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C E W l i 4 L  A D M I M l i T K A T I Y E  I R U B U m A l L
^  A D D IT IO N A L  B E N C H ,

23-A, Thornhill Road, Allahabad-21 ICOl

Registration No. ^  IL of 1l

APPLICANT (s)

Particulars to be examined Endorsement as to result of Examination

1. Is the appeal competent?

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 ? . r m; :  o ; ■

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

(c) Has sufficient case for not making the -  
application in time, been filed ?

- ■ ■

4, Has the document of authorisation/Vakalat- 
nama been filed ?

'1 ^

5. Is the application accompanied by B. D/Postal- 
Order for Rs. 50/-

6. Has the certified copy/copies of the order (s) H
against which 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) ^  DJ^VUCh

above duly attested by a Gazetted Officer 

and numberd accordingly ?

im" II
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Hon' Mr. G ,S . Shanna, JJl*

Hon* M r . K -J- Raman^ A^M«

9 /5 /8 9  Shri I .  S . Tewari, learned counsel for the 

eS-plicant and Shri A .V . Srivastava. learned 

coBDsel for the respondents are present.

On the request of Shri Tewari, the case is 

adjourned to g9-5-89 for hearina-
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Hon* Mr, D.K« Aqrawal# J*M^
I

The applicant is present in person.

Shri A .v ; Srivastava coiansel sfor the re^ondents ,,.>
' " ' ‘ i4-*’

is also present..No Divisi<Ml .^ench is sitting.

List this case on 15/1/90 for hearing as the first 

case of the date on acco\ant of the fact that a stay 

order operate in favour of the applicant.
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IN the: CENTRJ!iL ADMINISTRATIVE, TRIBUN*^. 
LUCm OW BENCH LUCKNQW.

O.A . No. 516 Qf 1986

Shahabuddin Khan Applicant

versus

Unior^f India ^ others , Respondents

i

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

Hon. Mr. A ,B . Gorthi, Adm.Member._____ _

(Hon.Mr. A.B.Gorthi, Adm.Member.)

The applicant aggrieved by an order

removing him from service, has filed this 

application praying that the punishment order 

be quashed and that he be reinstated in

service with full consequential reliefs. ^

2. The applicant who joined the railvjay

service on 2 9 , 11 ,3 :9 5 9 / was working as U .D .C .

in R.D.S.O,-Lucknow.In 1982, due to his wife's 

illness he-asked for leave from 15 .2 .82  to

14 .2 .83  which was sanctioned vide D .B .S . note 

Nd,ADC/202 dated 15 . 2.82 (Annexure-^) # He ^

asked for extenil^ion of leave from 15 .2 ,83  to

13 .4 .83  which was also sanctioned vide 

Annexure B; He again sought further; extension 

of leave but the respondents did not reply.

He remained under the impression that the
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extension was granted and accordingly he reported i

for duty on 2 .7 .8 3 .  Again fce had t^oe a b s e n t s  ^

tc^is own sicXness and he therefore, sent his leave 

application on 5 .1 2 .8 3 . He remained sick t ill  

22 .8 .85  but the office was being informed about his

sickness regularly. He reported for duty on 23.8.85

but on 1 1 . 9.85 he was informed that he was removed

from service with e ffe e t  from 2 9 .8 .8 4 .H e  f ile d  a 

petition  b e f o r e  t^e Tribunal but while it  was pending, 

the respo nd ent s passed a fresh o r a e fo f  removal 

mainly to frustrate the legal proceedings initiated

by him.

3. Tine respondents have asserted that the applicant

was a habitual absentee. Ann^xure^A and B attached

to his a p p l ic a t io n  are not genuine documents and he

vjas never- sanctioned any leave for the long spells 

of absence from 15.2 .82 to 2 .7 .83  and in from

5 .12 .83  to 2 2 ,8 .8 5 .Regular departmental enquiry was 

-was held and thereafter the competent disciplinary

authority passed the order of removal from seJZvice.

when A.
Later/the applicant filed^petition before the

Tribunal,the respondents found that the personal

file  of the applicant was missing/removed. Hence,

the competent disciplinary authority, on the basis 

of enquiry and other documents held in the office 

file (copies at Annexures I and II to the counter ,

affidavit) passed a fresh order removing the applicanti 

from service with effect from 13 .3 ,86 .
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4. We have heard the learned counsel for both the 

parties. It is'seen th at  the applicant was a habitual, 

offender and there was no sanction ever given for

the long periods of his absence froin daty. Obviously 

he had lo st■interest in service and the order removing 

him from setvice is ,,theref^re, justified. No such., 

illegality or irregularity has been pointed out 

to us as would justify our intervention,

5. The application is without merit and is accordingly 

dismissed.

c:

6. Parties to bear their oWn costs.

V.G.

Shakeel/

,c ■
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Date of Frlir.g... OR

Qate of Receipt by Post

..... .............    . , . , tirVEteputy Re^strar.

SHAHABUDDB! KH;«̂

8.
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3JV *I I O I *T TT-i ''

' ' ■'■ ■ ALLAHjflJ3/0  ̂ ■ ' - ■ ■■f \'-.- "■

^ p l e a t i ®  under  SKTICN  19 of ™  « m i s m A T 3 V E  ir ib u n a l  ^ : t .8 5

• ■. . . . .  betveen _

SAH/®JDDIN k h /w  ̂ .................... ............. .. - • ■ • "■

.................. ............. ............................ . .A p p l /c ;\n t ;
& . .

U N I®  Q F M IA , T M K M H  DmBCTCR GENERa l '' ' ' '  ̂ :

>r- .........respoident ^̂

■'si-iKi TtSi VaRD-Yẑ —B 6v&7e^ f  >

^  ■ , ^ » M l Em.AR3 OF Th: A T O T ^ I ^ g J I i l - m i C A T I a i

l^ )  Name of the applicant "  ........... . ■ • ■

(11A Marne of the Father .............  .......... • ■ ^

l^ixjJDesignation and office ........... ■ ■ ■ . .
in vvhich employed, Dr:.,ClerJc ' f

signs, end 
"^^anisation

(iv5 Office addi^ss' ' '''«9ar,Luc;cno.-..l>

As abor-; ■

L

/ . ipiJirec cor General 
\ (lyName of tiso xe^cJndent '-i ’S-'V ^^^y^Woto3?~Ge«e^i C u

or designation/ -

, <
-•̂ •• ■•»/ ij ' * *

’ .*  ̂ C> r» o’̂ * A i  ̂ ^  —

(iij Office address of the -no "1 ■ ■ . '
r- '  '?eP °'5^«- - tt= "^ 'rchD o ,igns  and

S t^a r d s  Qcg^tnis^tion 

(iil)AddrP.c'f li%  S.p/Lucknow.
U ii ;^ d c e s s ,f o r  services of all ' n • I

notices, , Director General RoD^S^io

o ' r)/,n-rT̂ .  ̂ f - Naga^./Lucknow-ll'’
of CRDERS A (^S S t  tldn,,^at,

THb APPLKATION
i . s^,  • ^  following orders?

{i)Qcder No .AFCA02 AFC/202/Pt, V /  '' 'r 7 " ” ^

}il5 Date. 1 1 . 9.85  M js .s e

(iii ; Passed ny DG _ Dy„DG • -

(iv) Subject in brief . . . . . .R e m w a l  from sc-rvicE;
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4 , JURISDICTION OF IHE TRIBUNAL,

The tpplicant declazet that the subject matter of the order 

against which he wants redressal is within the jurisdiction 

©f the Tribune 1,

5* LBHXTATICW,

The applicant further declares that the application is within 

the limitation prescribed under section 21 ©f Bie Administra­

tive Tribunal Act-1985,

6 . F/CTS THE CASES.

(i)  The petitioner was selected as Ticket Collector from 

Railway service Conmission but there being no vacancy of 

Ticket Collector he was absorbed as Office Clerk in Grade 

60.130 in Divisional Qupdt.Office/Allahabad on 29.12.1959*

( i i )  In 1960 petitioner was transferred to the Office of the 

General Managexy^erthem Railwayt H.Q./Hew DeUii«

(iii )  In 1962 petitioner was transferred to RDSO/Sirala and 

thereafter as a result of shifting of the above office the 

petitioner caae to Lucknow and since then he is continuing 

there,

(iv) In 1972 the petitioner got proraotion and posted as 

Upper Divisional Clerk in scale of Rs.l30-360(As)

(v) In 1978 the petitioner was confirmed as Upper Division 

Clerk.

(vi)In  198jl.the petitioner was again pr<a»oted as Office 

Assistant in  scale of Rs.425-800 against leave vacancy but 

after filling up of the said vacancy by UPSC candidate the 

petitioner was reverted back to his original post of Upper 

DivisionciClerk

jpn Orij ?{^'rs\n^r/]99'>^ petitionsr

hie his ailing b£eihea?^-Jbu4



^

\vii) On 15 .2 .82  the applicant proceeded on.leave :&fter getting it

sanctioned by. the competent authority. Leave was sanctioned from 

15 ,2 ,82  to 14o2,83 vide DDE’ s note No,APC/202.da±e.d 15 ,2 ,82 ( 

A n n exlc^

(v iii )  Since the problems fjoD which the applicant had taken leave ro 

had not been solved but the situatipn had been more aggregated 

by the sickness of applicant’ s vdfe. The applicant had to apply

V for further extension of leave^ This extension was also sanction­

ed for the period from 15 ,2 ,83  to 13.4«83 vide DDE’ s Note No, 

APC/202 dated 14^2o83(Annex oc o) Thus feom 15 ,2 ,83

to 13»4o83 leave had been fully sanctioned by the competent 

. authority^ Again after this d̂ ate of 13^4^83 and since the 

applicant’ s wife was struggling for life and was on death bed

The Applicant sent an application dated 10c4 q83 for further

1
extension along v;ith medical cert-i-ficatas,Normally when leave is 

not sanctioned the refusal is communicated to the party 

concerned,, but since no refusal was communicated and the 

circumstances under which the applicant vi/£S Compellod to take 

erxtension made the applicant to understand that leave w il^  

sanctioned^ ynd.CT- this impression the applicant 

leave till. If,7,83 and resumed on 2o7e83(FN),

(ix ) ' On thi] roer being Saturday'applicant took^

leave HQ to see his ailing brother at his nativ,

unf or tuna telly hu himself fell il], due to his I
 .  —I.mni. Ill  ... ^ ^

' ^ A ^
infectiono The applicant consulted GovtsDoctor 

his office about his sickness through applica' %

(Annex ^ The applicant continued '

22^8a85 and the office v/as regularly inform.ê  

a p p l i c a t i o n s / JU-Xl-tl - JU &^EaJ



M  tftor recuping from illness and being declared medically fit  

the applicant submitted M s  arrival.report along with all 

medical s ic V f it  = e r t i f l c a t o s _ c ^ 2 3 ,8 ,_ ^ o  his employer ii .^O G /

. RDSO,Lucknow and asked for medicaT^rmo to be produced to the

Dxvlsipnal Medical OfficerADSO, Luckna, for counter-signature

(A n n e x ^ 9 . 8 -8 S*.  ^  lS~

(xi) After a, lapse of long Interval the petitioner was informed irou-

he had. already feeon' removed 

from service 2 9 ^ ^ 1 t h p u t  assigning any reasor.: This

done without any chargesheet being given or any enquiry being

conducte^ vylt^ut gi^^n any opportunity f;odefend the applicant 

j,(Annex, i t . / 6

(x ll) Since the applicant had been sending the rep«.entation  and 

several reminders but the RDSO authority has failed to supply 

the copy of the so called removal crder and has not I'ssued 

medical memo to enable the applicant "to resume his duty no­

supplied any relevant documents, charges of allegations/removar 

order^^OS .U u U U  ^  ^  W n  2.2,-

(X III) After exhausting all the department channel the applicant 

. approached your Hon-able J ^bunal f o r  redressal on a o a .s e

^  t/hile the case was under the consideration of 

' Tribunal the DG/RDSO play^^d a climsy trick and mlsleasd the 

Court, Without.cancelling the remov-al order of 29 .8 .84  vld<=

■ D G .s letter No ,AK /2Q2 dated. 11 ,9 .85  they Issied ^ f ^ s h

the appUcant from

.thê  unauthordse;;‘C : n ? r m 7 5 , ; 2 ; 8 1

onwardsr^Ane-y- Uo



applicanthad°approLhe” th f?^^^^  that since the
J-l*9«8o and since the aDDlican-i- I u of the letter dt

2" S f  letter dated 14 3 ^asis
court was infructous. pji representation

 ̂ o ant°cSd  not dr^,®?he StentlS^of “ he'̂ H® -*m ^PPl“ - 
the mischious game played by DG/tiDSO court regarding

. omoval and artificalfy .a?i°f^^^r°estnt1tiJn"^iS^.°?tou's^^”

 ̂ t h S  applicanrvv^"Sn4Sth '’"-"“ “ r^

sa n ?tL ^n irL ieo t“ ^ \ ii^ ^ n o ^ ^
tS 5  ^^ '2 ,83 ,after this da?e tte amlfc-nt b ' " ? - ^ / 2 C E  .
^  Of leave, supported by Medical - x asked for exteniS^h.

= * r l "S « “ d to "g 2 "t ' This extension

ise absence®i|“ ota!ly"falfe!"*®‘** ofuuM°uthlS.,

'̂ ' vague not sSppoSed^by'^factf'{^ri?t9?! this is totally

luy non‘ al 
nquiry proceedings 

, . . .  -, c.pp.u.cant's signatu
(xvii) The DG/RDSO lotto-" No' APC/?n9 /r+

mentioned that appIicant\"rio is " ’4,3o86 oara 6
Jpprohosion that the f U a  ha- '^^on ^PP^icant has an

■- their f i c t i t i o u f c ^ o - l o s t  only
applxcant <s so called atse% ^ ^ “ • ^  •

T . , -ma9a.nar> enquiry,,

^oVirid ?^ly” o1^Ih !nrg|e^1nf^“ ^ L ° r ' T " ^  “  P°™ ’“hich
burten of 4 grown up ,younrdau?tcers having*

hiirHn^ "'xfe. During these hard dav5 9 ° ’-"gj'j ‘vidovvn
burfen of so many liabilities an ?  in 5!L“  on account of hasTA' 
salary the petitioner alonqwith hie "̂-‘•^f^r'ce of non-payment of* 

unbearable sufferings and lisearaM e l i f c ^ ' “  undergoing

i^ n e x , 2 8 ) Havinq f a i l S  ^rejected,
from d e p ir W n t a l  authority, ’ the ^°^^®ssod
court v/ith the humble prayv}, aPPJ-ioant approaches your Hon'oi)(e

X



7 a Relief Sauqht..

(i )  The Hon'ablG aytbority bo pleased to quash the alleged removal 
order dated 13*3«,86 passed by the respondent,

( i i )  The respondent be directed to,make full pa^/ment towards the
salary and other dues upto 13„3.,86 the last removal from 
service, -

( i i i )  Jill the ^pendency of the case respondent may be deb'arred 
from taking any,action to deprive the applicant from the

^  . Railway Quarters . ■

(iv) The respondent should be restrained for adopting again a 
caladastino as'they have dope in the past to make the letter

 ̂ agai1r̂ inf ruct'ousn* . ^

8 , Interim Order >

(i )  The respondent be directed to take the applicant on duty 
immediately and not to disturb in theipeceful

 ̂ Viforking till the pendency of the case,

( i i )  Since the. applicant having long long fc.rnily consisting widov.̂
X motnexg. 4 grpwn up college going daughters:j till the Case
■ IS 'f iM a l y  decided, the rescondent be directed to p=iy

substance pay to the applicant

( i i i )  lhat the applicant may nox: be ajiced to vacate ^he Rly<,
. .Quarter till the pendency of the .s-asoo

I

^ ̂ Details of remid ies exhaus-l?ed ̂

The^applicant declares that he has availed of ^11 the 
remid5.es availed to him under the relevant .miles " " .

./k_t
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<Rre made end th,

/ . itegardisgDate of fippUtion

5ol2o83 
21,012,83

2y.l.84 
71»2»84
22 » 2.84 
6»3*84 
21o3«S4 
5«4<i84 

20«4«84.
6 »5e84

21 •5.84 
5«6jS4 
20.6.84 

5o7 *84

20^7o34 .
4«8.-S4
i9<.8̂ 84
3*9o34
l<.10o34
4«li»84

l»lg=S4
I'o i«85 

loSoBS

1.3*85

1*4.35
.t.'.6*S5 
io6^8a 
1*8,85 
l-7,.85>. ■ 
1«>8»85

23 s8 o85 
29*3*85

30.9oS5
18.10.85
5.11«S5
ll.ll„g5

13.11.85 
i6|» 11.85 
21 * llo85
26.11.85

2 »5»86

Besalts
1st Medical iaforation
2nd

3rd

4th
5th

■f>th

, 7th

9th
10th
llth

l2th
13th
I4«h

15th 
16 th 

17-&. 
13 th 
15 th 
20^. 
Bisi.

23if«I '

24th

2f>ih 

07 th

i
«
f*9
i
t
f
f
7

f
?
f

;
;
j
r

}
?

r
{
t
9

NIL
m i
NIL

NIL
NIL

f
7
f

f

I 5

NIL 
. ,NIL 

NIL 
ML 
WIL

NIL
ML
NIL
NIL
NIL
NIL
MX
ivll'

Nil,
NIL
m i

MIh

nil ■ 
nil

S8th
29th
cOVa

y
J
3tt9

?
AK>rival Reno,\'t

Oi-

S3i'd
343£i

KU
NIL

nil

nil

nil

NIF-

33 th 
3?th
astj
39 th

40th

41th

Be quest; jnc5ro,o
! ■  ̂ nil

! ••
t'*
iQterwisw with Dr,D«',K4i
Bt’M  ti<?P f Tî  r%r> j*

H i
Nil

was not

.Kt'Mrjder-10 I)y,BG 
” •> .1 

U-?mtidex to D.G.

peraO’Ral iatar- 
venti.cn
Appeal

MATIiiUt P.i(DlX6 jyilif- a n y , nmife couii JsTfi.

a'plicpM't £j?r,ti.!0” de.nlart"-' ■̂hpj* "kha m a* 

appiicatioD has'been i e“aot persdin/bef 
OaUr autuority,or any,other heoch of the bliJJNLL̂ ^



11.
'T..

i-

12.
13.

■ ' ■■ ' v''-.

.farti<!iilkr̂  of ,ifi respect- &

i> lo, of %!ie postal 
14) Kalia© of th« issul tig post offlci)

iii) Bate of tile issue of postg  ̂ ©JPder , 7* m . /.« ,
1 0  ?Ost © m e e  at irM-eh p ^ ^ i e

Petallfi Q f Is la front p^ie.

M fe J t O S e S t o a e i ik i^ s '

MxM*- > Aimeanire

12-/2-

1.
2 .

■ ';J:
1:
9-

10.
■ ;i1. 

£c/nudaA2»

If.
16.

Ibte. »o.-:^c^aoa ■ - ■"12.2.8a ■ 
Not© Ho. j$ C /2m  IV.2.83
Appllealtioil for ixteBsion 10.5,83 
Application fbr: leaî e 5. 12.8ji 
Extensioa,of leaire 
Arrival leport 
Reminder 
Memo Ko .M C/202 
Application 
Heaiipder 
RemiiMer
liitervitw ¥itb % .

"SeiliaEr
laterreatibn of BU, 
Memo lfo.liPC/202/Pt. 
tribunal Jjuagement 
iippeal'ttd' BS '
Moeo Ho. APC/202/Pt.

21 ,1^ .83
23.8.85
29 .8 .8 5
11. 9.85 
30.9.8|
16.10.85
11.11*95 
13.11. ,

■^itti;i5 
26.lt .85  

3.86
31.3.86
' 2.5.86^
20.6.86

A  ■ ■ - 
■B ';■
€■■ ' ■- 
n ' ■ .

