the Act , The procedure forj^iolation of the 

said offences has been described under sections 

131 to 134 of the Act, Section 133 of the Act 

specifically says that the offences under the Act 

can only be tried by at least a Magistrate of 

the II Class . Section 13 2 contemp late s that the

provisions of Criminal Procedure Code are appli~ 

cable for trying the offences under the Act. 

Similarly Rule 3 of 1968 Rules prohibits the

/

disciplinary authority fpr instituting and

conducting enquiry by following the procedure

enshrined under 1968 Rules as the special proce­

dure has been provided under the Act* Rialg ^

J
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of 1958 Rules clearly conteraplatas that whenever 

the disciplinary aEcthority is of the opinion 

that there are grounds for enquiring into the 

truth of any imputation of rais-conduct or lais- 

behaviour against a railv/ay servant it may

itself enquire into or appoint ]under this rule 

to enquire into the truth. Since there are 

no iraputation of jBiscond-uct or misbehaviour 

g,gainst the applicant no enquiry.,can b£-proceeded 

under Rule 9 and thus the chargesheet issued 

undefi Rule 9 is null and void and has got no 

legal existence. Likewise section 4̂ of the 

Code of Grirainal Procedure 1973 contemplates 

that an offence under any law shall be investi­

gated, enquired into apd otherwise dealt with 

in accordance with the procedure provided in the . 

said Code of Criminal Procedure 1973 . It  is 

obvious from the above discussion that the 

action of the disciplinary authority is void 

and once the applicant has been exonerated for 

the all^QS^^ offence by a competent court of law 

the disciplinary authority cannot take any action 

for the same offence against the applicant. For 

the sake of ready reference the relevant part 

of the General Rules showing that they have teen 

framed under section 47 of the Indian Railways
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^ct and Section 47 of the Act as well as section 

95 tol08 and again 128 to 135 of the Indian 

Railways Act showing that the violation of 

General Rules 76 is an offence which can only be

tried by a court of law under the Code of

Criminal CProcedure is bein.g filed herewith as 

ftnnexure-12 to this Rejoinder Reply.

y*

19. ' '̂hat the contents of para 18 of the reply 

need no cotHments as the contents of para 6,15 

of the application have been admitted.

20* That the contents of para 19 of the reply 

are misconceived hence denied ^lile these 

contents of pa^a 6.16 of the application are 

reiterated as correct . It is further stated that

the impugned order as contained in Annexure-2 is 

not only a communication but indeed is an order 

passed on the appeal of the applicant. Ihe 

answering Opposite Party has also filed the. sarae 

inthe na®e of urder filed by the appellate 

authority as Annexure No. v^^ile it has been

asserted in the para under reply tfeat the 

?^nnexure-2 is only a coramunication. After the 

Annexure-2 the applicant had specifically reques­

ted the respondents to furnish a detailed copy 

of the order passed in the appeal of the
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a p p lic a n t ,  i f  any# but as no d eta iled  and 

speaking orders were^passed^the repondents 

failffed to  supply the saj'ae so f a r .

2 1 .  T h at  the contents of  para 20 p f  the Reply 

are the admission # ft h e  contents o f  para  6 .1 7  

o f  the application  hence it requires no cominent-s.

22* That the co n ten ts  of para 21 of  the Reply 

are denied  as incorrect while tihose contents

o f  para 6»18 of  the application  are reiterated

■'•S’
as c o r r e c t .  T-he answering opposite party  has

not f i l e d  any order in support o f  the contention 

that the Senior D iv is io n a l  M echanical Engineer 

was the appointing authority of  the a p p lican t .

N o  powers o f  d ism issal  were delegated in case 

of the petitioner  in as much as the applicant

was promoted to the post of Driver under the
€-------- -

\|orders dE th^ _c ^n e r a l  M a n a ^ r ,

23 .  That the contents of  para  22 o f  the reply 

are the admission of the contents o f  para  6 . i 9  

of the applica^io!^ hence it requires no  comments. 

Nevertheless  it  i s  further stated that a perusal  

of the order w i l l  it s e l f  reveal that the said 

©rder has been passed without application

mind.
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2 4 .  That the c ontdnt s o f  pa^a 23 of the reply' 

is  misconceived and incorrect as[no other o r d e r ^  

the appellate authority  except as contained  in 

Anne xu re - 2  to th§ application /has  (been filed  

by tiie answering opposite Party with the reply . 

