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1B& THE H0N=*B1E HIGH CGHrRT QP JUDICATURE AT AIiLMtiyBAD 
SITTING M  LUCKNOW*'

WRIT BETlTKai m f l ^ y  *£ 198f

T«j B*a(tot aged ak*at 52 years, Sx lasaesi S/0
P^D *^0 Vlllaf* Jetl»q>uiiI'.O* Gaarlsanj,! B ia ttie t . Sulta^ur* ^

•  •  • •  • P e t i t i o n e r

Versus

2 #

%

The m irnn  •£  I»dia threufh General Manager^ 
Northern Railwajr#̂  Bareda H«tase»|7ew Delhi|

The District Ceatrsller «£St«es^ Alandiafhi 
iMcl^ewC Nerthem RaiXwayl#
■■ -r.

S d  J.M. Venta^ EBquiiy Officerbi C/0 Geaeral 
Herther Railwayŝ ; Bai*^ Hrase|

New Delhiî

The D ^ t y  Ceife»Her m£ StmresM Nerthem 
Railways#! Barsda Heus^ New Delh4| '

? /  r :

\ '

a

i

/ ‘
/ .

^ITION under ARTTOTOS 226 dP THE GONSTTâ r̂ rn. 

The hwdiie petitiener sutanits as unde^i*

That th is  p e titie n  i s  directed against 
the ecder dated 12^1I^72 ^ sse d  ky %>p#site Party

Nuid»er-2 dism issing the © eU tiener fr«m the p#st « f 

St«re Issuer held by h la in  sunstantive capacity 

in  Steces D ^ t ,i  Nerther Railway^ AlafflkafhiSLacloaei^ 

h trae c ^ y  «£ th is  erder i s  annexed with th is  

^ t i t i e n  as annexure Ntnslier'* Ig
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2* That h f means «£ mem*raEidum dated
6#9*71 furpertittf te lie a Ghar§e sheet ̂ der rule 
9 «f Railway Servaats ( Discipliae and i^peal Rales) 
1968 the %>pesite Party Niamker 2 directed the 
petltiener te solrasit written statement ef his 
defence within 1© days fr«ra the date m£ receipli
• f  the aferesaid raemerandurâ . A true ctpy •£  th is  
Memerandam i s  annexed with th is  p e titie n  m  
ANHEXgRE N ^ E R p . 2 |

' \

®iat by means «£ aferesaid Manerandum
contained in Annexure Nianker 2 the petitioner was
charged that he was absent £r«a duties without
any intiraatieh since 7«12^70 tm  6*§«7l( till the
date •£ issueef aferesaid memerandura contained 
imJUSlHEXtJRE NI3MBER 2|

That by menus ef order dated 
23#llie71 the Cfiiosite Party lhaaber 2 i^ointed 
Sri Verraa (Opposite Party Nwiber 3 } as 
en<iuiry officer'to enquire into the charfes 
contained in aforesaid memorandum (ANNEXORE lKJMBER̂ 2)i

That the petitioner submitted his 
r^ly of the charges contained in AMEX(7RE NUMBER*2 
by Registered post stating int^r»alia therein by
that the petitioner was not absent fr«n duties without 
intimationi that he had s<mt applications for leave 
si;qp|Mîrted with medical certificates on the ground of
illnessi of his wife# that there was none to loolcafter 
her and small cdiildvoni thatdue to> heavy rains the
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(3)

p e titl« n e i^  s h*use liad £ell. th a t the cirG»amstalices

surr«imdiii§ the @tetiti®aer made him mpset ai^ there

was nm need £er heldlng any enquiry in the matter and 
had fmrther prayed fer that the leave may Iw granted
i^p te  304̂ 9̂ 71|̂  tiue cm@y e i  this reply is annexed
with th is  p e titie n  as Ml!3EX0fiE NQMBERt

6< That Ml 3«!7«72«i the petitiener in
his statement )»e£ere the Opposite Party N\3Bd»er 3 had 
stated interwalia therein that the charges lavelled 
against the petitioner were net snbstantiated against 
him# that the petltiener has sent an î qplieatieni £er 

%

leave w*e«£« 7^12#70 te 24«2«71 en  the greund •£ his
wifef s illness duly st^perted liy a medical certl£ic«ke 
under certificate ef pestinî  ̂that anether i^licatien 
duly supperted^ky medical certificate was sent l»y the 
petltlener under registered cever fer leave w*ê f|| 
2S«2*7t t» that̂  the last a^licatien f e r

leave w^if^ 4*4«71 te> 30«9«71 en  the same g reu n d  

duly 8iiq;>perted by ohedical certificate was sent under 
registered cever en  20*9#71g that the first appliicatien 

lest by the effice and that the petitiener lie 
ex^ated from the aferesaid cherges and 3te jpaid
salary f e e  the entire perledil k true ct^ e f  this 
stat^ent as recorded h y the pppeslte Par^ Nuadier 3 
is annexed with this petitlen as ANNE2CgRE S0MBERt4y

7t That on 3̂ 7«72«i the Opposite Party
NumiBers3 had also) corss examined the petitioner that 
^en did he submit the medical certificate dated
20«9*71 and Ikx4«4»71d The petitioner in his reply had
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(4)
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S ta te d  that loeaical c e r t i f i c a t e  dated 1«4^71 
oentalning ree©mmendatien fer leave «f the 
p e t i t i e a e r  w.e*^ 25. 2*71 .t») 3.4«71 was sent ky

registered p«@t and medical certificate datid 
20*9#71 centaliilnf reCMomedndatlea fer leave
w*e*:fi 4«4*71 te? 30«9|̂ 71 was sent h y hlja imder 
registered p#st from his residence mn 20#9*71|
H true G*]^ ef the cress examlnatien made liy 
%p#slte farty Nximlier 3; is annexed with this 
letitlen as AMNEXgRE NOMBER