!■■ ' ■■-. 
?
■i 
E ■■
I '
O'

- ' 
____L-2,

M, ■

0

' ■■ tn imimcAiim ■

I, ihahabuddin Khan, son of iri Aftabuddin Khan 
age about if5 years working ais ^pper jDlvision Clerk, 
resident of ^ 53/At *<-0 Quarters ilarabagh, LUcknow do 
hereby verify that the'eontents from 1 to 18 are tfiie 
to ray perionel knowledge and belief and that I have 
not-supressed .any material facts. ■'

’ -~jr-
> ■■ ’ ' ('

Placet Allahabad

2^.7. 8C

M -
(^AHABIjmil KHAH) 

Signature of t he applicant
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—,y ,. /-Ti- yili")''} Ĉ lL i'i\ ̂ *’.'7 ̂ ’'■.̂ /“cL

e '̂̂ '■i"' c fc  V  /->.£ -:< ■hrr)i'y i\t’ ^
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ttu 'rr>ĵ Ĉ Lĉ -l Cc-r,î ?c^-M - O '
r-»■o ; . V-..

.7

^c y & v J  

3J><£ fi

Cl-̂y-,y
■ V ; ,

v/

y t'- / p. w 1

^y '^ clI
J /i-'-ĉ Kŷ  ‘
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Telegrams : ‘RA ILM A N A K ’ L K 0 .(

A'p^’pxe -,- • (4
5̂T̂q?tfT 

Telephone^
50567 &  50017

Ĵ3
¥TRcT ?n:̂ R - ’T̂r̂ra-

T̂tssr

g o v e r n m e n t  o f  IN D IA  - m i n i s t r y  OF RAILWAYS 

RESEARCH DESIGNS &  STANDARDS ORGANISATION

O u r  Reference
LU C K N OW-2260I I  - Dated _ _ n r::J _ ::_ !± il—i

-'-V̂

y .

V '

w i t i T  r e f p > r e r i c e  t o  h i s  a p p l i c a t i o n .
M e d  2 3 : 8 . 8 5 , S h r i  S , U . _ K h a n  i s  - 

i n f o i s n e d  t h a t  h e  I r ias  .
^ r e m o v e d  f r o m  s e O T c e  v j . e . r .

T h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  q u e s t i o n ' o f  i s s u i n g  
h i m  a  M e d i c a3. M em o  d o e s  n o t  a r i o e .

D A ; l : ^ i l  • ( B  a s  a n t  TCum ar ) 

f t - 4 ’  n i r s c t o r  G e n e r ? ! .

S h r i  S . T ^  K h a n ,  
Q u a r t e r  I ' l o . A S S A ' ,
4 0 ,Quarters,
A 1  a iiib  a -p .h /"^ L u c k n o w - 5 ,

.Ji

■'V"
{



* ^  The Director General,
RDso(Mi[:iismY C3F r a il w a y s ),

3 o ,9 .  s~ 

L-LLti/< T'iOv' '

Manak Iia3a3?t 
Lucknoiv.

Subi Îatitie of KMlcal Motno.

Ref t»Your memo No.APC/2Ce dt.ll/X7»9«1985l

Respected Sir,

Haying received the above cited Memo on 2 $ ,9 ,85 . I was 
very much shocked to go through the contents there ®f;

In this connection I would like to submit that I  have 
never been served with any memo calling upon me to submit my 
explanation against any charges what so ever. Chaigsheet or any 
shov/ cause notice have also not been served me for my defence^

In deed this tantcment to an unpieceiented injustice
haveing been met by any employee of such a long standing an out-
sUnding services rendered so faithfully to your administration. 
Should I remijid you that I  have, to my credit, a regular and perman­
ent service for a period not shorter than 26 Yewcs.'

humbly %tate that I am having four growrv-uo H
college going d^ghters and naturally it is impossible to mXL "

^rd e n  of my responsibilities tp;waids my large 
^*®ily in these hard days in the absence of my salaryrdrawn a 
such a long time even after my fitness with effect from 22l8.85l 
Hence, you are humbly requested t© issue me the Jfedicil memo to 
enable me to resume my duties vdthout further delay.

1 separate a certifiea copies of
the Original nfemoval orders said to, nave been passed alonqwith the 
copy of the f u U  proceedings if any. axongivxxn xne

Yours^aithf u U  y,

U .k B jo ^
( SoU'Khan ) 

UDC/toSCV^Ain;Of Rlys

-

fTviS

A^C\ .



■y.v.

(

~ I6

A

The Director General, 
R *D vSaO* f
Lucknow.

Sir ,

Subi»jfesue of Medical memoi. 
Ref >«Vour memo no -

aDDlicailon

4.cai memo.

^ ^ . n Z n = 2 = 2 L a = d j a x

* * *

Sony  to point out that neither the medical mem© fox 
joining duty nor the copies of , the proceedings if any and removal 
letters is issued to me so far*

In this regard I would emphatically stated that despite 
of my fitness w .ef. 22 .8 .85  from the authorised iaedical practioners 
still I have not been allowed to resume my duties viA\ich'clearly 
violated the existing Rly.rules of establishment Manual.

Hence I am again requesting you to very kindly consider! 
my case very sya^athically without any prejudice manner and allow 

\jrse to join my duty without any further delay or supply me all tho 
relevant documents on the basis which I was removed from service.

I Nov/, in the last I would like mentioned that if within
week*^ time I am not getting proper or reasonable i»ply I  shall be 
compell to seek the redress in the court of law against your illegal 
arbitary and one sided action without,providing any.^pbrtunity of 
defence and violating natural justice.*

Thanking you.

Dated. 16.10.85

X'
I

....  •■Met
— ---------

‘58611301 ;l

W'MOMTlOm ! .'} «5 

AVMlIVh dO lilt

OP r a il w a y

 ̂ i LUCKW0W.1I 

l'<DCIIW5

Yours faithfully,

. i t
( S.U.Khan )

53/A  40  Quarters. 
Alanbagh, D j ck now.
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%Ẑ ViCC./ ' ~  ̂l'~

C/ivv

-r\iShi 3

CUco.

s,
: - y -70=

 ̂ IftSCiOTO

>1.. r c  ^- r ^ y ^ ^ f t A .  t U f -  - ^ ■ d
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Th.Di,ector General 

-Lucknow 

Sir,

- M

* jQinlna nf

“ ’ s s s i r . : ‘g . a ; s i  • "

.•ssaiIE"'=S
duVie* i n ^ e w  h request you that I may be f  " ' ’ ®ther

be mentioned th=r^^':^?S.D.® ®P?«ant case aaalnsi i ? . ” ?""® » /

m m w r n m .
to my renoval from service as documentary papers leadino
discussed in person with Dv n r  . earlier a S
same as earliest possible J^ ti to lupllt
documents, if any^existed! enable me to go through

' . a . k t

( S.U.Khan )
UDC

i7y f l o



The Director General, 
R » D « S *  0« f
Lucknow.

S i r ,

XI<0^O-r

lO /' '

M

Kind attention of Shri T.S.VatdhavayDG. RDSO.

Sub:-Issue of medical memo and joining of duty,

Reft-Your memo No . aPC/202 dt,lJ/25-9-1985

Ref:- My representation dt,30e9,85 and followed by 
several reminders.

(ii)  My interview.with Dy.DG on 13,11.85 and remind- 
der on 21 ,11 ,85 ,

" Xn reference to my ropresentation, I went to state that

I have not received any (documents or any reply so far. It is

i^equested that you personally interfer in the matter and take
and

impartial decision/allow me to join ray duty as early as possible. 

Thanking you.

Dated, 26,11,85

’-M

Yours faithfully,
(O

u.kLcKA.
( S.U,Khan ) 

lljD c- /  R,D,S,C/Lucknow,

UM

c y O y .
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}
F=TT57 : J 7 T ? T ^  cr3->4'ai'iR'a3>

■‘Teleic' ’- . 'RAILMANAK' LUCKNOW

■/

3 T ^ « * e r r a r  3 i ® a 5 ? c s

Government of India—Ministry of Railways 

RESEARCH DESIGNS &  STANDARDS ORGANISATION

, c5WoT3i- 226011- f5ffii®   ̂ .

O u r  R eferen ce ..^ lH ^^A P “  7 .20  2 / . r ^ =  L U C K N 0 W - - 2 2 6 0 1 1 - D a t e ; . . l l t » . ! . .~ . . . °  ’

ntPlljHAMDUn . ■ ;

W h i l e  u or k i n g  aS U p p e r , D i v i s i o n  C l a r k  in  t h i s  of  r i c e  at 

Lucknobj, S h r i  S h a h a b u d d i n  Khan had been a b s s n t i n g  frcm d ut y^  

u i c h o u t  noiiice.  As a r e s u l t  of h i s  c o n t i n u e d  long a b s e n c e  from 

d u t y ,  a c h a r g e  sheet  i"or major p e n a l t y  uas  i s s u e d  to him»

The F o l l o w i n g  c h a r g e s  ijsre lev/eilGd a g a i n s t  him in  t h e  arore- 

s a i d  c h a r g e  s h e e t ;

'■i ( a )  U n a u t h o r i s e d  a bs e n c e  from duty Trom 1 5 . 2 . 1 9 8 3  o n u a r d s ,

( b )  H a b i t u a l  .in r e ma in in g  on long u o g u t h o r i s e d  a b s e n c e  

the re by  s ho u i n g  u t t e r  d i s r e g a r d  to o f f i c i a l

\  d i s c i p l i n e  and to p e r f o r m a n c e  of o f f i c i a l  d u t i o s

a l l o t t e d  to him,

( c )  D e l i b e r a t e l y  a v o i d i n g  to g i w e  c o r r e c t  o 'hsreabouts

^ . ■ d u r i n g  the Issya-period®

2 .  S u b s e q u e n t l y j  s i n c e  tha  s ai d  S h r i  S*Li ,Khan f a i l e d  to 

submit  a u r i t t e n  s ta t em en t  of his'  def  enc e,, S h r i  T * R ,  G u l a t i ,  

S e c t i o n  U f f i c e r  ( S t e n o s )  was a p p o i n t e d  to e n q u i r e  i nto  t he  above 

. c h a r g e s  framad a g a i n s t  him;,, and the s a i d  S h r i  3 , U »  Khgn uas 

d i r e c t e d  to p r e s e n t  h i m s e l f  b e f o r e  the E n q ui ry  b f f i c 9 r<, S i n c e  

the  s a i d  S h r i  S . b ^ K h g n  f a i l e d  to appear  b e f o r e  t h e  E n q u i r y  u f f i c e  

t h e  E n qui ry  U f f i c e r  h a d , ■ t h e r e f o r e ,  tu hold  the  e n q u i r y  e x-parte .  

The  e x « p a r t e  r eport  uas  s ub mi tte d  by t h e  Enquiry  Lifficer  on 

2 9 . 7 . 1 S 8 3 o

V ,
3o AS S h r i  S , U«  Khan had resumed duty on 2^ 7 .  1 9 8 3 ,

i t  uas. d e c i d e d ,  by t he  competent  a u t h o r i t y  to g i v e  t he  s a i d  Shri^

' SoU,. Khan a p e r s o n a l  h e a r i n g  and c ons ejqu ent ly r'Tsmo No . a P C / 2 0 2

■ T  d ated  2 /St, 9 , 1 9 8 3  with a l l  enc l osur  eŝ j uss  a g a i n  g i v e n  to him,

 ̂ The s a i d  S h r i  3 ,  Li, Khan uas  further. ,  a d y i s e d  by the E n q ui ry

) U f f i c e r  that the e nq u i r y  A g a in s t  him uou ld  be h e l d  on 4 , 1 Q o 1 9 S 3 ,

N e c e s s a r y  a d v i c e  for h o l d i n g  the  e nq ui ry  uas noted  by t he  s a i d

S h r i  5 . U ,  Khan on 3 „ 1 D , . 1 9 8 3  in F i l e  No . CBS/ E ' STT .  The s a i d  

S h r i  S . U »  Khan had a c c o r d i n g l y  a t t e nd e d  t h e  s a i d  e nq ui r y  uhdch 

uas c o n d u c t e d  by S h r i  T , n .  G ul ati p  S e c t i o n  o f f i c e r  ( S t e n o s )  on'

4e 1 0 ,  1 9 8 3 .  Ne ce ssa ry  documents u e r e  sup-.lied to S h r i  S . U . K h a n  

a n d ' t h e  s n q u i i y  r e p o r t ' u a s  s ub mi t te d  by t h e  En quir y  o f f i c e r  

to the  competent  a u t h o r i t y  on 3'l.. 10» 19 3 3»
I

''■■ ■ ' /

;

‘v



* ,., ' 4 , jhR f o l l u u i n g  c h a r g e s  ue re  pruv/ed a g a i n s t  him:

( a )  U n a ut h o r i s e d  a b s e n c e  from duty, from 1 5 „ 2 , 8 3  o^nwards.

( b )  H a b i t u a l  i n  r e m a in i ng  on long u n a u t h o r i s e d  abserice,  

t he r eb y  s h o u i n g  u t t e r  d i s r e g a r d  to o f f i c i a l  d i s c i p l i n e  

and to p s r f u r m a n c e  of o f f i c i a l  d u t i e s  a l l o t c e d  to hirnc

C o n s e q u e n t l y ,  hs  uas removed from s e r v i c e  u , 9 .f<, 2 9 , 3o 1 9 8 4  

AoNo A copy of the  E n q u i r y  Haport t o g e t h e r  urlth ot her  c o n n e c t e d  

documents  i s  e nc lo se d  i n  seven s h e e t s  f or  h i s  i n f o r m a t i o n ^

5 .  S h r i  S . U o K h a n ,  BX-dDC/rtDSU haS f i l e d  a s u i t  in  the H o n ' b i s  

C e n t r a l  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  T r i b u n a l  v i d e  R e g i s t r a t i o n  N o . 37 of 1985  

a l l e g i n g  that he is  not b ei ng  i s s u e d  a S i c k  Nemo to enabl'e him 

to r e p o r t  to the  K a i l u a y  Doctor  to o b t a i n  a F i t  C e r t i f i c a t e  and 

j o i n  d u t y .  In t h i s  c o n n e c t i o n ,  h i s  at^' .ention i s  d r a u n  to t h i S  

o f f i c e  f'lemo No„APC-202  d ate d  9 , 12c 1 9 8 5  which  uas s e n t  by 

R e g i s t e r e d  ’ A . D . ’ post  to his'  known a d d r e s s  and w hi ch  was r e c e i v e d  

back from t he  p o s t a l  authorj.  t ies  u n d e l i v e r e d  on 23o 1 2 ,  1 9 8 5  u i t h  

the  remarks " a v o i d  to ta k e  d e l i v e r y " ,  A copy of  t he  s a i d  

(Memorandum NOoAPC” 2 0 2  d ate d  9 o 1 2 .  1 9 3 5  i s  a l s o  e n c l o s e d  for  h i s  

i n f o  rmationo

6 , The s a i d  S h r i  3 ,  Li. Khan i s  f u r t h e r  i n f or m e d  th at  s i n c e  h i s

' p e r s o n a l  f i l e  which c o n t a i n e d  the o r i g i n a l  DAiiH p r o c e e d i n g s  agains- 

him i s  not t r a c e a b l e ,  i t ' h a s  become n e c e s s a r y  to r e c o n s i d e r  the 

c a s e  on the b a s i s  of the  enquiry  r e p o r t  and ot her  r e c o r d s  

a v a i l a b l e  i n  t h i s  o f f i c e .

_ ' . ‘ “• <u.

7 ,  un a c a r e f u l  c ons id eir at io n  of  the r e p o r t  s u b m i t t e d  by the  

E n q ui ry  C f f i c e r ,  S h r i  Toh,  G u l a t i ,  S e c t i o n  U f f i c e r ( S t e n o s ) , I 3 m 

s a t i s f i e d  that  r e a s o n a b l e  o p p o r t u n i t y  was a f f o r d e d  to t he  s a i d  

S h r i  S « U ,  Khan by the ' Enquiry O f f i c e r  to, d e f e n d  himself , ,  F ur t h e r  

on a p e r u s a l  of the  r e c o r d s  a v a i l a b l e  in ’ t h i s  o f f i c e  and the 

c h a r g e s  framed and proved  a g a i n s t  t h e  s a i d  S h r i  S ,L j , Kh an  by the  

E n qui ry  C f f i c e r  in  the  Enquiry  R ep o r t ,  I 3 m s a t i s f i e d  t ha t  the  

p u n i s h me nt  of  removal  from s e r y i c e  warded  to him by t h e  c ompetent  

a u t h o r i t y  w. e» f , 2 9 , 8 ,  1 934., A. N . w§s  j u s t  and p r o p e r .

3« (he u n d e r s i g n e d  h a s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  come to th e  c o n c l u s i o n  

t ha z  the  s a i d  S h r i  S . u .  Khan i s  net  a f"lt p e r s o n  to be r e t a i n e d  

in  s a r v i c e  and the u n d e r s i g n e d  has imposed on him the p e n a l t y  

of Removal from S e r v i c e  w . e j \  1 3 „ 3 , 1 9 3 6  A . N ,

rhe ap p ea l  a g a i n s t  the  a bo v eme nc ione d  o r de r s  l i e s  u i t h  the 

tor G e n e r a l ,  K,D.S,ij<,  Lucknow and i f  th e  s a i d  S h i i  S„UoKhan

9 ,

D i r e c t o r  G e n e r a l ,  K,D.S,ij<,  Lucknow and i f  the  s a i d  oiiix a,  

w i s h e s  to p r e f e r  an, appaaXv, hg may do so u i t h i n  4 5  days  of the .  

r e c e i p b  of t h i s  Plemo„ rhe ap p ea l  s h ou l d  be s e l f - c o n t a i n e d  anu 

s h o u l d  not c o n t a i n  any d i s r e s p e c t f u l  or improper  l a n g u a g e .

10 The r e c e i p t  of t h i s  

.ncknouledg ed^
3mo a l o n g w i t h  e n n l 0 s u r e s  s h ou l d  be

E n d :  Copy of the  E n qui ry  Report

in  7 pages  and copy of plemOo

d a te d  9 o 1 2 o 3 5 o

( N 0 K , A g g a .r u a t) )

D y o D i r e c t o r  Generalo

%

S h r i  SoUo Khan,  

ex-UDC/r;DSO,  

/4'o3^^4Q, Q u a r t e r s ,  

A l a m b a g h , Luc know,
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(Court Bo* 1)

Registratloa lo. Z? of 1986

Shahabaddiri I\aaa yg, Unioti of India throu^ Director General,
R» D* S. 0,, Lucknow*

Hon. D.g.Misra, Adim. Member

.Jsajiaa> JMlcfel Member

(Delivered Boa.G.s.Sliarma, Jdl.Meaber)*

. 4! giis case .pder, Sec* 19 of t3ie,4dministratlve frlntinals 
Act, toe applicant has challatiged the order dated 11*9.86 of his 
reiaoml from service on various grounds. A notice was issued 
to the êaporident to show cause.as to "itiy tiie application

’̂eplf to ttie notice -fee respondent 
h xiled d memorandum dated 14,3,86 of the Deputy Director d^eral 
W eweeat ,of ladia, liiaistw of RBllways, LucSm, reSv i^  ’
?  sei^ice vdth effect from 13.3# 1986, Sie

Of removal thus autonotleaUy stands
■ f , tiie.iippliGatioa iias becoffie iofructuotts ®nd

is liable to be rejected suiamarily*

2, mring tiie;pendency of this application this Tribunal
in'ttie flieantiffie the applicant 

tr i l  ejected/rom the official resideace oceSpied
^  3̂ 4.? l^ter on rmved ao application before

forcibly evicted l]y the Estate 
Cfficerj Si)aO} iiUcknow in defiance of the order of thp Triininal 
whereupon a notice was issued to the 1 state Officer to show ’
cause as to suitable action stiould not be taltin against

disobedience of the order of the fAbtnal, in reply 
the Esi^te Officer hag tendered an unQuallfieii apology before 
us stating that no order of eviction was passed by him . 
against the applicant and he had simply initiated proceedings 
under Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants)
Act against the applicant and even the order initiating the 
said proceedings was cancelled on 27,2,1986 and he did not 
wUfUlly disobey any order of the Tribunal. Mq have 

(considered over the matter. The apology tendered is hereby 
accepted and no fUrttier action is called for Mn 1iiis 
connection,

3, For the reasons discussed above, the application is 
fiumcsarily rejected.