The appeal has not been properly  considered  in 

terras o f  the provisions  ofRule 18 of  1968 R u les .

'V

25, That thjS contents o f  para 24 of the reply 

are raisconceived hence denied  while those confentg 

o f  para  6 . 2 1  o f  the application  are reiterated

as c o r r e c t ,  h suitable reply has already been 

furnished  in the preceding  paragraph,

26, That the contents of para  25 of the reply

6.23
need no coreroents as the contents  o f  para  6 , 2 2  a ? ^  

of the application  have been admitted,

27, That the contents uf para  26 of the reply 

are misconceived and incorrect hence denied  

while the contents o f  para  6*24  of the applicatior 

are reiterated  as c o r r e c t .  I t  is  further stated 

that even in case the applicant is  found guilty  

o f  v io la t in g  the General Rule 76 he cannot be 

subjected to any departmental proceeding  in view 

o f  the Rule 3 of 1968 Rules read with sections 

101# 133 and 134 o f  thd ^ c t . The applicant

has not been charged for- any misconduct and the
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’i^iolation, Of the said General Rule 76 is an 

offence and therefore for committing any offence 

under the provisions of the Indian Railways Act 

the disciplinary proceedings cannot he instituted 

under Rule 9 of 1968 Rules.

.

28. That the contents of para 27 of the reply 

are denied to the eJ^tent it is contrary to the 

contents of para 6,25 of the application. It 

is further stated that the various statements 

and other material of the said report of Assis­

tant Coftimissioner, Railway Safety was relied 

Upon and the applicant was not supplied the 

relevant material from the said report which was 

in favour of the applicant. 1-he material which 

was not useful for the applicant and asa rather 

which was irrelevant to the contejjt was supplied
1

tothe applicant,

29. That the contents of para 28 of the reply

ar§ incorrect hence denied emphatically# while

/ ,

those contents of para 6,26 of the applicatiai 

are reiterated as correct. I t  is further stated 

that similarly situated persons v^o were fully 

and equally responsible for the said occurrence

have been let free. It is obviously discrimina- I-

I’
tory as the applicant .alone cannot be punished | 

& r  the said occurrence. More-over it was the
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eraployer who failed to provide the adequate 

safety arrangement which resulted in the said 

occurrence for which the applicant cannot be 

held guilty by any stretch of imagination.

No action can be taken against the applicant 

as under the circumstances the action couM  

obviously be discriminatory treatment with the 

applicant as the similarly situated other

*

persons like Gateman, Station Master etc. have 

not been punished. T-he answering respondents 

have not filed any document in support of the

ctAovv̂  ' ''K
plea that the other per son s |e»ee^ tfae applicant

were also punished for the said occurrence.

has
"Ihe averment is baseless and x^sim ply  been 

made for the sake of reply.

30 . That the contents of para 29 of the reply 

are denied as incorrect while those contents of 

para 6,27 of the application are reiterated as 

correct.

31. T-hat the contents of pa^a 30 of the reply 

are denied as incorrect while the contents of 

para 6 ,28 of the application a^e reiterated as 

correct.

3 2. That the contents of para 31 of the reply

are denied as incorrect while those contents of

paira 6 ,29  of the application are reiterated as
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correct, Tliere is no such finding to the effect . 

that the said occurrence took p^iace owing to the 

sheer mistake of the applicant,

33. That the contents of para 3 2 of the reply 

are denied as incorrect while th©se contents of 

para 6.30 of the application are reiterated as 

correct .

3 4, That the contents of para 33 of the reply 

are denied while the contents of para 6.31 of
j

the p lic a t io n  reiterated as correct,

35 . That thee untents of para 34 of the reply 

are denied while the contents of para 6,3 2 of 

the application are reiterated as correct,

36 . That the contents/ of para 35 of the reply 

are denied as incorrect while those contants of 

para 6,33 of the application are reiterated

as correct. No documentary evidence has been 

filed by the answering respondents in support 

of the ■ contention that besides the app licant the 

Gateman.# Traffic Inspector and Guard of-the train 

have also been punished. Even the nature of the 

punishment has not teen disclosed in the contents 

of the para under reply.