Dated s3l, 3.86
sd/ ••

Adisn# Heaiber
sd/- 

Jdl. Member
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 ̂ ae:fs*^x mem©

Ie$pe«tedi Siie, ■ /■•'■■.":■/ ,' '
,.' .  ̂ .; ■■ s ' ' " ' ■> ex̂  " '

* t  fa c<36ipell«d to state t h a t g r a v e s  iniustice
c<swld RQt have !)§e» perpetrated as la iiy case ott “tf® bails of 
fectli^s aM Sma§iii^y charge s and eontradeetorf Orders.

;  ̂, jjader tbe fi^st letter of removal, Irora service vM«
Bjeipo,lo^,^/2|lS <lat®d ii#9*85 1 was removed from servioe fro® 
19*8,i9S4{#4). Yet tĥ î  order wasi nlit cancelled at all, but a 
secofid and a fr^sh ^ e r  dated 14^^*86 v M  memo no.l#C/a©2/Pt;was 
agaiia serwd «poi3 me removing^e from service froia 
I am at a loss to «i5derstanC^l«^ order Is the corf®ct one and if 
the last order is correct, W s  iî y liavt I not l»en paid salary
und other allowancet till ia ;3*86Cm) I^Tdate ^pto wbic^
according to yoyr office S was in setvlc^* (Coaaaing to the facts of 
the ca$e I htmbly su%lt . as wnde^^

. !• ■I:have. taken 2,'montht'lea^ .from 15*^B 3 for the
tsieatment of my wife, duly sanctioned the competent au^ori'^. 
iuring these two months sin^ the condition of my wife detoriated 
and became critical I s0nt an applicition for extension of lea-̂  ̂ ' 
dttiy supported by a mediĉ ^̂  certifie^te regarding the condition of 
my wife* gy wife conti!«ied to struggie feet^en life and death and 
as a result Ili^d to sent Jijfurther extension till I*t*i9S3, when

.: 2* 'Motvt single ■ letter was tent me ■ ycmr office 
, indicating the restisal of my eKtension of leave. Mad this been 

done, I wc^ld h,a^ Joined my dutf earlier inspite of serious sick... 
ness of my *

3,' ilfter I |oii«&d baRli, suddenly one day I was asked 
. to note^t© appear before an. enquiry officer on a certain date in 

co^ection^Mth ®&A encfuiry.- ■ '■

' V \ 4* Mter noting the letter I had'Imaedlately written
^ba<lc that I had not received any Aargesheet accompanying documents 
/ and oter relavants papers and that unless informed of the cfearg6s 

I will ndt be an a position to defend my self in the enquiry. I had 
r also mentioned, that failure to give me the charge mem©, the article 

of Charges etc# will be. denial of opportunity to Jefend myself.
Bnf^tunately therê  no reply to J % p ertoniiy) this letter of

The i#ole story of an enquiry being held and the 
proceedliigs being dratsm with my signature on the prooeedings ase 
totally fals6 and pure manupulation. I would request .you to call 
for the .^ginal tecords and proceedings and verify it by your 
f^odself. Ihe very same person who have manipulated the action 
against me, are instrumental in Causing the file to dis.»appear to 
cover their sins. I have not sî gned any enquiry proceedings, since 
i hai!̂  not attended any enquiry*
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■ ' ■ :.I iiaw- GOfflpietii 2^ *yeats;;of 'tow tt and t̂fee. ^
■l̂ aseleŝ ' eliaiQes .toirled. a t , i a t ; , i n d a t e a : ' 1 4 , * . S , 8 6  
y  It  Molest oan'SS.'Jse caused- . '., . '̂-V "•'*''■ >:■

not 'tet had pŝ meM <m ^

■ hs^i’to'Si. ■ . .■-
' lij tfo®''̂ a3?ge--0f/̂ isiaai abs6ttĉ :--4ŝ t©tallt-:iw<KJ«̂ et\

m m  3:«sve teai Jseea atoeady $aft©tloRe4 W  wittieat^ay
"V..- ■ ,, ■- ,

iii) Most teifelf tad' tespt,<r^u|lif cit is ,stat^ thaj.
 ̂ r̂nmim i  fmttu pmmp̂ nt

h a m U m  c h m ^ *

, - ' the 'i0aioij&-itatei „al)<W lb' n̂syei?#-
■it|©is' tot Î feave: iom :a|^i&iett^a ^
f ̂ ily  t# siippo»t at #iis age, | temfely apeal to y W .

■ to. fciMif '.-â l̂ew. ifiy' -oast m$ fmt kiN, ' hf 
tlie p̂ mitf pi ftern. a® . i s ^ o s e a . me .

'tiafilcitill fot
kiisd

t ■mm 9tat 1 ^ *

h-‘

faithftjllyf 

J]^ u ,k t o L ^

T ..

. .
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Telegrams : RAt LMANAK-LUCKMOV.' Tolbphonos ,
S0fi67 & 60017

■sTfTTcfT?ir jf̂ nsT̂

siommsT 3^k fffioigj ?i3roof

Government o f India - WIinistiy o f Railways 

RESEARCH DLlSlGNS &  STANDARDS ORGANISATION

REGISTERED AD

T5i

Our Reference
No./PC-2C2At. LUCKN0W-2?6011 Dated...

20.6.1986.

MEMORANDUM

With reference to his appeal dated 
2.5.1986 and interviews with the Director 
General on 10.6.1986 and 1 1 .6.1986, Shri
S.U.Kharl, ex-UDC/RDSO is informed that 
his appeal has been carefully considered 
by the Director General and the same 
has been rejected.

Encl:Nil.

Shri Khan,
gx-UDC/RDSO,
A/53A, 40 Qufjrtors, 
Alambagh,
Lucknow*

(N.K. Aggarwal) 
Dy.Director General,
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In the Hon’ble Administrative Tribunal 

Addl. 'Beiicli, Allaiiabad

vy
Registrj!ition,.Io,5l6 of 1986

Sabiabuddin Kiiaii 

Y/ s

Union of India tbrougJa • •  
Director G-eneral/EDSO, 
Lucknow

Applicant

Respondents

G'OUITEK APglBAOT TO TI'B PAPER BOCK 
OK BBHiiLP OF OPPOSITE, PARTISS

I

r

>"■

1,'Irem  latli Kapoor a/o Slriri Aoiax’ Kath K^oor  

aged about 54 Ĵ’ears resident of C-8/2, Hanak Ifagar, 

Lucknow-226011 do hereby solemnly affirm and state 

as under:-

1, That the Deponent is Dy.Director (Eatt,)- II, 

Research Designs & JJtandards Orgisnisation,

Ministry of Railw^’’s, Manak Kagar, Lucknow and as such is 

fully  competent to affirm the contents of this 

Affidavit ' on behalf of Respondents, ■ ' .

2 m  Thit I have read the petition filed by the

Petitioner.

3 . That the facts stated in pai'agraphs 6 (i) to (iii)

are not disputed,

4. That in reply to paragraphs 6(iv) and (v) of the

petition, it  is  stated that the Petitioner was promoted 

to the post of UDG on 7th June,1973 and was confirmed 

as such on 23i”d April, 1979.'

5 . That in  r'eply to paragraph 6(vi) of the petition,

it  is stated that the Petitioner was absenting himself
I

from duty .with effect from 17th November, 1980. However,

on account of his seniority position he was proBioted 

to officiate as Assistant in the scale R s ,425-800(RS)
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iHxi-cE(V

I'with effect from 8th Jan., 1981. Ti'ie Petitioner continued

to absent Mmself and the promotion order was cancelled 

on 5th F e b .,1981 and this promotion was thus never 

given' effect to. -

6 , That the allegations made in Para 6(¥ii) of the 

petition are denied. The Petitioner did not proceed on

leave after obtaining the sanction from the Competent

■ Authority from 15.2 ,1982. The petitioner’s abaence was A
....... .ii\'!■■■«••■ 1-r I.......

unathoriaed from 15.2*1982 to 1.7*1983. Petitioner,

* however, reported for duty on 2 .7 .1 9 83 . innexure »A'

, filed  along with the peition does not appear to be a 

' genuine document. The Petitioner was asked to produce 

‘ the original of Armexure 'A ’ of the petition by the 

, Appellate Authority during his interviewZon 10.6.1986 

: and he promised to ,produce the same the next df^, but did

i not produce the original on the pretext that they have

; been'eaten away by white ants*
'i

. In  this connection it is  also stated that the Memo

; at innexure *4' of the peitition is.sent only to the 

' Section concerned in which the employee is  working for 

; information and record and it is  never sent to the
I

employee concerned. This is  another reason to show 

; that Annexure * A* .does not appe^ to be a genuine 

document*

Under ti^ delegation of powers, Dy, Director was 

f competent to sanction privilege leave for a period ©f

■ four months only. Leave beyond this period v/as to 

be sanctioned by Head ©f Department. Leave without

: for a period of one year is  not sanctioned ordinari3;y 

as made out by the petitioner. This is  yet another 

reason to show that Axmexure ‘A ’ -does not appear to be
I'Jl.S ■III M, ................III!

a genuine document.

- 2 - . .
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7 . That the allegations made in pgcragi'apii 6(viii) 

of tile peitition are again incorrect and denied. As 

stated, the Petitioner was not granted any leave from 

15»2*1982 to 13#4.1983. As such the question of his 

being grated extension of leave beyond 15«4*1983 did 

not arise. The Petitioner was not granted aW  leave 

from 15«2,1983 to 13.4.1983 and tonexur© *B* of the

-  3 -

petition also does not appear to be a genuine document# 

It^is, on the face of it,not worthy of âny reliance,

8 . That inieply to paragraph 6(ix) of the petition, 

it is stated that the Petitioner resumed duty on
r.

2nd Ju3.y,1983 and he was served with a ch^ge sheet and 

the charges against the Petitioner were:-

(1) Unautiioriaed absence from duty from I5«2.198i^ 

onwards;

(2) Habitual in remaining on long unauthorised 

absence thereby showing utter disregard to 

official discipline and to the performance 

of official duties allotted to him; and

(3) Deliberately avoiding to give his correct 

whereabout s _during the leave period*

That the Inquiry Officer gave full opportunity 

to the Petitioner during the enquiry, A photo copy 

of the minutes of the enquiry held at 1U00 hrs on 

4.10.1983 is attached as jinB.exure~I*

That thereafter the Petitioner again absconded. 

He, however, sent applicationsfor leave Sn 5.12.1983

and 21.12.1983 as will be clear from Annexures-'D* and *E* 

of the peition. He was, however, removed from service 

with effect from 2_9̂ 1 9 8 4

9* That in reply to paragraph 6(x) of the petition, 

it is stated that since the Petitioner had already been

• i . / —
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removed from aerviee, there was no question of liis being 

given any sick memo etc. for getting fit certificate 

from Railway Doctor for resuming duty.

10. That tlie allegations made in para 6(xi) of the 

petidiiion are not admitted# Since the Petitioner had 

been removed after regular depgrtmental enquiry in which 

he participated, there was no question of his being 

allowed to resume duty arid he was advised accordingly 

vide innexure 'H' of the petition*

11. That in reply to paragraph 6(xii) of the petiiisn,

it is stated that the petitioner was again advised

T regarding his removal from service by Kegistered &

letter at his home address vide Memorandum Io.iiPG-202 

dated 9.12.1985 which was received back undelivered on 

23* 12.1985 with the remarks “avoids to t ^ e  delivery",

12* That in reply to paragraph 6(xiii) of the petition,

it is  stated that the Petitioner filed, a petition in 

the Hon'ble Tribunal and a copy of the petition was 

served on the fiespondent on 20,1.1986 and then file 

relating to the Disciplinary Enquiry against the petitioner 

was searched out and it was found that it had been

lost/stolen/removed. The Disciplinary Authority, therefore,
/

passed fresh order of removal from service with effect 

from 14th March,1986 on the basis of the material and record 

available. A copy of the order of removal dated 14.3.1986 

has been attached along with the petition as Annexure ’ G ',

In view of the order of removal dated 14.3.1986, 

in  which it was specifically mentioned that the Petitioner 

can prefer an appeal against the order of removal, the 

petition was dismissed as prematmre.

13.
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13* Kiat tlie allegation made in paragraph 6(xiv) of 

the petition sre denied. There was nothing miachiev^ous 

on the part of Respondent by issuing order of removal'll 

dated 1^.3*1986. The order of removal dated 14.3.1986 

specifically mentioned that the file of the Petitioner’ s 

case is not traceable and it has, therefore, become 

. necessary to reconsider the case on the basis of Inquiry 

Report and other records available in the office,

14. That in reply to paragraph 6(xv) of the petition,

it  is stated that the let it i oner was absent unautiiorisedly 

from 15.2.1982 to 1*7#1983 and no leave was sanctioned.

The Petitioner did not apply for any extension and as 

such the question of extension did not arise.

As regards the second charge, tlie Petitioner was 

in the ahabit of absenting iiimself unauthorisedly.

However, even assuming for the s ^ e  of argument that

this chj^rge has not been met out, evei-ijfeiien the Petitioner 

can be' removed from aervioe on the basis of the first 

charge,

15» That in reply to allegatioris mad© in paragraph

, 6(xvi) of the petition, it is stated that the original

./ ■ record of the disciplinary proceedings are untraceable and

: Annexure-I of this reply is the copy of the Inquiry
# ■ ■ .

Proceedings which has been kept by the Inquiry Officer in 

his file , A statement from the Inquiry Officer in the 

Petitioner's case, verifying the above is attached as

- Annexure-Ii,

16, That in reply to paragraph 6(xvii) of the petition,

it  is stated that there is no'question of the file being

manipulated by the Director General/ltDSO, Lucknow, Ho 

official has personal entity  against the Petitioner and

. - 5 -
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therefore, there ia no reason why the file should be 

manipulated.

17. That in reply to paragraph 6 (xviii) of the 

petition, it is stated that the alleged sickness of the 

Petitioner is not borne out by any material ©n the 

record. He did not submit any application for hia absence 

and the certificates which are alleged to have been 

filed by the petitioner, on the face ot it , appear to

be manipulated and forged documents.

18. That in reply to paragraph 6(xix) of the petition,

it is stated that the Petitioner has ja-eferred an appeal 

which was rejected by the Birector (general. A photo 

copy of the orders passed by the Director General on the 

appegl is attached as Annemre-III to this reply*

19. That in reply to paragraph 7 of the petition,

it is stated that the petition is devoid of any merits 

and liable to be dismissed. ' ■

20. That in reply to paragraph 8 of the petition,

it is stated that the Petitioner has been removed from 

service and therefore, there is no reason wlr̂r any 

Stgy order be passed on the petition.

Datgd: 27.11.1986 

Iiucknow*

Yerificttion

B ep q ^ d f i : ^  ic

iSft, t ) • 11*

i f
i, P, O., ' \Hrs5 -irv of |

,fif [ I a* y3ffs(s()
I ,  the above named deponent^'Ud'^ere^ ve^ 

that the contents of paras 1 to 5 of tiiRlffidavit 

are true to my own knowledge, the contents of para 6 

' are true to knowledge derived from the office records. 

I'̂ o part of it is false and nothing ri il has been 

concealed* So help me God.

Lucknow

U

-
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From a perusal of papers and documents produced 

before me by tiie deponent, I am satisfied that the 

person mj^ing this affidavit is  the very person and 

he has Mmself signed this affidgvit#

Advocate

I
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P e p o r t  o f  3 o q u lry  h e ld  on 4 ,1 0 * 1 9 8 3 ,  
a g a in s t  S h r l  S .U .r b a n , UDC, un der  
Hik  ?u3.oa, i n  Boom 110.229 o f  A dna . 
a u l la ln ?  o v m s ' i^  a t  LuoVnow. (!!/

I n  purai

S*f7 .K haa, tJLC 
thou gh r e p o r t

>ado«: to  S r ,  £ iy .D a*s  o ru e rs  v id e  h is  n o tlu g
o f  3 0 .8 .1 9 8 3  l a  page 3 9 /n  o f  F i l e  K o .A P C /202  o f  S h r l

, l a  orcior t o  g iv e  hlra th e  p a r s o m l h e a r in g  
o f  e n q u iry  heXo r t e  was a u b ia itte d  ou

2 9 .7 .S 3 ,  o f  wploh tto oognisi^oce hag beeu ta V a a  as  Sh, Khan
jo in e d  d u ty  oiji M
w ith  a l l  e n o lo s u re s  was a g a in  g l ___ ___________ ______
one s e a t by  p | s t  was re o e lv iid  haoV^ u n d e l iv e r e d .  ? h o e x -p a r ta  
e n q u ir y  was h<ild on 2 3 .7 .1 9 9 3 .

M').APC/2G3 o f  2 /6 .9 .8 3  
v e il to  h im  because th e  e a r l i e r

■ I

2 . After studylug the papers in connection with tho hblalng
of enquiry, the proceedings | we re held on 4 .10 .83  and thereafter 
the case was studied further with a- view t > reoordltig the 
findings o f the enquiry. i

3 . Heiao llo.APC/202 of 2 /5 .9 .83  was issued by me to '
Shrl S.n,Khan IIDC, dlTectlcig him to attend the enquiry at
11 hrs. on 4 .I0.1983 in T 0013 lio.829 of Administrative ^llu in ?
of Pi>80 at LuoVnow. :

4 . 3efore the start of the enqulryi Shrl 15*TJ.Than wis 
given the opportunity t-> study the cfmrges fr^ne«t against him 
by w e  Pl/30 Adnn. to enable him to prepare hlAself fbr thj 
sa^^, which he did in ?uy prasonae. Ho was also given th«

r papers la the filo, if  he so deslrod, or seeV
the help of/consult anyone in the cefence of his case, wf^ich 
ha die not avail.

//

5. Shrl S.U.rhan was asVea i f  he accepted all the char«rca 
frim ^ against him, which ho did not l^illy and wholly. The 
enquiry was then proceeded with connected charges mentioned 
in tne Me«o 5io,APC/202, a t .2 /5 .9 .83  giving aue consideration 
to his reply of 12.9.1983.

6 . o f  th e ^ e n q u iry  w ere s ln ru lta n e o u a ly  ro co rd e d  \
w h ich  S h .S .n .i^ h a n  s ig n ed  in  to V en  p f  a c c e p ta n c e  and a  copy  
th e  . l v « n  t o

7 . aiaRji_a.-  .

1 )  O f f i c i a l  reco rd s '*nade A v a i la b le  b y  th e  T?i;s'o Ad-cn.
in  th e  shape o f  psrson j^ l f i l e  and le a v e  re c o rd  
o f  S h .3 .rr .r ,h a n ; , : ,

1 1 )  Metaos is s u e d  bo S ^ r l  $ |^ .V h a n  and re c e iv e d  bacV
im p re s s in g  Upon h l ’n tHf? u rg en cy  t o  jo in  d u ty  
In n a e d la te ly  because o f  h is  le a v e  h a v in g  n o t  been  
s a n c t io n e d j

' /
n o t g iv in g  hiS'wov^grtieut ŝ ’n 'ln g  abs^aace from  d u ty  
from  tim e  to  t im » |

H i )

i v )
I

on re fs r f jn c e  ito  th e  o ld  l<p\jve record^

nontd ,,..
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Minutes of thei enquiry held at 11,00 hours on 4,10«83 
in Room No, 229|of -Administrative Building of RD50 against

Shri S.U.Khan, UDC, RDSO.

Befpre|th^ 
afforded the op] 
ments in his | pe
as, also he weh: 
copy of which yri

start of the enquiry, the Enquiry, Off icer 
i|)ortuhity to; Sh. S .U , Khan to see ahy docu- 

sonajl filej with: the Admn,, If he so desired 
through the ,charges levelled against him, 

ts supplied' to him.! '

Question MA n s w e r t

For the Questions put & answers given,, please 
—  the attached Annexure *A* | X3ons is ting ofsee
4 .pages numbered 1 to 4 & duly signed by us.

r

Sd-
4-10-83 

( T .R.GmT-:)

Ra ce iv8.d one Copy Sd/-
4-10-83

(S.U.Khan).

>-■

f

Sd/-
( S.U.Khan) 

4-10-83

\

ili!

I' ■ 
' i



H3

hco

O-N.
a  1

- P f

o

3
i,-e+
Qi

CO
• CO 
c j  C3<

3

•nI

H Q  
; 01 Oi:
’• * C I: 
j CO Hi
.!• iai' 

■ I oil 

§ ^ [  
w-»i

2,1:^
w

s

Hi

i

HW<n
<0 - *cJ JU 

w cu 
C9  ̂ CJ 

C H. 
»J CU 
4 I- 
c+vj
« o
•-1 C M r 

6 
*o o*.

JU rt- 
M ^  m

§
»<
o
c

ctH-g.
H-

H »
►J h, HI
(p

3 ^
VJ . O  cn
O ct «
c « H*r\
3*

Q 
Qi 3

03 O
Di

O ' -.-SJI) M,
(D O O -
CU O 4
3 CD a

•a
C+ M

lU
<
H*

■ 3 
cn?

H
3  ̂ H* H-

3 s-/

K ! o
3 n>
H3 w  ^
C t M
H* 'X3 (6

M iU
(D (? M

ft3 (D
'CJ CO •
r-* (»
it; 0
o
a

CO
vr
a
4

•CJ
c
Hj,

‘xt

HJ
H-
O '
p r i
H* 1
c t 1 .

01

g^iss?

g ' “ S-
: a cci
Ct i!. 
CTiCf ftl
M CO

•'J tij ,
; (0 O*

' I .W.O  
I Q. C  
\Q >J
- C- 
VO  
^ o

? s
‘ 4 4 

w 3

fi)
W 3 
h~i
» M 
HI Cb

<
C ftJ 
H 3 
0» ct 
M
• VJ 

O
c

o
o o 

w 
3 
3 
O 
c+

O
c

k!
(9
M

*CJ
H
(»
a?
M

i-

H> H  
c+ W
w
CD H>
H Ct 
!-*>
*

w-H'
3 iw: 
a  oi

C+:
Ju ;

*0 c+
b;-r

H* Ct
Iffl .
 ̂ICL'C 

O

r * ! ?
H H> 
«> ct 
B3

H)§- 
hi 3

i §

C 3 
ct

H
01 01 
ct I 
fo CO 
ct I 
H-00 
o M 
3

CO 
> «

H W HJ 
Ol’C< (D ►!

CO ® (0 3
I ft) H>

' Qi C 
Qc+

is; 93
SnQs
cn 0 |_h
•  C w; o  
•OHj ija

o' c t
HJ H*

<13 1 H. 3 
c t  O> O

(0 n<
3-3 . #3
U3 O ctct 
< ct 3* «► 
fl> . Hj a  

H* o 
3 C H 
_0<l 00 
ir* 3" I 
C  , , CO 

ct O ';Xl I
o ?rR» 0Q 

3 Id K5

«<5
O
C

W o 
£b s* to s;

(D 3- 
•O Hj O H* 

4  ct o
g H-3-
a o 

3 s;
S3

H> U
Ct

H HJ

Cb CL.
o O

3 3
O O
ct ct

•-J
» (B
3 a
(6 (*
3 3
o ' . 
<*
hJ

CP ‘ (»
X X
w fu
o o
c+ ct1_1 M
*<• •

CO

M H
c
0*0.
3  O
H*
Ct 3

■rt hi 
M (0

O U
J13 a
Ct o'
H* (I> 
§*^ 

r-*
H M

M. O
3 O 

C 
ct !-» 
H» Qj

3
O
Ct

o a *3 O HhSO O m c 03 01c K 3 C3M Ol M < LJ.Di H* . 01 V S (6 ct
3 t>3 Hj »j,0 H* •* Q 4,c+ct̂
i -L • '

c5O H,rfk 013 B3|W ct; ■O O&  3*! . O VH ctg* W . cO 3 1013 ct: 14 !l ct'H* w H to 3-:ct < i • 00 1 w: 3*- 1 00 ct*<! H»: >  CO,K)O H 1 ‘ vjC » w goct O 1hJ 3 COO c4 O*'-il3 0» 63 Olh<
S  3 era fl31 O!•Q U3 3-3 W>0 i
^s* «* Qi 1 Cl00 raO H- ^ t̂ crq CO WP> 3 '' c to ctcttrq O <1 Qi CDI-** ?iO) 1C QiO W 3 (D3 ct 0«<! i
O f< s; o ct oC O hi3 C •O HJo Cli ctH?r H o irOl 3 (B 3 (1)
1 O . JU ocos; ' < v>m
1 » CtHJ00"'<! H* fi3CO o »3 O 3a Qi- ctH* Qi O
ct h*0« rt hJ H)

01 1H ’Ji

K
CO
w

•a

t;*
C:
W
(»

\

ii;
0()
CD

H
a

.'2!

I
I

H '



V
I

•  *

- ^ Q
O C  
• I-*

c+
H-

rv)
VJ1

^  Si3 
D* (t) 
CD h!
ts  0  
(t)
<  t3 
fD O 
4

(D
c+
f T O  
H- H)
” *<! 
o o

H- • 
O  H)
(D fU

CO ^.

g < ! ^
c+

B
c+ 0)
O -B
CD O' 

(D 
M  4  
CD W 
c+
H- O 

4
CO CO 
•o  \zr 

CD
4

fV)
-f^

r ro
VC

H
0 <firf 
4 | < ,

£u 6 p j  

^  coo<

001 o 
o tT-p

§ 2

}3 J  CD 
►-•a c f  
O  B H -

S I S

O O {3 ' 
t3 B O  

X } c+

O (d" 4
e+fO 

4  CD JM 
CD P iO  
0) p r
O (U 
P" t3*<!

a o
c

o  to 
c

'  H>pr 
•O  HjCD’ 

H-tJ 
O
H 'c+
CD p r 
t3 CD 
c+

. to
to (D 

13 
e+.

1+ 
O

M  M

4  a .  
Hj CD O
(0 O
19 CD ts
H- p .  O
,H<3' C+ 

03
• Oj 4  

CD 
c+ B  

CD 
O «

M  m 
, C5 4  

c+ • 
<+
CD

. 1-1 U i 
CQ O 

- 3  
O  CD 
H)

c+ 
-O  H-

CD

CO ct- 
i\3 p r  

(D 
fl) «<
13
C U 5 

(D 
K3 hS 
VX) CD

O H -
CT\ tr 
•  CD 
CO hi 
l\5 CD

B O'ts pr =3 
&> M SI) (D )-■p - 

^  H-H - CD c+H- 
<+o »a P'l-'

o '  CD H  CD
^  c + H  

►d O
<+ $5 H- »D {3
E " ^  c r  B |3 
CD ^ C D  CD r f
L. ^  ^  c+H-p- 
4  t3 H-Cq CD
rt' fu CD H-' n r
p j t3  H - 1-1 c ^ h j
to noQ o  p

d: b gb

35

?
o

OQ
3 "

010"
H 'O  H) 

. «=^E H  c+H  
H  CD o  O 

^  . £3 ,<+ B
o  O ' c  4

n  c+ro 4  CD O
0  tJ o  p  

Cl- 4  tu CD CD 
H- CD s  c f  H-

fJ CD O •eJ'-O 
CD CD H  

t l  H -I-- H- fl) 
O < ^  P- JU O 

-<+. CD l-t> (D I—iCD

4  a  C  <  rt- 
CD 0) H- H -O

<I> l- 'O  H  CD CD 
H- O CD iu S  

HO
CD cl- CD CD H-

S'?Vgf§'^
. CT H> m M 
e+CD O
p -  4  
WO t+ |3 P) 

c+ c+t3 C Dib
cf ncl 1; 0)

1 cn
CD 
Oj ;

CD

CD

CD
4
to

to CQ CD K  
P p -M  O

H-ho t3 
O C to 
h - 4  h- 
rt> ; o  
|3 .{13 *3 
<+ p j  

H ^ h ,
O CD O 
4  CO H  H) 

to CD H, 
O p  H* 
F Oq < O 
4  H- CD CD 

<
HCp Hj H  
CD t3 4  CD 
c f  O c+ 
^  c+ B  c+
c t r o  CD
4  m 4
to ^ p - \

Dj CD P3
« + B  4 ^ d
O {-"TD

hi &  g  P
CD to • o  

f t  CD 
o  4  c+
p - £D M  H- 

ct- CO O 
«<J H- 
O  O *<J 
t= }3 O
.0 ^

t5
to

H i
CD
CO

t j

CD
03
CO
CD

I??? ’

CD

H - 4  
o •;

;i » -  1 •
►d ! o  
p  a o  

: n g n
< 0) CD p

c ; ] ' o
<+<<i CO 
P" O CD
f d  o .

■ O !
4  03 03,
H- e , fcS

4 ^ 1  “ •

p o o  
4  o  c  

p

H- CD CD
M b  4
H  c+ CD
03 03
Co 4  H-
CD«<! tJ

h d 'd  to  
W 4  p -{3 O  CD 
O O 4  
p -  H)^0

P
c+
•O

^  o  K
4  o  CD 
o  b to
O Q j*
Hj p.

o
t3 p -

o

H *
H)

H-
t3

to
p p

*o V)
H  CD

0 c t
4 0
c f S  0
• p  I- .

CQ H
P

P  *0
P to
4  CD
c t  P i

<

4  P i
CD
►d H-
P to

i  CO
CD c t
P i H-
'i H*
i ' h-*

1 ;H-f1 !■ H-
! O^tJ

P
Pi

; CD CD
B

p  p
0  00

(D
Pb

0

f  H
O
p . t 3

p- 4  J=
03 c t
c+ CU 

• C  e +  
P- e+ © 
0) H- 
^  CD*< 
CD to I 

O
o sz 
4

e+ ■
1 O p-

C+ H j p
O, H ) c f

I H-
M O <<1 
P  CD O

•O ^  
p  p- 
4  P  
JV <

CD
CD

- t3 >5

4  °  
n
CO b  
c+  r f  
CD CD
p i  4

CD 
c+ 03 
O .C +

CD M  
b  

&  ^  p  p
c: <t
to CD 
c f
CD p ,  
pL O

C p .
■ o ^

• CD 
CQ 

- <+ •

p -
CD
{3

§
P ..
r.
c+

e
p .

p -
t—
p .

fV .

c+ p

CD to p  
CD c+ 

CP t3 
o  o  

(D
P-
P

CD <J
4 HCD 
tJ 4  
B  O «< 
(D B o
ct pi ^  
•0  P

i 4 ?

^  4  to (7* H ,  
P" CD CD CD H). 
p  P 'b  4  
c t  to c t  p  M  

O c t
CT {3 o '  CD
03 «<; H P

•<  O ' «< c t
CD P  c t  

c t  p -  p  c t  
*<! H- <  O 
O Pj CO O 
P P  H-<<;

fl> O Pj O 
c f  H j H- P  ' 
O c^ H) b  

O H-Ofl c+ ^

P  03
to 0 p -  
P  0 CD c f  P

b  P «0 CD 0 H-
P .'W 4  b

•■0 c t  0 4  *<}
c f P  c t  CD 0
p - 4 t ’ 0 P
CD CD {3 P i CD

OQ P  H- p -
H  P 0 CD <! P
0 4 c t  CD p i
CO p i P " < t
CQ H- CD 0 0 O '

►3 4  0 CD
W fftj , f t  E? CD

4  p - B  t3
Hj*<J <t> CD C
H» 0 , P  V b  p>
2  B ' to p i I-- CD
11 ^  
CD H

0 0 0 H
t i  B  p  H-
to ro H- 1 

«. to H-p j  0
c t  0 •

o c o H- b
^  ■ 0

a

c t  M

■° 4
c t  CD

CD
{t> H- 
p j
3 <

. 4
CO

B 
p  

03 o  
ct- p-
H-
O H) 
{3 p
0 4

c t
p "
CD

tJ
O
O
b

CD
tJ
H-
CD.
13
O
CD

C
CO
CD
Qi

I
' n
o
o
H j

c t
O

o
p
o '
CO
c t
P
(3
c t
H-
P
c t
CD

•O

CD o
P
CO CO 
o  H- 
ts b  
CO o  

CD
H

H

to H  H  x ;
CD 

^ ,to
113 H>
to h H

CD

K 8

P
t3 Oq 
P i H'
. i <

I—' 
CO o  
p  pi

0 P  b  B  ro
0 ^ S  H" p i
p  p H- p  H-
M  CQ -M  P
P i <̂̂ 0̂ P

• 0 0
h  H M O O

' H" 0 B
c t  p 0 'O

ro H J
4  CQ P
CD d  0 M0 0 P  H , b
CD b 4  c t
H* c t  to
<  c+ *<: P  sCD ^ 0 H'
P i ro Hj P-. H-

P  B
0 p -
4  P

h  0 CO
S  < c t  4  •

ro O’ ro hd0
0 H}

ro '■d • 
0 §

B  9 'd  4  Kd
B  4 4  c f  H- S
P 0 M
P  c t c t  to H- Cj
H- p - ro .p -  o ' Q
0  ro 0 0 p r B
P c t  4  H- 1
c t  CQ H- ch c f M
H- P 0 M •
g  H, b  <<; p
tJ ro • e

“ 4 a
V



The. Enquiry QfTicer. 
lilSO, Luclaiow:.'

iief s;

Sir

!' 'In r 
per iteaiia, I 
lodged to Poll

I,'̂ i.-Cne con̂ r,4 V ^

anq>Aryl or

fere nee to the 
urn sdbmittinr; 
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ritv

jiry 
ire ' c
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yours faitlTTully,
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Statement from Sbri T .E . Gulati, Section Officer 
liDSO/Lucknow, Inquiry Officer in  the D M  Rule 
case a)!?ainat Slirj 3.IJ. Khan. ex-UDC/fiDSQ,.___ _

It is  solemnly affirmed that I was the

Inquiry Ctfficer nominated by the Sr, Dy^Director Seneral,

EDSO, Lucknow in  .-the Discipline &  Appeal Rule case

against 3hri 3„U., Khan, ex-mc, Petitioner in Case lo .

516 of 1986 before the Hon'ble Central Administrative

Tribunal, Allahabad-Bench, in  which Siiri 'K'ha-n was

issued a charge sheet containing the following

,1 charges

' (1| Unautiiorised absence from duty from
, 15th P e b , ,1982 onwards;

ifess
(2) Habitual in  remaining on long unathoriaed 

absence thereby showing utter disregard
to official discipline and to the performance 
«̂ f official duties Plotted to him; and

(3) Deliberately avoiding to give his correct 
whereabouts during the leave period*

2 . After su.bmitting the original to the Disciplinary

Authority, I had a copy of the Enquiiy Proceedings in lay

file  and the Aiinexure-I to this reply is the photo copy

of the copy available in my f ile , Annexures to the ■
!

Enquiry Proceedings were duly signed by the Petitioner 

^  and these are true copy of the original record. The

Petitioner personally attended the enquiry on 4 ,10 .1983  and «ai 

signed the proceedings#

•srgiffqTn

( )  

qTR, 5I^5I ;̂-2260H
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In accordance with Shri S.U,Khan's request for 
personal hearing (SN 33) and correspondence thereafter ending 
with his letter dated 15.5.86 (SN 38 ), Shri Khan was granted 
a personal hearing on 10,6.86 a ,n ,

2. He had nothing to say about the merits of the 
case but merely requested for him to be pardoned this time 
in view of the difficulties which his four daughters would 
face in view of the punishment imposed.

3 . In order to confirm that the representation at
SN 36 was his, he was shown his signatures on the;letter at
SN 36 and asked whether they were his and when zan he confirm 
-ed that it was so, he was asked why these signatures are 
different from the ones that are available in his letters
at SN 31 and 32 and his earlier signatures. He told that 
he has changed his signatures but could not answer why he 
should put signatures differently at different times.

4 . On further enquiry he produced a photostat copy
of a Memo sanctioning him leave for 2 months from 15.2.83 to
13 .4 ,83 . When asked for the original, since his files in 
HDSO are missing, he promised to bring the ‘original the next 
day.

6 . He was again given a personal hearing on 11.6.85
a .n . when he told that he could not produce the original
*'̂ emo as it has been eaten away by white ants. He, 
produced another photostat copy of the IWP sancti 
him fpr 1 year from 15.2.82 to 14 .2 .83 . He, howev 
not produce the original for this also for the same reason 
as ha stated for the earlier sanction.

however, 
Dned to 
r; could

6. He repeatedly requested for only pardon in view
of his four daughters. He was told that his performance had 
been consistently bad from 1966 onwards as seen from SN 267, 
311, 327 , 369 and 375i{and hi's CR folder pages 7 , 11, 14, 17,
20, 37 and 44 from which it is seen that he had removed an 
office typewriter unauthorisedly in 1966 and was on unautho­
rised absence repeatedly. |

7 , . . From the papers in the reconstructed file , I
•find that although the Enquiry Officer had asked him on
04.10.83 questions about his absence from 15 .2 .82 , in his 
Enquiry Heport, he had mentioned the date of unauthorised 
absence from duty from 15.2.83 onwards. This appears to be
a mistake but cannot be verified because his original papers 
have been lost. However, it is seen from the Attepdence 
Register for that period, which is available, that he was 
absent from 15.2.82 onwards,

8.- Shri S .U . Khan had also appealed to the Central 
Administrative Tribunal, Anahabad, against the punishment 
given to him where his appeal had been dismissed.

9 , Having carefully considered his overall perfor­
mance and the specific charges which have been, proved in 
this case ’or which he has been removed from service, I do 
not see any reason for either reducing or cancelling the 
punishment, which I consider ;)ust and reasonable.'

^  r?Tr. ' ''■ ...17
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AFFID,

. HIG
f ALEAljKBAn,

In  t h e  H o n 'b le  A(cla*kj(ji:cKDi:s:k A d m in is t r a t iv e  T r ib u n a l ,  

A d d it io n a l Bench* o f  Lucknow,

R e g is t r a t io n  No, 516 o f 1986

Applic snt,

Versus

Union of India through Director General.

R ,  0 ,  3 ,  0 ,  Lucknow, • • • • « ,  Opposite party,

RgjQi,Qdsc.A£fiiisjsiil.t&.ths^eouQtai:„atfidsi/it;

I ,  Shahabuddin Khan, aged about 45 years, son 

of 3hri A ,  U, Khan, resident of A-53/A Forty quarters 

Railway Colony A lamb agh, Lucknow, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and state as under s~

1. That the applic mt has read the counter affidaviti 

filed  by the respondent and under stood fcĉ a:-its content':

2 ,  T h ^  in reply to para 6 of the respondent's counter 

affidavit ,  it is stated that the petitioner never

/
promised to produce the original , It was clearly told

N

that the original p ^ e r s  h ad b een eaten away by white 

aunts , if the petitioner was absent from 15 ,2 ,82  to 

1 , 7 ,  1983 as stated by the respondent, the onus of 

producing the documentary evidence to that effect lies

on them.

‘ I



( 2 )

Again para 6 of the counter a f f i d ^ i t  is denied 

as the sanction of leave on gVeraQe pay is always
*

intimated to the party/ section concerned end annexure 

A^and B is the only proof of i t .  In respect of the ,t

para  B it is further stated that no doubt Oeputy '
. /<

Oirffitor i s  competent to sanction leave only for “four
*■’ a '

months-but the sanction of leave is always intimated 

under the signature of the Deputy Director though 

the sanction'has been given in the f ile  by the head 

of the department and this is, exactly what happened 

in this case also. The respondent is not cstegori.cal

that the document is not genuine but only aates  that

it does not appear to be genuine document. The whole 

argument is proved falae as the respondsnt h ®  not 

been able to produce any document to prove th ^  the 

petitioner was not on any leave.

3 .  Th at in reply to para 6 of the respondent^ 

counter affidavit, it is further stated that the 

same argument of not appearing to be genuine does 

not hold good. Appearance and facts are different 

The respondent has produced no document to prove his 

argument, where as the petitioner hsS produced a 

Photostat copy of the same.