37. That the contents of para 36 of ;the reply 

are denied m. vi^ile those contents of para 6,34 

of the application are reiterated as correct.
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38 , That the contents of para 37 of ,the’ reply

are denied as incorrect while those contents of 

para 6 .35  of the application aî e reiterated as 

correct. , •'

39, Ihat the contents of para 38 of the reply ' ‘ 

are denied as incorrect while those contents of 

para 6,36 a^e reiterated as correct,

40, That in reply to the contents of para 39 

of the reply it |s stated that the applicant has 

not cosinitted any raisccnduat and therefore the 

penalty of removal or dismissal is not

The applicant has not committed any mis-coniuct 

and therefore no action can be taken against him 

under 1968 Rules, 5̂

41, That thecontents of pa£a 40 of the reply 

are denied as misconceived and incorrect while
N

those contents of para 6,38 of the application 

are reiterated as correct. The nature of the 

conduct is not a misconduct but is an offence as 

contemplated in the Act for t,7hich Criminal proceed­

ings can only be drawn before the court of law.

In  case the delinquent employee is convicted by 

the Court of law certainly he can bi punished 

on the ground of such conviction but the respon­

dents cannot institute any disciplinary proceedings 

for the said offence which is not a misconduct



and thB-i^oaft or |pu ni shed tboc^^ejjr ant * on the basis 

Of the^discip Unary proceedings. Once the 

applicant has been tried by the CriiRinal Court of 

Law for coiaraitting the said offence and h a s  been 

acquitted honorably the department has got nothing 

todo with the applicant except to provide him 

all consequential benefits*

42. That the contents of para 41 of the reply 

are denied as incorrect. It is further stated 

that the applicant's application is founded on 

well established princip3,es and ground of law 

and is liable to be allowed in favour of the 

applicabt with full consequential benefits.

V £  R I  I O N

1 , ftbdul Ali/ aged about years, son of 

Sri Nizam Ali# dw hereby declare and verify that 

thee  untents of paras 1 to 42 Of the Hejoinder 

Reply are, true to my personal knowledge and 

belief and that I have not suppressed any raaterial 

facts in i t .

Place; Allahabad; 

Dated . Feb. 1987.



G E N E R A L  E,, IJ'  L  i  $  

197 6

Foft :

INDIAN iAILWATS
(Open Lines)

' W IT H

V "
IP B S I D l A i  Y i y  L E S

‘  A N D  

APPEND!CES
\

V.

OF THE

y

North Eastern Railway

(EdirioR 1978)



V

/(a.

\)
j-
V
0

I and

P R J F A C B  

'■ 1978) contain,.

09^RR/4. HaM llth February 1975 No.

gf̂ y rfthfss £?f?pSsir &

Sf‘i S S : « £ S £ S 3 l S
Sajtetub*^® y “f  every Raiiiyay servant to

p i P i S ^
Nprtt&S^m^RaUwafandSrb^^ « *'>' Property of the
“ "“ tfWion b y s . ^ a V a ^ 4 ^ S J l 2 " “ ' ' “ " *

Gorakhpur. 

P<ttod Itk Ortober, 197j
K. NATESAK 

Opetai!»t S«ptrtKKaknt

iPM y



V
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l0f

■'f
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ti?C tirTiMf CSfetrsa Govenffisat er M case ̂  a 
I^ T S ^ y  the rmrny company m  taste gcn««i r tfe

t h i s  A e t  for tte foUowing purposes, namely :-~ ,

(a) for regulating the moae i% wMdi, iodrolliag-st^k used <m the raUway is to be moved or propelled ;

coaveaieBoe d |» s ^(l>)'for providing for the accommo<ktioa aad a 
mi feguiating l i e  carriage of fte tf luggage ;:■ m

. • m  &r W  canedMion of tidtets 
flocoamiodatioa or not), the circumstances undw S S
within which, such cancellation my be aUowcd and the cnar^ p»y8BJ®

. tter^r;

(c) for -dedaring wlmt shall be êeaaaJ t© be, tor ^  ^
' aet, diigBrous or i s i v e  goods, aad for legolatmg ife> c8̂ | e  swdi

goods;

(d) for regulating the'conditions on which the railway admî strati^ 
irill carry passengers suffering &;om infections or contagious disorder** Kro 
providing for the disinfection of carriages which have been aisd by 
passengers;