>:

4 .  That in reply to pare 6 of the respondent's counter 

affidavit it is again stated that no charge-sheet was 

ever issued to the petitioner. Only an intimgtion of the 

so-called enquiry was got noted by the petitioner. But on 

the same day the petitioner replied vide his letter 

dated 30 .9 ,1 983  challegging the legality of the intimation 

When no charge sheet had been served, no allegation had 

been made against the petitioner and no documents in 

support of the allegations had been served nor the 

petitioner was given any opportunity to defend hi'^B elf, 

Again no reply was given of t h is  letter to the 

petitioner by the respondent , It is also denied th ft any 

enquiry was ever held. The whole thing said in pars 8 isCL 

figment of imagination and not a fact.  The docusnents 

produced by the respondent do not prove the truthfulness 

of the fact th ^  the enquiry was held. In every sheet 

of the enquiry proceedings the enquiry officer,  the 

deliguent, the defence counsel and the witnesses are 

all  required to sign but in the copy of the proceedings 

produced by the respond.nt, it is only marked " signed '' 

and the name of the petitioner and the enquiry officer

3,e  -ritten under-neeth . The Photostat eopy of the ,

n, if it i=̂  genuine should b e *  the signature
proceedings it i^ yu

loner and the enquiry o f f i c e r .  I n  th e

of both ths petitioner

u  i«  f u l l y  e s t a b l i s h e d

absence of s i gn a t u r e  it -

(3 )
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docunients of the so-called enquiry ar e not genuine and

no e n q u iry  mss ever h e ld  a t  a l l .

i

5 * T h a t - i n  r e p ly  to  para^B  o f th e  re s p o n d e n t's  co u n ter
* f ■ '

a f f i d a v i t  i t  is  added t h a t  th e  p e t i t i o n e r  wss remov od from  

th e  s e r v ic e  tw ic e  w ith o u t any p ro o f in  v io l a t i o n  o f 

th e  • p r in c i p l  e s 'o f n a tu r a l  j u s t i c e .

><■

A P t  / )  ‘

, ‘-7

Ov * I
\ . f , /  ■■ ! j

\s r
y 'w //

6 ,  T h a t  in  r ^ l y  to  p a ra  6  o f th e  re s p o n d e n tia  c o u n te r
« •'

a f f i d a v i t ,  i t  i s  a g a in  s u b m itte d  t h a t  i t  i s  in c o r r e c t  

and d e n ied  t h a t  th e  e n q u iry  had been done as th e  responde-
V'

n t  has not produced th e  genu ine  p ro c e e d in g s  o th e rw is e  

th e  p e t i t i o n e r 's  s ig n a tu re s  would have been t h e r e .  S in ce
• »

th e r e  was no e n q u ir y ,  th e  p k i t i o n e r  was te rm in a te d

 ̂ *

i l l e g a l l y  and was i l l e g a l l y  re fu s e d  to  j o in  d u ty .

7 .  T h a t  in  r q a ly  to  p a ra  6  o f  th e  re s p o n d e n t’ s c o u n te r  

a f f i d a v i t  i t  is  a g a in  d e n ie d  th a t  any r e g is t e r e d  l e t t e r  

was re c e iv e d  by th e -d e p o n e n t.
♦

8 .  T h a t  in  r e p ly  to  p a ra  6  o f  th e  re s p o n d e n t's  c o u n te r  

a f f i d a v i t ,  i t  is  a g a in  s ta te d  t h a t  the s to r y  o f  f i l e  

h a v in g  been lo s t  is  f a ls e  and is  o n ly  to  c o lo u r  up 

th e  i l l e g a l i t y  o f  th e  o rd e rs  o f  re m o v a l.

9 .  T h ^  in  r e p ly  to  p s ra  6  o f  th e  re s p o n d e n t*s  c o u n te r



v j /

( s )  ■ ■■

it  H  ©gtifi ateltd that the Sieonii ofdif in 

«isO lliegsl as th» pr̂ >eed«re i^c3 dOM« under Q# & A 

havf not f0Uo«ed. cJossuwnts I* e* tfie oftQWif̂  x  ̂

f 8t»£i 9th«  r@c®r^s mentioned are net ieftMlne et?ei 

ffibflceted m  m  none of thiffl the petUlonif’s sigoatue® 

gf e fouRdf «hlcNti99 to i)S there If thert ere arty proe«e- 

dlogs at eii * Again it is eontredietQry t<5 say thst on the 

Qm h m4 th® f i H  Is iest as »nd ytt some records

iWi ieh sr i sMppaaed to b B ps A of the fH « ar« proditeed#

I .

10, Thet In rapiy to pare 8 of the rospondent^iOMntir 

affidavit It ia sgsin stated that the appllosnt h»d bean 

S a n c tio n e d  le a v e  v id e  le fc ie r  Wo* ftR #/S 32 d a te d  t 4 « 2 « ^  

and then the petlUon®^ h ^  asked for fxtansion on the 

ground of serious sleknesa of hl» elUng wife# The second 

chargels &as@Iess*

It* That in reply to pars 6 of the tespondsnt’s counter 

affidavit# it is stetsd thet in the ahience'Of oriflnai ■ 

records nothUig is proved , ?he copy of the enquiry proce 

dings pfodueed do not heat the petitioner*# aiioature 

and as sush »© ‘’ot q$mkm f nor do they heap the eni^iry 

cffieer*3 oifnatore*
I

12. Thft untili the Ofiainai docuaents are produced 

«hioh afe in possession of theopposifce parties they can no

m



V
x>"'

C6 )

make any claim to hsve established any cha^^e against

the deponent.

13, That in reply to para 6 of the counter affidavit 

it is stated that the respondent has wrongly alleged that 

the docunients of the deponent ar a man(lipulated in any

nianner . There are sufficient documents on record to 

establish leave of the deponent.

14 ,  That becffluse.only paras 1 to 6 of the counter 

affidavit have been verified the rest of the peraS dp 

not form part of the counter sffidavit and need no 

reply in the rejoinder affidavit.

15, That the petitioner has been removed unlawfully and 

in violation of the principles of natural justice 

and D A, rules and out of m.alsfides.

Lucknow

dated 0 6 , 1 0 , 8 8 , Oeponent,

L, T ,  I of the deponent;^

Verification
-- --------  the above named deponent do 'hereby

verify that the contents of psrss 1 to 15 of the affidavit



are true to my own knowledge.

Nothing is wrong in it and nothing mstj^erisl 

has ,been concealed, 3o help me God,

C7 }

• • *

Lucknow

dated O B ,10 .68 ,
u d JL ^

Oeponent,

L, T ,  I ,  of the 

deponent.

I ,  identify the deponent 

\ .

wh°- h es signed befor e me. 

Advocate,

5o iemnly ^firmed before me on ^

at /  P .  M. By the above

named d^Donent who has been identified by SxgS l ^  

3hr i

Advocate High Court of Allahabad C Lucknow Bench )

Lucknow, ,

, l  have satisfied myself by examining the

I

deponent th st he un dsrst ends the contents of this 

s f f id a ' i t  Which are read out andexj^lained by me.
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C E i ^ T i R 4 L  A D M I N I S T i A I I Y C  I M B I I M A L
? ADDITIONAL BENCH,

23-A, Thornhill Road, Allahabad-211C01

Registration No. S  198^

APPLICANT (s)

RESPONDENTfs^ e^\ e>i i}vvA >-

• •• .•••••A «•••••••«••• •• • !•••••••••••«•• aM^at«•«••••••••••••< •••••••• ••••«••.••••

.particulars to be examined Endorsement as to result of Examination

1. Is tiie appeal competent? v | 4

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 ?

4. Ha^;the document of authorisation/Vakalat- 
nama been.filed ?

5. Is the application accompanied by B. D,/Postal- 
Order for Rs. 50/-

6. Has the certified copy/copies of the order (s) y t ^  1 + 4 - 0  3
against which 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) I  ( f
above duly attested by a Gazetted Officer P  '

and numberd accordingly ?
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al ; a -AVDPAT,NiA/i..;:rLr.R
Date cf Fili:̂  . ^   ̂^  t n«............... UK
Date of Recef,)t by Post

'r» Deputy Registrear,

IS m  CENTRAI, ADMIIlSTfiATIVE TEIBMAI, jUiLAHABD

im wL

BiZTWOT

- r

'-Applicant
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BEraEN ^ i- «0

SAFI.ASUDDII'J I<M/W‘

&
• • . . . . . A p p L / c # J T , :

m im  OPH«u imcUGH DffiECICR GENEH,i- ' ' '  ' ■' ■  ̂ : :

. OF th; a^lr^iiTg^E-gPAJSAna'i

A D  Name of the applicant ' . ‘ •
/ „ » „  , *'■ ..................... .Shahahuddin W
(ii; Name of the Father . ' ‘ ...... ...............  ■ ’

(ij-i,JDoi,ignation and office ............. ' ' •,
in which employed* ’V * * * ^ P P ^ r  Dn^der^ ■

. Designs' and'v-* ■'•
, 0^ani«Vtioh **.

' (ix5 Office address! agar.Luoknon'-ir." ^
/ I . . . ' As 0 bo\re

i

. notices, .
H I ^ r ^  *T ^  • A «•

2 : £ a i E U L m ® J l O K P a n D a . T :  r D i^ c *  7 " ’7.3k,- ... -‘•puiyector GerfeTai /

( l ^ m e  o f ttoo T:G^-iff.odent ^  ' -
03̂  designation^^ -/I ; - "■

(U ) Office address of the xespor^ent^.SlrDosigns and

Standards Organisation ;

Uii)Addiess:for seivice^of
notices. ® «neral R.iT;s .O " ‘- ^7^

l_ Manak Nagaj./Lucknoiv*ii

\ OF CBDERS AGAINST ’'"-ITrH tk i . ■ .
IthE APPLJDATION ISfvl/C>H, "* Ik^ application is against
■ • . following orders:

Ji)Qrder Np.ATC/^02 ASC/202/PU ' ^
Date* 11,9,8.5 14,3,86

Passed ny DG . .Dŷ DG

^ct in brief, , , , , , Removal from service.
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beie^e fteiaev^ fr m  legvloo,

4 . JUBISPr.TICN OF TIIE TRIBUNAL.

The applicant declaiet that the fubject niatter of the order 

against vihich he wants ledreaaal is within the jurisdictidii 

&£ the Tribune1,

5 . m r r A t i o j .

The applicant further declaret that the application it within 

the li*itation pretcribed under tection 21 of fhe Adainittra* 

tive Tribunal Act*1985.

(i )  The petitioner was selected as Ticket Collector froa 

Railway service C@*araission but there being no vacancy ©f 

Ticket Collector he was absorbed as Ctffice Clerk in Grade 

60 .130 in Divisional 0Updt,Offic^Allahabad on 29*12*1959.

( i i )  In 1960 petitioner was transferred to the Office of the

General Mafiageiv^orthern EailiTfdy, Delhi,

(i i i )  In 1962 petitioner was transferred to RDSC/Siiala and 

thereafter as a result of shifting of the above office the 

petitioner cane to Luckncw and since then he is continuing 

tl^re*

(iv) In 1972 ^ e  petitioner got promotion and poste4 as 

Upper Divisional Clerk in scale of Rs*130-360(m )

(v) In 1978 the petitioner was confinoed as Upper Division 

Clerk,

(vl)ln  I9ej| the petitioner was again proiaoted as Office 

Assistant In scale of Rs*425«800 against leave vacarficy but 

after filling up of the said vacancy by UP9C candidate the 

petitioner was reverted back to his original post of Upper 

Divlsion«^iClerk

H  boing-Satardsy» the petltloiwg-

w^nt t o -his native
place t » -see his aH ing  breiher;  M

jOu



^  ' '

(v ii)  On 15 ,2 .82  the applicant proceeded on.leave £fter getting it

sanctioned by the competent authority^ Leave: was sanctioned from 

15,2„82 to 14p2*83 vide DDE’ s note No.APC/202 dated 15 ,2 ,82( 

Annex«e4of^.i® ‘̂ ?«-9 -

(v iii )  Since the problems £d2d y/hich the applicant had taken leave no 

had not been solved but the situatipn had beon more aggregated 

by the sickness of applicant’ s ivife. The applicant had to apply

for further extension of leave, ^his extension was also sanction. 

1 ^d  for the period from 15,2^83 to 13 ,4 ,83  vide DDE^s Note No, • 

APC/202 dated 14^2o83\ Annex,, Thus feom 15^2,83

, to 13<,4o83 leave had been fully sanctioned by the competent 

authority. Again after this date of 13,4^83 and since tha 

applicant’ s wife was struggling for life and was on death bedI ■ 

The Applicant sent an application dated 10 .4 ,83  for 

^ extension along with medical certificate ̂ Normally when leave^iB^

I sanctioned the refusal is communicated to the party

, concerned, but since no refusal was communicated and the '

 ̂ circumstances under which the applicant was compelled to take

■ Extension  made the applicant to understand thcit leave will be .

; sancxioned„ L M e r  this impression the applicant continued on "v

leave t ill  lo7,83 and resumed on 2o7a83{FN), „ ;

(ix ) , On third Decemoer being Saturday applicant took permission to

leave HQ to see his ailing brother at his nati-re place but most

unfortunatelly ho himself fell ill due to his brother’ s high

infection,, The applicant consulted Govt.Doctor and. informed

his office about his sickness through application dated 5ol2<,83 

(Annex, * The applicant continued on sickr list  t ill  

22«8i85. and the office v/as regularly inform.ed through 

applications, ,



:-4* _

(x ) After recuping from illness and being declared medically fit

the applicant submitted his arrival.report along with all

medical sick /fit  certificates on 23,8985 to his employer i,e*DG/-

RDSO*Lucknow and asked for medical memo to be produced to. the

Divisipnal Medical Officer/^DSOj Lucknov/ for counter-signature 

(Annex Rs-mcYijg oif- 29. d, S>£-(4titK~Q) JS ' '

(x i) After a lapse of long interval the petitioner was informed throuc

memo No ,A K :/202 dated, 11 ,9 .89  that he had already feeeen. removed

^  from service since 29c8084 without assigning any reason^ This was

c^ne without any chargesheet being given or any enquiry being

conducted without given any opportunity t 0 defend the applicant

(Annex >

(x ll) Since the applicant had been sending the' representation and

several reminders but the RDSO authority has failed to supply 

the copy of the so called removal order and has not issued 
< • •

medical memo to enable the applicant to resume his d u t y  nor 

supplied any relevant documents, charges of allegations/removal 

order^ as  U^ndJi Le L k  N  oJ~ jiage. ly fc

 ̂ (x lll) After exhausting all the department channel the applicant 

^approached your Hon’ able Tribunal for redressal on 2 0 ^ .8 6  

V/hile the case v.'as under the consideration of the Hon’ able 

the DG/RDSO played a climsy trick and misleasd the 

Court, without cancelling the remgval order of 29*8.84 vide 

DG’ s letter No«APC/202 dated _ llo9«85 they issiied a fresh 

letter NOaAPC/202/P t  dated 14o3f,86 removing the applicant from 

service from 13«3^.86(AN/ on the unauthorase absence from 15*2^8^

onwardsy >4»*-ex •



to the court was infructous! representation

(xv) | ® “ 9 to the main points according^^o the letter No.AJC/20>/

sanctioned , leave from 15 2 to qo applicant was 
r  dated 14 ,2 ,8 3 ,after this d a t ^ + L  = v  ^i^p.^o^e No,APC/202

. e« of leave supported by Medical ce?tificates
^ o t  refused nor refusal comrnunir;^fpJ +^ S J  * extension wap

ise\ 'KenS 'Af?otall\ ''f1lIe^ ofuunauth6?-'

(xvij In the letter No«AFC/202 dated 14o'^,8'^ Ov DP,/PnQo Ti.̂ n

fiStitSSf no condvcted this totals lal^rand
iictitous no enquiry was conducted Aq a ma++-̂-, -c "i ana
achargesheet was given no^ thranDl-^-fn- f  " '

* ■ * . . '’'"Zf ^ '*' ̂

(xvii) nie DG/4ffiS0 Zctter No, 4PC/P0?/fr+  ̂
mentioned that appHcant fiici'is ’ ost t1

required VMy^norishing^fiLr^n^toni-?^ ‘'«ek,, poor >»hich 

mofher" a1 d"w !fT"DSir?h'et"\ "aS"l
buzden of so mmy hS!iS®os aS  1n®̂ ? on̂ accouAt of hasnr/ 
salary the petltLnefalJmwftrhis f ^ H ^ "  “I " “''rP̂ Vment of'̂  
unbearable sufferings and iisearable lifef ’'^



B
\

Sder°da?eri°lf5'’S?“ ^ quash the alleged removal
Oider aated 13«3e8o passed by the respondent.

(li) The resportent be directed to:make full payment toivards the 

service ° the last removal from

(lii) Till the pendency of the case responrlent may be debarred

R a i L a f  S

(iv.) The^respondent should be restrained fcr adopting again a

■% rf to ™=:?e thi litterf \  ot J-^«cJ«85 agaijQ infructous^- 
i , '

8 ,  Interim Ctrder.

directed to take the applicant on duty
immediaxe..y and not to disturb in the;p0cefu,l 
working till the pendency of the c a s e /

applicant having long long fa;nily coasist^rg widovr 

j? up. college going daughters, ti' ,1 the casfi
i s ^ i M a l y  dec.ided the, rosDondejnt ajG directed m v
substance pay to the applicant^ ■ • tciy

(il l )  That the applicant may not ’d-. aoKod tp vacate ^hp P^v ‘ 
Quarter till the pendency of the C'ase., ....  .

9 •.Details of remidies exhausted I

3vaili--:d of thp
.^remidies availed to him under the relevant rules,

-A.



-8-

11. P.-r1:icul;a‘s of 'Gh?, -post-I order in respect of_th 
■cntio:! fee.'

ppli-

( i) I’lo • of the postal or4er ...... ............... ......... .............

( i i )  Name of the issiiLng post: off

( i i i )  Date of the issue of postal Order ,

( iv) post Office at which payable. fish C ^kcjz. ^

12 . Xs in  front page.

* List of the enclOH^req 

SL»rlo. P ;r>rtinul nr

а. 
2 .

^ I:
5 .
б .
7 .
8 .
9,

10.
U .

[̂ 1%. 1|^

h !
15..
16.
17.
IS .

No'te ifo.;iPC/202 
Note I'Jo.-iPG/202 
ipplication for extensi* 
.■^plication for leave 
iixtension of leave 
iffriv'd Hen or t 
Reminder '
Memo No.\pG/202 

plication 
Reminder 
Heminder
Interview with Dy.,,DG 
■Reminder
Interxnsntion of DG 
Memo Ho...ipG/202/Pt 
Tribunal Judgement 
.ippeal to i)a 
Memo lfc .^G /202 /Pt .

Iffim

12 .2 .82 - -x’ i
14 .2 .83 B.
. 10 .4 .83 G
5 .12 .8 3 D
21 .12 .83 E
23 .8 .85 F
29 .8 .85 G
11 .9 .85 H
30 .9 .85 I
16 .10.85 J
11.11 .85 K
J L 3 . l l . 8 5 L 1
21,.11.85 M ■
26.11 .85 N
14 .3 .86 0
31 .3 .86 P
2*5.86 0
20 .6 .86 R

^  1} Shahabuddin IChan,. Son of shri .iftabuddin Khan a 'e about •
45 years wonang as l|)per Division Glerk, resident "of i53-A, 

frnm f L u c r a i o w  do nereby verify th.it the contents 
T personal knovvledge and belief .̂nd

unat I nave uofc supressed any material facts, > ’

Place Allahabad 

Date. 2.9 .7 . 5 6

( SH.imgUDl)IiI B i jjj ) 

Signatnre.of the applicant.
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c .->  '■ ‘ ' ^  ■

"o*' -i <■■ <-'•

0/G  

/ V

o\ 'L  b  -n-' . f t  o.^ f b A  -i’tt-C  C - / 'o Y  i> 

- C )‘r-̂i,c-̂-..-ii' ->'

W cvi-y -i

■ ( V , .  L f •/

iT'«*fTCXl i-i i
4iN. or k m l w a h

6 l. i|.UCO<OW.ti

|:7DECi'»83

■— "•■„ .1 ,, .——— _ ■ I rs, ■‘t ̂■-



1 5 .

o r
G./o

ft* '^^eHe:/aX '

/ V- /Cr^'"'“ '/^^ ^ ,

>■

^  V - E  X  fe .v ,..< > c t v-n . ^  L  ̂ v \'c_

r - iy y - j■A- Ls 'k
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L.<xcfy<7AOx/'

The Director General, 
RDSOCADflsmY OF RAILWAYS), 
Manak Hagar,
Lucknow,

Subi«» Issue of fctedlcal Memo.

Ref t»Your memo No.AtC/202 dt.ll/17»9»1985:

Respected Sir,

1/

Haying received t!ie above cited Memo on 2S ,9 ,85 , I was '
very much shocked to go through the contents there

I

In this connection I would like to submit that I  have *
nfver been ^rvea vdth any mem© calling upon me to submit my 1
explanation agr.inst any charges what so ever, Chaigsheet or any =
show cause notice have also net been served to me leoe my defence,

^ In deed this cantcinent io an unprecedented injustice
haveing been met by any employee of such a long standing an out­
standing services rendered so faithfully to your administration.
SheuXd I remind you th.t I h a w , to my credit, a regular and peman. 
ent service for a period not shorter than 26 Y e ^ s , ’

I am also humbly state that I am having^four grown-u^S f
college going daughters and nat'jrally it is impossible to ^ 1 1  ^
any longer the heavy burden of my responsibilities t® wards my large ; 
tamiiy in these hard days in the absence of my salar^drawn for 'a  
such a long time even after my fitness with eifect from 22l8,85i 
Hence, you are humbly requested t© issue me the Medical memo to 
enable me to resume my duties v/ithout further delays

XU ^ would like to have separate a certified copies of
the Qriginal^Jftemoval orders said to.have been passed alonSwith the 
c^py of the full proceedings if any.

Thanking you '̂

V.
Yeura

Pit 3019,1985

: 1

a^aithfully,

\
I
t
V

( S,U,Khan ) 2»o.9.S-r 
UDC/toSQ^jiin,Of Rlys

S 3  A  • .

ir-ys

/—U6/<5x(>v.b'’

f*' •ff
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The Director General, 
R «D « S • 0* y
Lucknew.

Sir,

Sub I «»Issue of Medical memo. 
<«»Vour memo no.APCT^^fe 

appiication jtlsfegT
‘dt.ll/17-9»95 and mv 

85tt

Sorry to point out that neither the medical memo for 
joining duty nor the Copies of the proceedings if any and removal 
letters is issued to me so far,

^  In this regard I would emphatically stated that despite
of my fiitness w .ef, 22 .8 .85  from the authorised medical practioners 
s t ^ l  -tl have not been allowed to resume my duties vrtiich]clearly 
violated the existing Rly.rules of establishment Manual.

Hence I am again requesting you to very kindly consider 
my case very syn^athically without any prejudice manner and allow 
me to join my duty without any further delay or supjily me all th? 
relevant documents on the basis which I was removed from service.

Now, in the last I would like mentioned that if within 
week’ s time I am not getting proper or reasonable reply I  shall be 
Cornell to seek the redress in the court of law against your illegal 
arbltary and one sided action without.providing any opportunity oi 
defence and violating natural justice.

Thanking you.

Dated. 16.10.85

"  — ....
— ---- -— <

U'MONTJIOm? 0

AVMIIVy dO 
3UUJU1

h

^  iRffsni

OP railway

i 0;LUCKN0W.II

|:<DCT»85

Yours faithfully,
fe

( S.U.Khan )
53/A  40  Quarters. 
Alanbagh, Lu ck n ow.
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Dated.2l.XT.R»'

I*'® °^“ <=tor General 
R .D .S .O .,
Lucknov/^

Sir,

Joining of

Ref:- 1 ) My representation dated 30 o u
quent »e«ral remindeS on.

l i )  Interview with Dy,DG on 13  11 »>; j 
reminder on ig .lL s S  •‘■^•ii.85 and

I?

alternative than̂  ?rL®ue^ryo^ other
d ^ ie s  in View of having no L n a S n t  allowed to resume my
be mentioned that any further Selav u,f?f 39®i»^st me. Sir, it may 
agony and out of frurtratiortheieUulH
than tocpt the rederessal through court of Iaw W  i®^t for me 
request you, to supply me all -rfti j. , which I v/ould

5° “ y ««<>yal from service, as a lre idrre au « 3 "*^ 'V 4'’® ' * "  leading 
discussed in person with D y .M  wh^ earlier and have

same as earliest possible^ ti etabU ne ! “PP^V «>e
documents, if any existed. enable me to go through relevant

'Hf trSTTÔ

2

r-zj a . k X n .. .

( S.UJChan )

2 1 . XI .S.
y ,,; UDC

! 2

& /
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The Director General, 
R «D • S« 0» f
Lucknow.

tu-

■ d
■

4P\-v\C. ' M

Sir,

Kind attention of Shrl TtS.Vardhava/t)G. RDSO.

Sub:-Issue of medical memo and joining of duty.

Ref:-Your memo No,APC/202 d t ,11/25-9-1985

Ref:- My representation d t ,30,9,85 and followed by 
several rominc^ers,

(li) My interview with Dy,DG on 13,11,85 and remind, 
der on 21,11,85,

Y  ^ '

In reference to my representation, I want to state that

I have not received any documents or any reply so far. It is

requested that you personally interfer in the matter and take
and

impartial decision/allow me to join ray duty as early as possible, 

Thanlcing you.

Dated, 26,11,85

Yours faithfully,
|0

( S,U,Khan 

'Ud  c /  R,D,S,C/Lucknow,

Cs>
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c5?3aI35-226011-f5alte
Our Reference..Nh!/.Ae“.7.̂ .0.t.d' ““ LUCKN0W-226011-Date;..ll:i.:..-.l°
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U h i i e  ijorking aS Upper Di\/isic;n C l e r k  in  t h i s  o f r i c e  at • 

Lucknou^ S h r i  S h a h a b u d d i n  Khan had bocn a b s e n t i n g  frcm duty 

.uj-thout n o t i c e *  As Fa r KSul b  of h is  c o n t i n u e d  long a b s e n c e  from 

d u t y ,  a c h a r g e ^ s h e e t  for  major p e n a l t y  uas i s s u e d  to him»

The fclio'ujing c h a r g e s  u e r e  l e v e l l e d  a g a i n s t  him in th e  a f o r e ­

s a i d  c h a r g e  shsetj

( a )  U n a u t h o r i s e d  a bs e n c e  from duty from 1 5 , 2 . 1 9 8 3  o n u a r d s .

<

unj^uthoris ed 3uS enc e( b )  H a b i t u a l  in r ema i ni n g  on long

t h e r e b y  showi ng  u t t e r  d i s r e g a r d  to o f f i c i a l  

d i s c i p l i n e  and to ■ p e r f o r ma n ce  of  o f f i c i a l  d u t i o s  

a l l o t t e d  to him,  . ,

( c )  D e l i b e r a t e l y  a v o i d i n g  to g i v e  c o r r e c t  o h s r e a b o u t s  

d u r i n g  th ci.. I s s v  G-,p eriod»

2» S u b s e q u e n t l y ,  s i n c e  the 

submit  a w r i t t e n  s ta t em en t  of

s a i d  S h r i  5 . U . K h a n  f a i l e d  to

_ —  ----- - his'  d e f e n c e ,  S h r i  T . H .  G u l a t i ,

S e c t i o n  b f f i c e r  ( S t e n Q S ) ^ w a s  a p p o i n t e d  to e n q u i r e  i n t o  the  above 

c h a r g e s  framed a g a i n s t  himp and the s a i d  S h r i  S . U *  Khan uas 

d i r e c t e d  to p r e se nt  h i m s e l f  b e f o r e  the E n qui ry  u f f i c e r V  S i n c e  

che s a i d  S h r i  S . U » K h 3 n f a i l e d  to appear  b e f o r e  t he  E n q u i r y  u f f i c e r  

uhe E n q u i r y  U f f i c e r  h a d .  t h e r e f o r s j  tu hold  t h e ^ e n q u i r y  ex~partec 

ihe  e x » p a r t e  r ep ort  uas  s ubmi tte d by t h e  Enquiry  U f f i c e r  on 
2 9 . 7 . V 9 8  3 .

3o As S h r i  S , U .  Khan had resumed duty on 2 , 7 . 1 9 8 3 ,  

i t  uas  decided, ,  by t he  competent  a u t h o r i t y  to g i v e  the, s a i d  S h r i

S , U ,  Khan s p e r s o n a l  h e a r i n g  and c o n s e q u e n t l y  nemo N o , A P C / 2 0 2  

d a e d  2 / 5 o  9 , 1  ii33 u i t h  a l l  e n c l o s u r e s  uas a g a i n  g i v e n  to himo 

The s a i d  Sh^'i 3 . U .  Khan uas f u r t h e r  ad vi sed ,  by the En qu ir y  

U f f i c e r  that the e nq ui r y  a g a i n s t  him u ou l d  be h e l d  on 4 , 1 0 < , 1 9 3 3 ,  

N e c e s s a r y  a d v i c e  for  h o l d i n g  the  e nqui ry  uas noted  by the  s a i d  

,Shri S . u .  Khan on 3 „ 1 U . , 1 9 3 3  in F i l e  No . C B S / e s t T.  The s a i d  

b h r i  S , U ,  Khan had a c c o r d i n g l y  a t t e nd e d  the s a i d  e nq ui ry  uhdch 

was c o n d u c t e d  by' S h r i  T , f u  G u l a t i ,  S e c t i o n  Of f i c e r  ' ( S t enos)  on 

4 » 1 0 , 1 9 0 3 .  Ne ce ssa ry  documents u a r e  s u p p l i e d  to S h r i  S . U , K h a n  

and t h e  snquixy  r ep or t  uas s ub mi t te d  by t he  Enquiry  G f f i c e r  

to t he  competent  a u t h o r i t y  on 3 ' U 1 0 , ' 1 9 3 3 *  ■ ' ' .
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4 ,  ThR f o l l u u i n g  c h a r g e s  were proved  a g a i n s t  him:

( a )  UngUthoTisEid a b s e n c e  from duty from 15<, 2 . 33  anu,i3rds,

( b )  H a b i t u a l  i n  r e m a in i ng  on long u n a u t h o r i s e d  a b s a n c e ,  

t h er e by  shouiing u t t e r  d i s r e g a r d  to o r f i c i a l  d i s c i p l i n e  

and to p s r f u r m a n c e  of o f f i c i a l  d u t i e s  a l l o t c a d  to him,,

C o n s e q u e n t l y ,  he uas remov/ed from serv/ice u . e . f o  2 9 , 3o 1 98 4  

AcNo A copy of the E n q ui ry  Report t o g e t h e r  !jith ot her  c o n n e c t e d  

documents  i s  e nc lo se d  in  seven s h e e t s  f or  h i s  i n f o r m a t i o n o

5.  ■ S h r i  S . U o K h a n ,  ex-dDC/RD5Q haS f i l e d  a s u i t  in  the H o n ' b l s  

C e n t r a l  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  T r i b u n a l  v i d a  F i egi str at io n  No.  37 of 19B6 

a l le g in g ,  that  he is  not b ein g  i s s u e d  a S i c k  l^emo to e n a b l e  him 

to r e p o r t  to the  R a i l u a y  Doctor  to o b t a i n  a F i t  C e r t i f i c a t e  and

;his c o n n e c t i o n ,  h i s  ati' .ention i s  d r au n  to t hi S  

d ated  9 . 1 2 o 1 9 8 5  which  uas s e n t  by 

to his'  known a d d r e s s  and whi ch  wa r ec ei V sd

j o i n  d u t y .  In 

o f f i c e  Memo No„APC™2Q2 

^ R e g i s t e r e d  ' A . D . ’ post

T b a c k  from t he  p o s t a l  a u t h o r i t i e s  u n d e l i v e r e d  on 2 3 o 1 2 » 1 9 3 5  u i t h  

the  remarks  ” a ^ o i d  to ta k e  d e l i v e r y " ,  A copy of  t h e  s a i d  

(Memorandum NOoAPC-202 d ate d  9o 12 ,  1 985  i s  a l s o  e n c l o s e d  for  h i s  

i nfor mati on , ,

6 ,  The s a i d  S h r i  S . U . K h a n  is' f u r t h e r  i n f or m e d  that  s i n c e  h i s  

p e r s o n a l  f i l e  which c o n t a i n e d  the  o r i g i n a l  DA6d’'; p r o c e e d i n g s  aga: 

him i s  not t r a c e a b l e ,  i t  has become n s c e s s a r y  to r e c o n s i d e r  the 

C a s e  on the b a s i s  of the  enquiry  r e p o r t  and ' other  r e c o r d s  

a v a i l a b l e  i n  t h i s  o f f i c e .

7 ,  u n a c s r s  

E n qu ir y  C f f i c e r  

s a t i s f i e d  that  

S h r i  S , U «  Khan 

on a p e r u s a l  of 

c h a r g e s  framad 

En quir y  C f f i c e r  

p u n i s h me nt  of  r 

n u t h o r i t y  w . e . f

'ul  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of  the r e p o r t  subrriitLed by the 

, S h r i  T d R o G u l a t i ,  ' S e c t i o n  U f f i c e r ( S t e n o s ) , I gm 

r e a s o n a b l e  o p p o r t u n i t y  was a f f o r d e d  to the  s a i d  

by t h e ’. 'Enquiry O f f  ic e r , tg.̂  d ef end tiimselfo Fu rt h er  

the  r e c o r d s  a v a i l a b l e  i n ’ t h i s  o f f i c e  and the 

■and proved a g a i n s t  t h e  s a i d  S h r i  S . L i . K hs n  by t he  

in  t he  En quir y  R ep o r t ,  I am s a t i s f i e d  t h a t  the  

smoval from s e x g i c e  gward.ed to him by t he  competent

0 . 2 9 o B ,  1934.. A. N . w§ s  j u s t  and p r o p e r .

The u n d e r s i g n e d  h a s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  corns to t he  c o n c l u s i o n  

that  the  s a i d  S h r i  S „ u .  Khaf^ i s  not a p e r s o n  to be r e b a i n e d

i n  s e r v i c e  and the u n d e r s i g n e d  has imposed on him the  p e n a l t y  

of Removal f^rom S e r v i c e  w . e . f o  ' 13,3 ,  1 9 86  A.N»

9o fhe appeaJ. a g a i n s t  the  a b o v em en t io n ed  o r d e r s  l i e s  u i t h  the 

D i r e c t o r  G e n e r a l ,  n . u . S . i j «  Lucknow and i f  the  s a i d  S h i i  5 , 0 , Khan

w i sh e s  to p r e f e r  an. a p p e a ^ .  htg may do so w i t h i n  45  days  of t h e _______p r e f e r  an. a p p e a ^ .  he may 

r e c e i p b  of t h i s  HemUo The  ap p ea l  s h o u l d  be s e l f - c o n t a i n e d  anr. 

should_ not c o n t a i n  any d i s r e s p e c t f u l  or improper  l a n g u a q e ,

10 ,  The r e c e i p t  of t h i s  1-lama a l o n g w i t h  epxiiosures s h o u l d  be 

acknowledged- ^

E n e l :  Copy of the  E n qui ry  Report 

i n  7 pages  and copy of nemo 

d a t e d  9 M 2 o 3 5 o

( N 0 K , A g g a r w a . l ) " !  

D y , D i r e c t o r  General^

S h r i  S o U c . K h a n ,

ex- UDC/hOSO , 
/4~o3^^4D , ijuart er c ,

A l a m b a g h , Lucknowc
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Siighatwdd,^ liiaa ' f s  m i m  I f ' #  ttomi#, f&flerai

■'••j • ■ ’ to - '  ' t h i s  .-c a s e  u r i d e : t  r f ' . t h ©
\ m  chal̂ -nQetl the _.i^eir -dated |i,;.̂ «.85' of t o

teas^ai. m j^v im . .on. 'vaticws;. g^mindsV A '»|)tx€e m s . . A
4o shDwiause .as t® 'waŷ 'Hli© appttcatiaft fee adiait^’a 

f m -  rep'te; to-,the TOiie# the A ^ .
■ r n r n r n m m ' m ^ d  M * 3 ^-8 5 . o f  t t e  B ^ M r e - < y t ^ ^ n t o a l ^ © f t

the app.ifcai5t f ^ m
‘ iJw setm oi^er of Mwal-thw's, aW.tom.ata.caij.|
st.axds i^t, as-Ms: and app'Mcftlen foas b e e ^  inf fW:Gtim3s. and %m ±
liaj3l© ' ti-'-M,'®e5e'cted.so» .

r 2;* ' 'B«ing tte pend&iJC'̂  ©f .iMs appMcttioin this 'Ifeibunai had
m  m a M  that m  tie mm., tisae m  spplica^ shall 

toe zejeistfed-fxom thk Q£ficM j p s i d e n c e - b y  hw/at

■ ' ■Bei'riQ''f'©wfe6ibl? ' '® v i € ' f e  Sy t-he-Estate -OfCicei:,-'SDSO/Î ck-po'W-i-iŝ  :
i M i l f t i s e  €>£ t o e  o r d e ^  e f  t h e  w a s  i s s u d d

A   ̂ ■ t - o  t h ©  i ' s t a t e  m n ^  t o  ^ h m .  c a s o e  a s  . s i i i t a M j  ^ a c t i o n -  s h o u l d
^  l i o t  toe t a f e t f i  a § a t o s t  h i ®  t h e  d i s o b e d i ^ i i ^  o f  ;^ th e  o $ d e ® _ ^  t o

■ -feitoal'.'ia »plT th§ EBta-'te',C!£fiG©r:-has tendered ta ui^aiifled
■■- '. ■ apioiT'fest^'W'S statteg fio oidot.ff,o^^|oi^^

the ^pplicaJit and he had siinpl^iniitated pxoce^xng^M^
- -■ lilie' ptewises ^^ic-tto of'tiiiaathorise-i, .a-ct. against the

-^npii^nt md e ^h : tm  osdex ittitlatihg; tho /Sfid

\ of t!^ feitaaJl^' m  ha^ coMMepd pea? the I?2 I F
- 'teiideâ i 'he^i^facoept^d afid,::i?@/f®theE;:aotion.;'iS: ^ l o d  for m

sir-- fioi;-the 'loasonŝ .dis'Ciissed al>ove#.,the .apî iloati-ori: ,|s
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L i  Ibe Director General, ^  -86
■ R .D .S .O ,

Luckno#^ '

Refi-Your n îBio no*APC/202/Pl^ dated* 14*3* 198t>«

Respected Sir,

I am compelled to state that 4 ^  graver injusUce
coaid not have been perpetrated as in my case on the bai^s of
fectittoT3s and imaginary charges and contradectory orders*

Under the first letter of removal from service vide 
memo No; aPC/202 dated 11.9*85 I was removed from serjdce from ‘
90 R 1084(/^jV. Yet this order was not cancelled at all, but a

V second and a fresh order dated 14*3*8t> vide memo
aqain served upon me removing^rae from service from 13*3*8t>liwU 

' ^ I  am at a loss to understand!midi order is the correct one and if

' the last order is correct, t îen why h a ^
and other allowances till 13 *3*8&(/$J) *^e,date up to which e ^ n  _ 
according to your office I was in service* Comming to the facts ot 

the case I  humbly suhait as under*

1* I  have taken 2 months leave from 1S*2*83 for th? 

treatment of my wife, duly sanctioned b y .c o m p e t e n t  authority*
During these two months since the cor^ition of my wife detoriated
and became critical I sent an appUcation fo^extension of le a ^  
duly supported by a medical certificate regarding the co^ition  of 

my wife* My wife continued to struggle
as a result I  had to sentia further  extension t i l l  1*7*1983, when 

I  resumed back* *

i  Not a single letter was sent to me by your office

indicating the resusal of my extension of leave* Had 
done, I would hji«e joined my dutf earlier inspite of serious sick­

ness of my wifev

/  ^vJ/ 3V After I joined bask, suddenly one day I was asked 
^ t o  note^to appear before an enquiry Officer on a certain date in 

connection witi  ̂ D&A enquiry*

After noting the letter I had immediately written 
bade that I  had not received any diargesheet accompanying d o c e n t s  
and other relavants papers and that unless informed ox the chafes  
f ^ 1 1  not te in a pbsftion to defend »y self in the enquiry. I had 
also mentioned, that failure to give oe the cha^e memo, tte article 
of charqes etc. will be d e n i a l  of opportunity t o 4 e f e i ^ ^ s e U
Unfortunately there was no reply to this letter of

mine,

5* The \sAiole §tory of an enquiry being held and the 
nroceedinqs being drawn with my signature on the proceedings a »

X S  ttfii s“ s. I have not signed any enquiry proceedings, since 

I  have not attended any enquiry.