(«) for is^teting the conduct of ^  raSway tervsia

(f) for regulating the teoos and conditions m whi<̂  t^  
administralion will warehoiBe goods or retain foods or ^ob*3$ ftt *®J 
station on behalf of the comigne® or ovmer ; aod

■; : (^) graer̂ Hy, for teguiath  ̂flJS trtveHtog ^?os, KflfS ^
^ ^ aaagen ^ t <̂ , ^  t&wa ,̂

(2) The rules may provide that any person comsiittlRS s  of ssf & 
fliem shall be punished with fine which may extend to any suns im eaceedtef 
hundr«l and Mty rupees, and that, in the ®se of » rule mtde und» {«) m 
ssib-secaon (i), the railway servant shall forfeit a sum not ee® Kxralh#
pay, which sum may be deducted by the railway adininistratiea from bis pay.

(5) A rule made under this section whether by the Central Co»i^iMp| m 
t  nfflwsy fiOmpffliy;*!*dl not take cffcct until it I5 pbftshsd In the OSfetai -Qrnm 
and In me case of’tf rule made ^  a railway omnpaay, unless t«te« weh 
eation It has also rfeeived the sanction of tte Central Ooveiinm t̂.

t.
4*> ■

'N'
■

/5) Evers rule purporting to havê -b?>s« saade for 
fi (T^e M an RaUway Act, 1879 and appearing from the Ofilciat Q®ee«t» m r 
bo Intendfed to apply to the railway At U» ceatmKifi^at M ^  
notwithstanding any irregularity in the nj^ing or puMfcato m U 
deemed to have been mads and to tiave takra $Sect
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t S S S  ^  S l « i .  St c l« a  tto to . » ' ^ l ' ' t l e i  d  «  the « . . ! .  oc

[SecUouiO.*̂

sec-
icms w* V...**.--

«sf ikm 64 with tespeci lo . ” ' n / - ’̂ V « 'fa rfe il to the Central <J^''CTnment tra

•««, to”*  ’!*• 'L° to**''OM to rcipiircd ^  s c ^ ‘^  the C e n t r a l  Government th e  sm » of

taction 84< . , .

mce unOw secwni 
one honored f#ees

97 ( / )  Wl>ca •  rail««y fJiflpniiv t e  ? 2 ^ S c r ^ ' t t e  S  stell l»

. , r S f o ^ s ^ o ? a 2’;p .r tte« f« cu r« d .

• *!.• rv,antPT shall be constracU as requiring

- • „/2 ss j m «*»<̂ “««“ “ “■
feo® so doing.

? a S
^  oJ p t S in s  »t 'S ’^ kbS  "  <iitw.y mn-

n«!dte$ afforded in tfee last ^ ^ 8 0 ^ 8  ti:-g|jQ n imposed upon It fey *
by ttte forego- to  discharge any obUgation uiipw 
iogprovistous of .
&aCSiapt«. . ,. . ■ .

Alternative or 
s o p p t e m e n u r y  

^jh««ctet of pe­
o n ie s  afforded 
by

/
O0ences by ra itm y  ^ervmts

rf ” io“  m 'S g e S T ^  ' S l l y ' S t f i ?

IW . K a  railway servant fe m a f  
shall be p w s h e d  be Ultely to corfsnipr ^
improper ^  upon s twlway, witii= ^  ®
of a n y .. person traveUmg or^l^mg

1»B

KXunkerini'KS'

/■ ■ of any person-------  ^
term which may extend to one

'Abandoflingtoiui. 
etc,, witffot 
Authority.

I« 0 A . I f  e railway scrvaot,. when on dlify, 
wndity connected with the ninnmg of a trftsŝ  rstl-iJt? t)f S$Jf  ̂Oti)?f ̂ fO lu ^  
stock from one station or placc to another staiioa W |>lsfe£‘» 9m  i® |Biffi®0l5| 
his duty before reaching snch station ■ or j>J?«e, w i t h ^  m  witfeimi
properly handing over such train, rail<ar or roiUjig^stocI: to aseiner 
ed railway servant, he shall bs punishable with impris<sifnfBt fiOf a tem  »W rf| 
mayc*;tendto t\ro years, or with fine which m y  «Kt«fld to five feaaifti«d 
s^pees, « • with l3o ^ .