- . 2 /



6'̂ ' I have completed 26 years of honest s e ^ c e  and tl>e
baseless charges hurled at me, in the Memo No*APC/202 dated 14*3«86 

hurt an honest man as because.
*

i) I was riot absent from 15.2.83 but had proceeded on 

leave f»r two months having been sanctioned.
habitual .

ii ) The charge of/a®*Bai absence is totally in^rrectx 
as mv le^ve had been already sanctioned thj/ough it was without pai^ 

at times.

i i i )  Most humbly and respectfuUy it is stated that 
according to your memo Nd.APC/202 dt.14 .3 .86  I feel the punis^ent 
given tome is disproportionate to the alleged baseless charge.

For the seasons stated above and keeping in consider-
L  ation that I have four un^m arried , collefcie going datHghtsers and

^  family to support at this old age. I humbly appeal to y ^ r  9©^-
'Tself to kindly review my case and show your kind mercy by .cancell­

ing the penalty of removal from service as imposed upon me.

I and my.family members shall always be thankfull for 

this kind of actness.

With grat regards. Thanking you Sir.'

Dated.

Yours faithfully,

( S.i;.Khan ) ^  
UDC/% .D .S .0AK0.

¥
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MKMORANDIJM
■ ■ ■     ' ■ ■ ■ '

With reference to his appeal dated 
.2 ,5.1986 and inteiviews with the Director 
General on 10.6.1986 and 11.6,1986, Shri 
S.lJ.Khan, ex-Ut)C/RDSO is informed that 
his appeal has been carefully considered 
by the Director General and the same 
has been rejected. \
Encl;Kil,

Shri < .̂U. Khan, 
ex*UDC/RDSO,
A/53A, 40 Quarters,
Alainbagh,
Lucknow,

(N.K, Aggarv/al) 
Dy,Director General,

0 j
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I n  t t e  . f i H m s a l

Addl* B©iieiij Allafaabaa

il0#atr!ation »o* 5l6 of 19S6

Khm  »•

w &

^ n i m  o f  M i a  • * :
ii-raetor' 0©i3@i'.^® iiy.

.hppMom i

R©0p0|3a<l3fft.0

ĵ mwrnt. If ‘ gABlR BQ(E

I,j, fw m  .latii K ^ & m  a/o- iiafi lia^' E;^0©i? 

a g e i  a b o u t  5 4  F @ a r a  'J ? o s i4 eS3, t - © f  ^ / 2 f  ia s M fe  l l a g ® i  

,Bi6kiS0w»*a2#t1 m  hBmby m lm trn ' s t f f t a ' a t g t ®

09 miders-

t «  f h a t  t la ©  ^ B e p o ja e n t  l a  % * l ) i r e c t # i '  ^

Researeii lealgiaa #  StaBaaraa'.&giffiisation,

o f  R : ^ l w ^ ^ S f  Maaaals H ,a g @ ry ., I» m d £ a o w  m  sutofe I b  

f m l i y  # is m p e t © i3t  t o  ' I r m  t i i e  © o m t e n t s  o f  - I M ®

M f  itiSirit m  M  aespoiiieiits*

2 m ffesti I  Igfe reaa the potxtlm  fiXfia t&8 

l > e t i t i © x i © r *

fm  f & a t  t i i a  f a e t s  s t s t e d  . l i i  p s r a ^ ^ k a t  6 ( i )  t o ^ i i i )

p o t  4 i ^ u t © i »  ,

4 » f i i a t  i n  r © p 3^  t ©  p f f i a s r a p i a a  S | i ^ )  a K fi ( v )  o f  t h e

f © t i t l i O i i ,  i t  i a  . s t s i t e i  t h e  f © t i t S o B @ r  w a s  , p ? ( m o t e i  

t o  f l i ©  p o s t  :© f l i ® '  m  4 u a © ',  i g ( f 3  w a s  © o i s f t o e d  

aa Sieii ®» 233?t

i *  - .  f t e s t  i l l  1? ® ^  t o  6 | v i )  o f  t l i@  p o t l t i o B #

i t  i r t i a t e i  t h a t  t is ©  i e t l t l o i i e r  w a s  a b s © » t i3a g  f a t o s a i f

' t m m  i » t y  w i t h  © f f e e t  ft? © m  I f  t f a  i o v e m t o e r ^ l S S O *  i o w e v © 3?^ 

a e .c © i i i3t  o f  M a  s Q B t e f i t y  p a i t i o B '  'tee w a s  p r o m o t e , ,  

t o  o f f i c i a t e  a ®  A s s i s t ^  i i a  t t e  s e ^ e  E a . 4 2 5 * « 0 0 ( E S )

, . . . . / -   ̂ '
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'■Tivcsjdŝ  
QevssaaiL

^ 2 ^  . ■ ' . 

with of feet t r m  8th ^@^i*ii9Sl* ffea fetitiQiiai? contiimefi 

to aba©jit Maiaelf aad the |ir©Botioa waa eaueeiXei 

m  3 th  Feb*, 1981 saai tiiis pofeotioia vma tMs nm m  

©ffeet to*'

S*. ffeat tlm  alltgatidjas aiai© Im eel'll) ©t tli© 

p©titl0B are fetitiomer ii4 m t  ta

giltSfr @%taiiii^g tiib aasstioaa ifom tke S©mpat#ai 

I'atlio3?ity twm  t5t2,f982*; ffetit4oiiQi?'*.a' alsseiale- wa© 

ma©tte3?is©!i from 15»2..l98i t§ f ©titioaori,,

how0vea?t ^©fortea f©a? m%f m immme *4*

fiieU ai©2̂  with th© f©itioii i0@a «©t appear to b© a 

geimine ioetamesat* fli© t@tl.tio»ey mm aateed t© p?oime« 

tlia ciri^iisa. m m zm ^ W  ®f tte itetitioa %  tlm

^p©llat© liittority teiiig ii^ e r v t o ^  I©.6.1986 

m i: h®. t® pp©ame6 the @m© th@ n©st 4e^i Imt dM

m% ^© tee  tile ©a tii© preteict that tliey li^e

te©B awasf'%'wMte'ai^

■  ̂ l»'tMa/e03sii©etioii M  i s  a i®  s Is IM  tla^ th© IfeiBo

■ a t  » A *  o f  t l i e  p e i t i t t o i a  i s - s e s a t  © s a r  t o  t h ®

■ . i e e t i o a  m m ^ m &  g n  w ia ic fe  t h e  e » i i ; © y e ©  i a  w e x f e i ja g  f o r

i n f o f i a ^ t i o i i . a a i d  i?@ c@ rd, a n d  i t  i a  s e n t  t o  t i i ©

aoncti^i* fM a is iaotte a?ea9om to #iow 

t'lial; toexiia?® .doeg not afp©gK* to a gemine 

doeuTOJat*

. ,'faler tiB' ietoS'atiou..©f powerai % •  BiT^etoi* was 

eompetemt to sanetioaa for a p©rio4 of ’

■foils*' ffloiibte om^* :|®2Rr© lâ oiid tM i p@rio4 waa tO- ' 

b©:,©a®ctioii@a by Hoai of Bep@rfca©at* leav© witiiomt 

for a. period of on® f  @m ia iJot ssmetioa@d oritnariljr' '; ' 

aa mad© out %  tli© jpetitioiaer* fM a ia yot asotiier 

rea@3» to show that Aiaisexur© *4* does aoit «3ppo  ̂ to ‘

a,^^©»ia© do0«aeiit« '
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 ̂ “  . ■ , # 5 - ............................... ,

f  *  i i i i i t  s a i e g a t i o i i s  B ia ^ e  i a  |> ^ a g s ? a p ia  6 { i r i i i )

pf file ai*©' 'ag’aiii' 'iueosreoi; '4g

■ 'til© ' B e t i ' t i o i i a r  'w a s  . - l i o t ^ ^ ' a i i t e d  .ajajr . f r o m

i  5 « 3 # l 9B 2  t o  t 3 * 4 » 1 ^ S #  A s  s u e i i  t t e  q m e a t i o i i  © f  t o i s

W $ m  6 *^@ flaied e s : t 0 i i i3&  o f  b o g ro B a  1 5 *  4 . 1 9 8 3  O i t

f 0 t i t i o i i e r ' w a s ' j K i t  ^ a i i t e i  i e ^ g y i . '

■ >  f ? © m ' . t , M « f ,983  t o  i 3 *4 * m 3  a » a  m  t t o

^  ® © t i t i 0 i i ^ s o  i o © 9  I ©  a  g s m i i l i ©  d o e u m e s t *

/  ■ I #   ̂i s j ,  m ■ t b e   ̂ f a s e ' © f ' A t j ' i i o t  - o f  ■ ^

■ , 0 V* f ite f fe  i a i 3D p i y  t o  $ i M )  o f  % h&  f @ t i t l , 9 %

 ̂ i t  -.4 ®  a t  a t  © t ,  t h a t  t b ©  f e t i t l o ' E s r  r © 8u m © 4  ^ u t f  o a
«

'': a M  ' i N i y t W ^  ^ < i  ii@  w a s 's a a e v e a  w i t k  a  c h g r , f @  a h ^ t  

■ ■ ■■ ■;, ■; ttoi© ' ^.<slisr,g6 s  ■ ' a g a i i i e t ' t i i e  f @ t i t l i o n e i *  w i ? ® : * -
A . '

C t )  t i a ^ t i i o r i a e a  a b s e i i c e  fs?om  i u t r  f ^ o a  i § « 2 * t i 8 i

'1 . ' . • ■

■ ■ i i ) ' ■ B a M t U ; ^  i a  r e m a i i a i a g '  © n  i o n g  t m a u t M ^ i s e i  

' a b a e n e t  t l i e i ’9%  ^ o w i a g > t t ^ r  € ia a ? © g t f f a  i m
?

' " ' o f f l e l a l  d i a 0 . S | S i s e  t o  t h e  i e r f o m a i i e e i .

■ d f  i f f i © i ^ ' ' a t t t i e s  € i | | . o t t 0 i ' t o  i iJ ia ^  o a i  

■ " '  ' £ i v o M l a g  t o  g i v ©  |a|„,g. o o r r o c t  

M h @ r # a b o ia t s  m t M g  t t e  p e r J t O t .

f i i a t ' t h © ' ' C i f i o © r \ g a ^ 0 ' f i m

' "■' - - t O '  ' t l i e  t e t i t i o i k ^ ■ i u z t B g  t t e  e i a q ^ i y *  ' - ' a  p i i o t o  e o n y  

# i r  t i l ©  s i i n i t e s  o f  t h ©  i i e M  a t  14  # © 0  h x ^  m

4 » 1 0 « ; ! ^ f  i a  a t t a s i i @ < l  ■ a a 'J y B © © : m i 'e ^

■ ■ f h a t  t l i e r e a f t e ^ i * '' t i J e  t e t i t i o a e a ?  a g a l i a  a b : a e o 'M e d *

" M :p  - f e o w e r ,  a e i i t  a p p i i e ^ i o j a ®  f  © r  i o a n r e  M  :5 * 1:3 *  1 9 8 3  

saa^ 2 i * 1 2 ^ , t 9 8 3 , a g ' w i l l  'b e  c i e a r  . f r o s '  : a M  *1 *

o f  t l i i©  f o i t i o i u  l i©  w a s j  h o w e v e r ,  r e i B o v e i  f r o m  s o ^ r r i o e  

w i t l i  e f f e c t  f r o m  2 9 . 8 . 1 9 8 4

9 « f h a t  i l l  m p l F  t o  6 < k |  o f  t i a e  p e t l t i o B g

i t  i s  g t a t ' f i id  t h a t '  . s i i i o e  t f e  ^ e t i t i o i i © ^  ha<J ’ a l r e a d y  f e e o a '

■
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,r©.ia§'rM fmm g©wie-©| 'tliere. was. no <|Ua'0tiioB o f  M a beiiag 

giir©ia ®  aick .iaeffl0 ffee * getting fit ifie ale

from Eaiaw:a|^,Bdctq3?-f0^ i*esiiBaii3̂

. .  to* Jia ^  tlia .ga.l©gali@K̂ : ffl®d© |j3 pigPa $(x|) 0f tj3©.

, pQtiii©,^ m?e mt a^ttei# 'Mm e tte fetiMd'n^ hM 

b0Bn remoT^ after reguiai? S©ii,grtB©iit;^ ! » ’

,,■ •-to P.#?tie%at6i;, thBm.ma.m t̂ ©gfeio» of M 0 beiisg 

:^Ll4w0 to ^ m m e  imtar Uq tfm

^ ....... , ^ i i a  #m©®ar© .©f tte, p@tit4oia«^..

lit,.  ̂ ., f%B% in 3?®s>ly to ^par^a#?^ «jf pemite^

. t'l is a%at©i tbat %im. p©ti1;i0.a@  ̂waa a g ^  mivl.eei 

, ., : twm^ E®,gl.:0fes*@a-J®

ft. fcis koa© addi?©,ga viis %n3or®»im- f0# '̂0«.2d,2'

; 985, wtofe .was revived tijii@|.î ©i*@4 m

: t3-*;tt.l9S5 .with ,ttoe.r®m-̂ ca to

,. ., , ia« ■ f  liat, is I'oiOj t0 per^^gth iCssiii) af t^.

.  ̂ it that tlia fati'tioHor fil@a a ^©titiom Sm  ■:■ '

tfee fi*ibtJ6na|. a e®|Qr @f tli© petitieii-ws^

,0©ry^ in.tto® lesp©»«l©»t ©m -mM tli©a fil#

. .t# tl^' 3)i.8ei|i.|asP|r, afaiaQt t-toe

was m i  m i  it waa fsyiul tiigfc it toai ie©s

. t m ^  ©3?4®r m  ©̂laoirai,, twm  w,itia ®ff^et'

. tp m  14th 8ar«sia,198S; .o»; ttes feaals' of tlie' aaterifA md ree©M 

A o o w tlie m ^ T  of M @Ta| aatefi I4#|*1;985 

h a s a t t a c M e ^ , ̂ ,©,ag witii tii©-'|)©titioii ®s ’̂0* *

,||i v iw  ©f-tlie. #r4er of .r©isQTr:ii,,iat#a 14« J«f986,;. ,

.,, .it waa.,specific allr aentioma. that tli# Fetitiomei*

..:. c m  m@tm m. :@®pe©l' agal3a$t, tb.e ©tier of removsi# th© ■

,, petitJI^a »®s disttisaei as-p?®.atm?©*,

f3* ' : - ■ ,■•*♦/»
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13« the iilegatiQis maie kn pa3?agr®li €(slv| ©f

■ tlie petiticsii .gr© i e ^ e a ,  fhei*©' wa.s iiotlaimg iaiscM fV^ow  

o» ttie of Eesfomdeiit lir iQ:®i4*ig ©f @̂ii£ivgdl %

 ̂ ' ' fiJ© m&jsv of aal©a t4*5*l98S

: sp:©04f|;e@li^ m@3alioB©d -tliat tlae f l i e  @f fe titM iifr* ® . 

east is m% tf’aeQabl© and it ii@S| ttoef®ye| iSecQa©

to reeonsito tli© ease #» tia© basia of IiKiuiif 

; E6f©3?t otlier r©e@r̂ :3 evraH.-a1sle .ia tk© of flee*'

14* ffeat ill 3?©|)i3r to faragr^li 6(xv) of tte p@titia%
V . • ■ ■ ;

■j It 'ts ^at<ei tiiisii tte fetttl'osaea? w®a a^aaat ttaa»tito2la@<ll|r 

^fro© 15 .2 . t9©t to 1*7 .198| so Itair© was saBctioiM*

; fJa© tetiti0ia@r »®t a^plr ©Et@Jisioii smd as .

, gucte tlae t|u@3ti©E of ©Kteasioii dAi a©t a2Pla0»

’ -, :S©eo3:id eiasrg©i tli© fetitloii^ ■was :

■ : Ijft; t|30 ■ afcia^t of abgeiitl^ maatfeoi?^ ’ ■

‘loweFei*, @vea asauai»g for tiae a^a of argumeat that’ 

r .ê JdPge hm  m t  Ijeeii met out, ©vet:̂ li©» tJao I^tlti.03a^ 

t ea^ B# reiaovei fro® 8€3i?¥ice ob tte baaia of tia© first

!5* fliat iii replir to aHegatioiB m^e in psra^&pla 

/€(xv|t>.’©f'tli® ,,|>©titiomi it ia ,:0tat^ that the 

f ©eord of the 4iacipliiiaay irooQediKgs gre watrae@ai»ie ajifi 

of this reply is;th@ copf of the IjEwsaiif' 

f^oeeetiags which has beea kapt %  the Im<|aiaj7  (̂ fib©i? ia

h£0"fi3.@. ■ A f3?ofii tho' I^i3?§r © ffieer  |j i  %h&

tetiti®n®3?»-3. case,# the abov® is .©ttaoM 'm  '

t6fe,, , " 'fhgt .i® ropiir- to .paragff̂ ^h 6(xvi4|- of" tli@' petifioPi 

it i# statai "that ,th^@’ is' ̂ o'queatioii of the file helag ' 

.®aiai|»aa.®tei bgr ■ the'l)ii?eotot''’Geaeral/EBSO, imsimwm io- . 

"offiei^ hm  enj&ai'ty. agaixist'̂ tlie- Betitioia©  ̂ and

'■■I -, ( . . A



sfff

)

4 . T h *  in reply to pats 6 of the mpafi<te«t*s eauntw 

affldsdlt It is 896i«> stated that no fiharae-̂ heet 

ever Issuefl t« the petitioner* Only an ifltimatibn Of 

90->«siled en»»ity noted by the patltianet* But on

the sa«e im the petUMiier fepUed v l *  his l^Ater ^ ;y 

dated 30.9,1983 ehall«89i"9 the legality of the Intinetlen 

«he« no ch8f9o ahwt had been aarveil* no alleQstian had ;

beao aade 89^«st the petitioner a»<J no doeoBenta In ; ;

aapport of the alleaattoos had bee« aatved nor the 

petitioner Kaa given any opportunity to defend hi<««in 

*98ln no reply naa given Of this letter to tha 

petitioner by the respondent » it  i3 «l90 denied th A s?iy 

e n tity  “ OS ever heldv The *hOle thing 9Bl« *<> P#r« « ia 

a  figment of ifflagination and not a faot* The doftuaents 

produced by the reapondent m  not prove the truthfuWeas 

of the fact thA the en<s<iry mss held* io every sheet 

o f the enquiry proceedings the e«i|i»i» oW iiet* th* 

deiittP>ent« the defence counael and the nitneassa ate 

e l l  required to sign but in the copy ®f the Ptoeeedih^ 

pradwed by the fespond.nl. i t  ia only «a»ked  ̂ -

and the name of the petiU oner anfl the #nwl»y ^

,re Witten undet-neath . The Photostat eopy of thO : 

ptaeeedlngs if  it is genuine should bea the aignatwe 

of both the patltioner a"d the enquiry offl<»r. In «s« 

6ha«n<» of algnawre U  is fuUy ®tabUshed that t^a

L
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1iii®ref©r®, tte©' is mo r#ag0ii wi^ tfe© f,ll@ al3ow|.a to© 

:aaxiipii.at©i#

If* .fliat im td fara^.^3i 6<^ii4> t&a

feliti.0ja# it is tiiat tte* ail.eg©fi al^uess df tto©

4i not Uorna m i  %  anr ttal©rial oia tfe© 

i?@edi?d* 09 <lii BOt gui»ait @|̂ 3.ioa%&0m for M a alis©^@ 

m i  .eertificatea  ̂wMMh ®re aliiged %& km& h&m 

filoi W tte fetltioaei?, m  tfee fast ot it, to

fe© aaMpilatei forgot

\'I0# itoat ia  r©g|f to p a P a g r ^  S-Cssix) tlm 

it is ^atQi t^at %h% .t©%iti.®B®3? lias m  fippaa.

wJiieto i?©J©et0i If Bi2?eatdr Oeiierai* k photd 

, eoisr of th© f  asaeS li3?©ot©r m  tht

appeig. is attaoteei as -A|flk@»ute»ili t© tMs,ff©ply#

i n  .J?@p34r ;to i>ar',agi?:apli 7 <>i th©' ,|>0titii»t, 

it  if elated that tij® p^titioia ia ievoid ®f 

■aiid liable to be 

 ̂ 20 § th a t in reply to f  ga-â ipfa 8 of th© p^itionj

;it is Slated tliat tb© fet4ti©H83? has b©©3i mmovei f t m  

&mvte@: m d ttoefof©! tte© la n® re^oa saay

Stggr ©riea? be Raised ©a tlie p©titi®a«^

M 0 m $  a f ,in i9 8 6  
«

Imiciiow* P f. ©irect-of ■!( EsK-. I  I t  ■

teifiQfctian ■ la. I. o-, ( iviinistfy of M lw f  |
■ ’........... " ■ " "m j?T=> ( tt

I;,, tlie ab©ve ia«@i a@p0B©nt

tHat til® e©aat©iats ©f psa?ai 1 t© 5 of

m& ti?u© to ia|f ©w» Icuowlei^f tii© ©ontents ©f p&^m €

um  t2?tt© t© kiiowleOg© ieriv©4 f̂ om tli© ©ffi©e i?©c©x̂ s#

»© part of it is f ̂ 0© md m lM m  h m  b©^

eoj3c©^©d* S© iielp lae (fed#

l ^ e k i w  , .

^ateSi '
ft. D-S. o./i ■■'■'-iv.'.-c' I.v<.*iiwhy) 

■ŝo i?o ( 5 ■

^ U C K N O W .

T-Z.



from a peifuaia of fspera m& docitmeati pi?©duced 

bef©»e ae Igr tke dopoiaeiafc, | am sgti^ied tli®i tiae 

persc)» msfeiaag tMs e iiM m m  is the verf p#soa aad 

k© lias hlmmtS a lm ^  this aPf

A^ocat^

T

X .



V-
\.'y

, A ‘v\'KibcUxe<;i,

Beoort, of 3oqulry held on 4 ,10,l983, 
against Shrl S.U.Khan, UDC, under 
D<SA ?uiLos, In Poora Il0«229 of Adrju, 
Bullalh? of "FDSO, at LuoV:iww,

5.VU-

In puriuanoe; to Sr. D^.DO*s otiuers vide his noting 
of 30 .8a983  n  p3go 29/tt of File Ho.A.PC/202 of Shrl 
S*tJ.Khan, fJi/C i, la oroor ito i l̂va iilra the parsoml hearing 
though roport of enquiry hola rte vas aubaltted ou 
29*7*83^ of vploh tto ooenls4nce has boeu taVon as Sh. Khan 

Joined duty oiU i Mewioi N^.APC/2G3 of 2 /6 .9 .83
with all enolisurea was again glVaa to him because the 
one sent by p6st was received baoV. undelivered. ?hQ€K-T)arta 
enquiry was hold on 25,7.1983.

earlier

2« After studying the papers in connection with the holalng
V of enquiry, the prooeodlags Iwere held on 4 .10 .83  and thoreaftor

the case was studied furtb’̂ r with a- view t ) rooordlii{i the 
">j^lndlngfl of the enquiry.

;Wi V V  3* ^a«o llo.APC/202 of 2 /5 .9 .83  was Issued by ma to ;
> Shrl S.n.Xhaa TTi)C, dlrectlicig him to attend the enquiry at
, 11 hrs. on 4 .1 0 .1 9 ^  In loom !io.S29 of Admlnlstratlva iiJulluir.g

of T>i>SO at LucVnow.

4 . Before the stan  of the enquiry, Shrl G.TJ.Than Wig
P,lvon the opportunity t-» study t'ne charges frana«6 against him 
by the PLSO Adnn. to enable him to prepare himself fftritto 
sa<?ie, which he did iri asy presonoe. Ho was also given the 
offer to soe any papers In the file, If  he desired, or seek 
the help of/consult anyone In the cefouce of his case, wnlch 
he did not avail. I

5. ijhrl S.U.rhfiQ was asVea I f  he accepted all the chatfes 
frume* against him, which ho did not l^Uly add wholly. The 
enquiry was then proceeded with connected oharges mentlofted 
In the Mstro Ko.APC/202, a t .2 /5 .9 .83  giving cue consideration 
to his reply of 12.9.1983.

6. proceedings of the enquiry were simultaneously rocorded \ 
^whlch Sh.3 .TI.Than signed In toVett b f  acceptance and a copy of

the sa-,0 ^ivan to hl«.

7 . M a t m t -

1) Official record's'»nade jivallable by the T?i>SO Ad-cn.
In the shape of psrsonsjil file <ind leave record 
o f  Sh .o .if .y.ha nj ' I

11) Memos Issued jto S^rl $|Tl,rhaa and received bacV
Impressing up'on hl î tHe urgency to join duty 
Iroraedlately because of hla leave having not been 
sanctioned; .

•' /
111) not giving hlS'mov^Tnerit souring absence from duty

from tlnie to tlmef

/ V. ' : ■ •
Iv) ou reference t̂o the old record^ -

3o n t d ... .



Minutes of the'enquiry held at 11.00 hours on 4*10*83 
in Room Mo, 229 of -Administrative Building of RDSO against

Shri S.U.Khan, TjJDC, RDSO'. .i

Beforeithe!start of the enquiry, the Enquiry, Off leer
afforded ithe op|)brtuhity:to;Sh. S .U , Khan to see ahy docu­
ments, in his j piBi'Sona 
as, also he !wehx; thr
copy,of; which supplied to

I fil^ vrlih; the Admn., if he so desired 
DUgh; the ;charges levelled against him,

..OueHion* ■! ii ^

! : I5-: f 
!:i!

For the Questions put & answe' 
see the attached Annexure *A'
4 .pages numbered 1 to 4 & dul;

him,!

! Answer'?

•s given,, please 
■Cons is tirig of 
' signed by us.

Y

Sd-
4-10-83 

( T.R.GUUxI) ^

Raceiva.d one Copy Sd/-
4-10-83

• (S.U.Khan),

\ . •

SdA  
( S.U.Kh^n) 

4-10-83

\

. ill 1̂1'
' !!»' •

i.;'

i .
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The _ Enquiry 0';:icer, 
K13C, Luplaiow.i :

Sir, ,
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Statemeat from Shrl f .R . Gulati, Section Officer 
BDSO/lWckiiow, Inquiry Off Icor in the Rule 
gase againat Shri S.tJ. Khan. ex«4?3)0/lU)S0.

It is  solemnly affirmed tliat I wag the 

Inquiry Qffioar nominated by the Sr. IJy.Director General, 

Ri)SO, Iwcknow in  the Discipline &  AppeaOL Rule case 

againat Shri S .0 . Khan, ex-m)C, Petitioner in Caee !?©•

5t6 of 1986 before the Ebn*ble Central Adminiatrative 

fribunal, Allahabad Benoh^ in which Sbri Shan was 

issued a charge sheet containing the following 

charges s«

(1) Unauthoriaed absence from duty from 
15th Feb.,1982 onwards}

(2) Habitual in  remaining on long unathorised 
absence thereby showing utter disregard
to official discipline and to the performance 
«f official duties allotted to himi €»d

O )  33elib<a?ately avoiding to give his corr^t 
whereabouts during tiie leave period.

2# After submitting the original to the Disciplinory

Authority, I had a oopy of the Enquiry Proceedings in ay

file  and the Anneacure^l to this reply is the photo coi^

of the copy EPraiiable in  my file . Anneamros to the

Enquiry Proceedings were duly signed by the Petitioner

and thsse are true copy of the original record. Ths

Petitioner personally attended the enquiry on 4.10.1983 and

signed the proceedings*

Wit 

( )

JiJK. $i?jr̂ r-2260l I
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In  accordance w ith  S h r i  S .U .K h a n ’ s re q u e s V lT o r  
n e rs o n a l h e a r in g  (SN 3 3 )  anct correspondence t h e r e f f f t e r  ending  
S i t ^ h i s  l e t t e r  d a te d  1 5 .5 .8 6  (SN 3 8 ) ,  S h r l  Khan was g ra n te d  
a p e rs o n a l h e a r in g  on 1 0 . 6 .8 6  a .n .

2 .  He had n o th in g  to  say ab o u t th e  m e rU s  o f  th e
case b u t m e re ly  re q u e s te d  f o r  him  to  be pardoned t h i s  t im  
in  v ie w  o f  th e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  w h ich  h is  fo u r  d a u g h te rs  would  
fa c e  in  v ie w  o f  th e  punishm ent im posed.

3  In  o rd e r  t o  c o n firm  t h a t  th e  r e p r e s e n ta t io n  a t
SN 36 was h i s ,  he was shown h is  s ig n a tu re s  on
SN 36  and asked w h e th e r th e y  w ere h is  and when a?e
-e d  t h a t  i t  was so , he was asked why th ese  s ig n a tu re s  a re
d i f f e r e n t  from  th e  ones th a t  a re  a v a i la b le
a t  SN 3 1  and 32  and h is  e a r l i e r  s ig n a tu r e s . He to ld  t h a t
he has changed h is  s ig n a tu re s  b u t
shou ld  p u t s ig n a tu re s  d i f f e r e n t l y  a t  d i f f e r e n t  t i n e s .

4 . On further enq|dry he produced^a Photistat jopy^

/o f  F i l e  
APC-202  
V ol.II

o f  a Memo s a n c t io n in g  him le a v e  f o r  2 months f r o m ^ ^
1 3 .4 .8 3 .  When asked f o r  th e  o r i g i n a l ,  s in ce  h is  f i l e s  in  
KDSO a re  m is s in g , he prom ised to  b r in g  th e  o r ig in a l  th e  n e x t
d a y .

5  He vas a g a in  g iv e n  a p e rs o n a l h e a r in g  on 1 1 .6 .8 6
a n . when he to ld  t h a t  he cou ld  n o t produce th e  o r ig in a l
*-^mo as i t  has been e a te n  away * r t l b n e r i o
produced  a n o th e r  p h o to s ta t  copy o f  th e  IWP s a n c tio n e d  to
him  f o r  1 y e a r  from  1 5 .2 .8 2  to  1 4 .2 .8 3 .  H e , h o w e ve r, co u ld
n o t produce th e  o r i g i n a l  f o r  t h i s  a ls o  f o r  th e  same reason
as ha s ta te d  f o r  th e  e a r l i e r  s a n c t io n .

He r e p e a te d ly  re q u e s te d  f o r  o n ly  in  v ie w
I f  h is  fo u r  d a u g h te rs . He was t o ld  t h a t  h is  p erfo rm an ce  had 
S L n  L n s i ^ t e n t f r b a d  from  1966 onwards as seen fto m  SN 2 6 7 ,  
3 1 1  327 369  and 375^ and hi's CR f o ld e r  pages 7 ,  1 1 ,
I n  *37  a id  S  f?om w h ich  i t  i s  seen t h a t  he had removed an  
o f f i c e  t y p e w r i t e r  u n a u th o r is e d ly  in  1966 and was on unau o -  
r is e d .a b s e n c e  r e p e a te d ly .

7  From th e  papers  i n  th e  re c o n s tru c te d  ^
find that although the his

Serisrer“ fo ? 1 i ;a ? T e r l^ , vhiL^ls^available, .that he «as 

a b s e n t from  1 5 . 2 .8 2  onw ards.

>o . S h r i  S . U .  Khan had a ls o  appea led  to  th e  C e n tra l
A d m in is t r a t iv e  T r ib u n a l ,  A n a h a b a d , a g a in s t  th e  punishm ent 
g iv e n  to  him  where h is  a p p e a l had been dism issed^.

9  H av in g  c a r e f u l ly  c o n s id e re d  h is  o v e r a l l  p e r f o r -
manoe and the spellfio charges vhleh h?™ 
t h i q  case f o r  w h ich  he has been removed from  s e r v ic e ,  i  do 
■not s e f a n f J e C n  for either reducing or cancelling the 
pSSistoentI which I consider Just and reasonable.

5T\\.v6



In th e Hon'bla kim orntik *d«lniatretiVB TnbMnsl,

AddiUonel Sanphi of LuelaioM*

Begislfation Na» 518 of 1986

r

............................. Appilcml.

Versus

Union of Indie thfough Qlfffilof Gefierai

•« •«*«  % p Q s iie  party*
R # 0* 0* iueknow#

lijg Aodfi£^££i jfeii Jih,a.fig.uQig g f î gy. ^

I ,  Shshsbuddiii Khsn, aged sbout 45 years, aon 

of Shri A, U. Khan, resident of a-53/A Forty quartets 

Rail »sy Colony Alambagh* tueknon, do hereby solemnly

affirra @nd stat e s3 under

U  That the spplicffit has read the counter Bffidavit 

filed by the respondent and under stood tg$m Its contents,

' ' 1
' r

f

2 , T h A  in reply to para 6 of the respondent's counter f 

affidavit, it is stated that the petitioner never 

promised to produce the oriiinal . It was clearly told 

that the original papers had b ^ n  eaten etfay by white 

Bunts I if the petitionee was absent from !S*2,82 to 

t*t» 1983 as stated by the respondentf the onus of 

producing the documentary evidence to that effect lies 

on them.

I

1
I



(a  )

Again pars 6 of the esuntef effidstf It 1$ dfinlad 

as the sanction of leave on aVefage P»y is always 

Intlraated to the pafty/ section concefned end anni«ife 

A and 8 Is the only P^oo? of it# In respect of the 

para 6 It is fufthep stated that no doubt Oeputy 

DlfetO f iscompetsnt to sgnetioh leave only for four 

laofiths but the sanction of leave Is always intl«^ed  

under the signs lure of the Deputy Oirector though 

the saoetion hss given in the file hy the head 

of the depaftment and this is axactly «het happened 

in this case also. The respondent is hot GateaOfical 

that the document Is not genuine hut only states that 

it <^es not appear to he genuine docuffleit* The «hOl® 

argument Is proved falaB as the re^ond^nt h ®  not 

been able to produce any document to prove t h ^  the 

petitioner «as not on any leave*

3 ,  That in reply to para 8 of the respondent's 

counter affidavit, it is further stated that the 

ssrae argument of not appearing to be genuine does 

not hold good* Appearance and facts a r e  different 

The respondent has produced no document to prove his 

argument, where as the petitioner haS produced a 

Photostat copy of the same*



)
• '  ■

of the Si**«aiied enqaiif ©re «et cjenoiPi eiiiJ 

,fl0: erjijyify .i^s.ev®p:,ts0id t l U  ■ ■■ :-y,-rrX

V

S# That in  reply l<s pat© © of Ihe f«9p©ijflef»|'S ^©onisf

41 is &d<ie<l̂  ih-et petit isotiP Mai

th,t’s©.fvlei ttisf «it.|i§ut e«y.^foof %n m

.thf . pfifialp^^ # :  waty^ei lastlee* ■

p4. . Ih0,l in l<î  pir© © # .  the fisponi««fc.;*3 fOuiti#';■

:;®ffl.d0Vit, It Is, tgalfi sub«i|ti©4 that It It trtqijf 

«ttri IhsI the en w ify  iisi the

ta% h0S not piiiueei tha gtnains pfoe^eainfi v

tMB t«t||toiie /a  fIcjnstyr iss 'WUJld h©«i tJiert 

t^efe. Msa m  «nipi#yt, Ihe.petitlooef w®b  tifnilffetai'-'v'-W;-’ 

illetally a<*si mu lllegellly feftised;t® Jolii doty* :

That In f iJly to pars 6 of t̂ ht re^9nc3efii*s toiilttiif 

It ia m &in  Sillied .. Ifiet-e»y 

»es lteel\»ed toy r:;.

;;:nr .;
■ '•■A - ■

' ■ ' I ■

-■fh  ̂ if»,fe|Siy to pars 6. of ti^a\feSpotii«fl|:’t

I davit ft :lt̂  stst.ad that sto,i^ tf ;fi|i

having toeen lost is felse ©rid is ofily to WlQtir.ij|i 

the litegetity of lh« oedefs of famovalf

9. fh ^  if* w ly  to pgfs 6 of th0 PSS0Qiident*s eouritaf;
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(5  ) /

affidavit i t  is again stated that the second order is
>

also illegal as the procedure laid down undar D, & A Rules 

havff not been followed. The documents i ,  s . the enquiry 

report and other records mentioned are not genuine a^d are 

fabricated as on none of them the petitioner's  signsLure

ara found, which has to be there if there are any procee-
i

dings at all . Again it is contradictory to say that on the- 

one h aid the f i le  is lost as seated and yet some records 

*hich are supposed to b e pa rt of the f ile  are produced.

10 ;  That in reply to para 6 of the respondent counter 

affidavit it is again stated that the applicant had been 

sanctioned leave vide letter No, APC/232 dated 14.'2.83 

and then the petitioner had asked for extension on the 

ground of serious sickness of his ailing wife. The second 

chargeis baseless.

1 1 ,  That in reply to para 6 of the respondent's counter 

affidavit,  it is  stated that in the absence of original 

records nothing is proved . The copy of the enquiry procee­

dings produced do not bear the petitioner s signature

and as such ffi'e oot genuine , nor do they bear the enquiry 

o f f ic e r ‘ s signature.

12.  That untill the original documents are produced 

Which are in possession of theoppos ite parties they can not



r

meke eny claim to have established any che^ge against 

the deponent•

13* That In wspiy to pere 6 of the countep affidavit 

^  It is stated ttist the respandant hss wrongly slleged that

the documents Of the deponant ©eeraanapulated In any 

wannef • There sfesuf fie lent doeumants on record to 

esteblish leave of ths depoiient#

14, That bac#>use only parss 1 to 6 of the counter

\

affidavit hsve fcean verified the rest of the persa do 

net forra pert of the counter affidevit and need no 

reply in the rcjoifrder afflcievlt.

(6 )

t5. That the petit ioner hes been reaoved unlawfully and 

if* violation of the principles of natursl Juatlce 

end D ft , rules and Ofit of ta 4ef idea*

LucknOH

dated 6*10*88* Oeponentt

i* T* I of the deponent.

^tCitiasMaa * above named deponent do hereby

verify thet the contents of pares 1 to ts of the effidavi



Ct )

Bf© trye ta my own knowjledge*

Is wrong in  it mH nothinQ fflitiferiel 

Ii8s besfi qonsealed* SCi i^elp me *5od«

M

f  iucknati /

dated o6i*^Oi68, ' QepofiBnt*

’L|i T,* I,* of the 

deponent»

Identify Iht daponent 

«hq iigned befQe e ifte.

Adyocate^

Solei?inly#fii*m8d bdfore ffle on

" ^  at A, H# /  M, 8|? tf\B eboti

d^pnafit who has been Wsotified by ^esClsfk 

to Shri

Advocate High Coyrt of Ailah^ad C Lueknpii Bench ) 

Lucknaw*

I havs SfAlafled myself by txeiainlfig the 

depoiifint th st he tin ^rstands the centents of this 

gffids? It ifhicsh feed out endsjplained by #ie#