^Mtnictiag I f  8 raijway servant, w t e  chi dw*y or oth«Miwi«i, or my
of ti«fa, obstru^ or causes to be obstruct^ er W s ip is  to obstnwt » L

ra il-« r  or other rolling-stock spon a rsitway, w  pi<sl^lni» teB**.**
mg ^thout ■authority any foJiJn^oek on rsU ^  «
nal gcM or otherwise, he shall ^  punishabl* with impfjjwnnjcm #
bufidred rupees, or with Jjoth. 7  ̂ ?w»

 ̂ ft D i . V i
L ^  >
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;i .. c ., ,Vry c,- jny

v>h£.'. . .  r uk% s-nr.jni'd, %ufe.;d .-xn.i
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/

.„ \ !  ‘ ’ ■■ ■ ?>-'ch L 10* u-^ox'is. vfi' vhh a»j
-niok*-- t‘ . ;' .’“rL' *•"■''■" t»y ^

U', oj uiv :. . : T.c'jî tn: zd i,- orri'sioj,

.fi-pjioninsm :o- . t-ra  which n.?y v: :̂e^d to two
>i.£.s, o . w;t« fine ivhicr may exLnd t o ’■v; ,.!d r c u  r u > „ ,, or tWti J«th.

S s "'i':'s s  *r •'““ p-' ”  “ vcaiTi&scs aireaay u ; ‘ a comparJr.,cnt wn.;h clrciidy coii.,",;.. the mixinum ouni-

punished v.iui aac whicn may extend to tsvcnty tup.vs.
fu!!.

Omission 
give no 
accident

toF- -s£ r^ ‘

î ■a^^-!^''ayscmntunnl«^wi!y~

(fi) allov  ̂ any roHing-siock to Mand across a d’acc »h«fc the miU 
way Grosser a public road on the lewt, or  ̂ ^

(b) keeps a level-crossing closed against th« public, 
he shall be pun!shcd with fisc which may extend to twcnt)̂  mpecs,

^ r«juir«l by this Act is false in aav Dflftkniar 
P^on who signs it, that person shall be mnnhed wi*

Other o0ences
106. I f  a person requested under section 38 to aive an accm i^ t • i f i i  

pect to any go<^ gives an account which is materiallv false ! { ^
IS not the.ownercf the goods, the owner abo shairS
‘of ^ every quiatai or Mrt

the fine shall ̂  ju addhiwi to aav rate^other chargc to which the goods may be liable. ■ ^

Fake 'returns.

Ofvint fali« sc< 
CCUQtof coodj.

ily bring. . 1®“̂- M inf^ntravention of section 59 a person takes wiih inw
goods upon a railway, or tenders delivers asy ^  

r a itt &  ® sWl IK punished with fine whicĥ  S
' /  hundred rupees a.nd shall also be respooiible for *ny ^
 ̂ K l S t  u S A r S w .T  ‘ *'■ •» *

ofcommunicaUon munir̂ iZn provided by a railway admimstraiioa foi cj»v
in a train. the. railway iervants in chaiK of t tniiij,

^  puwsh^ with imprisonment for a term which may e*twv!l t»
‘ OT ̂ tK h '’ ^
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53 Indian Railways Act, 1890 [Sections 132—135]

refuses on demand to give his name and address, or there is reason to believe that 
the name or address given by him is incorrect, any railway servant or policc- 
officer, or any other person whom such railway servant or police-officer may call 
to his aid, may, without warrant or other written authority, arrest him.

(2) The person arrested shall be released on his giving bail or, if his true 
name and address are ascertained, on his executing a bond without sureties, for 
his appearance before a Magistrate when required.

(5) If the person canpot give bail and his true n'ame and address are not 
ascertained, he shall with the least possible delay be taken before the nearest 
Magistrate having jurisdiction.

{4) The provisions of Chapters XXXIX and XLII of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure. 1898, shall, so far as m ay  be, apply to bail given and bond's executed 
under this section.

MaptratM hay- 133. No Magistrate other than a Presidency Magistrate or than a Magistral© 
mgjunsd.ct.onun-whose powers arc not less than those of a Magistrate of the second class shall 
der..ct. try any offence under this Act.

Placc of trial,
>r

V

offence against this Act or any rule 
thereunder shall be triable for such offence in any place in which he may be 
or which the State Government may notify in this behalf, as well as in any other 
place in which he might be tried under any law for the time being in force.

not^cation under sub-section (7) shall be published in the 
Official Gazette, and a copy thereof shall be exhibited for the information of 
the public m some conspicuous place at each of sirch railway stations as the 
State Government may direct.

CHAPTER X

SUPPLEMENTAL PROVISIONS

I Z X  anything to the contrary ij any cnactmcnt, or in any
authoritiM th?Tf>w i f  on any enactment, the following rules shall regulate
authonfc. the lev7 of taxes in respect of railways and from railway administration b  aid 

of the funds of loca> authorities, namely

administration shall not be liable to pay any tax in 
aid of the funds of nny local authority unless the Central Government has

nf ^ Central Government under clause ( / )
of this scclion is in force, the railway administration shall be liable to pay
theSof s i h  '' mentioned in the notification or, in ]ie^

f  appointed in this behalf by the
S ?  frnm ^rm p"rr J circumstances of thecase, from time to time determine to be fair and reasonable.

Cenfral Government may at any time revoke or vary a
notification under clause ( / )  of this section.

Nothing in this section is to be construed as debarring any railway 
administration from entering into a contract with any local authority for

I)

5 of 1898
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IN THE CENIBAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
AD DITIO NAL BENCH,

23-A Thornhill Road, Allahabad>2H001

No. CAT I ALLDI f  j  H  V 3  Jd Dated : J

In re

Registration No.

APPLICANT

Versus

RESPONDENTS

Please take notice that the applicant abovenamed has presented an application, a copy whereof 

is enclosed herewith, which has been registered in this Tribunal, and the Tribunal has fixed ....

.........for the hearing of tha said application

If no appearance is made on your behalf by yourself, your pleader or by someone duly 

authorised to act and plead on your behalf in the said application, it w ill be heard and decided in 

your absence.

Given under my hand and the seal of the Tribunal th is .. . . . /T !^ .. , . . .d a y

'■k'

o
8̂ '  5E PU TY  REGISTRAI^

i^y

'1

. C O

r-T
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U*0,il,.; thi?'9ucih Norttern,- Hail « «■■■» , . '»■ ,* *■ - Bi:SPOpEf̂ TS.

i i. , t1on *l3ie If

.2* 'i;lor»lble.vG»S* Sharm^f (J);

■ ■ qbder ■

. 'ilgard 'the'leai'ned counsei for-the sppiicant*

.;■’ .■'.■■ ■ .. Admit,. ■ Issue .notlee. to. the ^.'spmdmt$ t€ŷ fiU-

within . .sR@,jdln<l©3?'. . if ' .any;: may-bB

^̂ v̂ ithin ,1S. dayŝ .; Mst \.it f or. '̂firisi'hearing on.. J.7- *iX,86.*

■'Mm

' ■■ ■
■ MSMBifl' .(A)..

.rntmm: TBiiH' mm.

, v ' K D O  C H A N D R A )

êctvon 0*̂ cef 
C ^ f r c r d  AdmlmstrativeTrit'Û'̂ V 
. Acidiiior>a| B a n c h ,  Allahs^bad.
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No. C A T /A lld /  .

IN THE CENTRAL ADMINlSTRAtrv^

ALUHA&AD B E t a  

■ 23-A, Thornhill Road, Allahabad-2il-^^^

dated :

 ..... ........ ........  - I > , APPT.TCAMT (S j
 ̂ 73.il r- J  J

f  ̂ f 'Versus '
■ /

 ----:________ ■.... ' RE.gpnMPFNTT {s)

\

To

C 7 ^

’ . r>( • < . A  t ,

t"'
i

fr.

\ * >

V \

j : y

- V/ - ,

.J t

A d \ r  . /

■I' V

Please take -noticd that the applicant aboy^ . 

natred has presented an application, a copy whereof 

is enclosed herewith which has been registered in th

Tribunal, and the Tribunal has f i x e d _ _ _________________

day of ______________ .1 ^
-

rf-no',- appearance is made, on your behalf, 

your pleader or by ,some one duly authoris9d to a ct  

and plead on your behalf in the said application, it w ill  

beheard and decided in your absence.

t h is

Given under my hand and the seal of the  Tribunal 

------— day'of ____________________i98 _______.

S '-

.) :v .■ .

For DEPUTY REGISTRAR

-

1
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