8l That the @etltiener in s^pert ef
the written statement m£ the defence predaced there 
c«{>ies ef leave appXicatiens centalninf regoest fer Eea*> 
ve w#e*f^ 7«12*70 t«> 24«2471»l 25«̂ 2«71 te> 3^^71 and4«4^ 

^  30«9^71i The gEetitiener had alse in m£ the
same produced the duplicate co|>les*- ef the medical 
certificate •£ the aferesald perled ef illness m£, 

his wife and pestal recelpts|

9t That aferesald ©tpiesef the ^plicatlens
and medical certificates were pceduced by the petltleaii 
ner en the directlen ef Gppeslte Party Ntimker 3 as 
the same were lest liy the «£fice though in fact the 
same were received by the Office*

A

lOS That last appllcatien f» r leave w«e*f|
4«4«^1 to 30*9«71 en the grvundef illnesŝ  efhis wife 
alengwith the reply ef m̂ iierandum contained In 
annexure Number 2 was sent by the petitioner under 
registered pestij
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(5)

'I'lj That the petitioner ua|g asked to

show ca\jse by means of notice dated 7#1Q®72 against 

the proposed penalty of remoual from service,. Since 

this notice served upon the petitioner is not: 

available, the petitioner is not in a position to 

file the copy of the samei*:

-j2 j That the petitioner replied to the

shou cause notice referred to in preceeding para 

stating inter-alia therein that the charges levelled 

against him uere not sunstantiated; that office 

has lost the leave applications of the petitioner, 

that the petitioner in support of his claim has 

produced receipts of post office and duplicate 

copies of leave applications and medical certifica^ 

tes for illness of his wife, that petitioner be 

exo^rated from the charge®) |

That by means of order contained 

in annexure number 1 to this petition , the 
opposite party number 2 re«soved the petitioner

from servicBV

That aggrieved with the order 

contained in annexure Number 1 to this petition 

served on the petitioner in the last ueek of 

November, 1972filed an appeal as provided for in 

83 of Northern Railuays Discipline and

Appeal ffules
k n  E si i
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before Deputy Conr-toller of Stores, Baroda House,

Neu Delhi by means of,memo of appial dated 20*12«72« 

A true copy of this appeal is annexed with the 

petition as AMMEXURE NUflBER; 6«

15; That by means of memo of appeal

contained in annexure No*6 to this petition, the 

petitioner had stated inter*-alia therein that the 

petitioner had applied for leav/e on the gcound of 

iilness of his uife; that the office has wrongly 

reported that petitioned uas absent tfifchout any 

intimation and that he hast prayed for afording an 

opportunity of personal hearing deciding his appeal#
1C • , IV : . -1

'  'C jl
 ̂ j , That Opposite Party Number 4 has yet

not afforded opportunity of personal hearing as
provided for in Rule 93 if aforesaid Rulesthough

specifically prayed for in his appeal contained in 

annexure number 6»

(6)

That the petitioner has been running 

from piller to post for redressal of his griuiences 

and decision of his appeal, but in vain® The 
petitioner has also met Controller of Stores, Northern

Railuay, Baroda House, Neu Delhi in the month of 

November, 1973 and explainedhim the position that

the Changes la v e lU d  ag a in s t  the p e t it io n e r  conta ined  

-  Annexure Number 2 .e r e  not su b s ta n t ia te d  and 

P - y e d  fo r re in sta tem en t o f the p e t it io n e r  M e '
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tto this respect to the Conrpllsr of Stores, Norther 

Railway, Baroda House Neu Delhl« A true copy of this 

representation is annexed with the petition as 

ANM£XUR£ NUr'IBER;7w

18: That again on 12*6.76, the petitioner

sent representation to the General flanager. Norther 

Railuay ^ Baroda House, Neu Delhi, praying for the 

reinstatement of the petitioner in the service.

Further on 14^4.80, the petitioner sent a representation 

to Hon.’ble Minister of Railways, Railuay Plinistry ,f.

Neu Delhi praying for setting side of order contained

in ANNEXURE 1 to this petition!®;

(7)

1 9 S petitpner poin^ d

ea^W^a^^representation qaBqjig’*ny>rb̂  »«.»

\ Sri Satya Dev Shukla who was removed on the same

charges ha«e been taken back in service though the 

charges lauelied against him uere ptovedj,; In the 

same representation it uas farther pointed out by 

the petitioner that Sri Kedar Nath Shukla KhaXasi 

remained absent from duties for more then 10 months 

in a year but no action uas taken against him}.l

20 That no decision till now has been 

communicated to the petitioner on his appeal 
contained in annaxure No.6 to this petition by the 

opposite parties. Efforts of the petitioner and
representation in this respect remained in va.n.

r-
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215 That rule 28 of aforesaid rule

reproduced belou provides for removal from services 

of a Railway GoVdrncnent Savant on the ground of

absence or over staying sanctioned leave uithout

sufficient cuase‘«

RULES 28 Rp.tnoval from Services ,

(a) A Railway servant shall be liable to be 

removed from service in the follouing

circumstances; viz:^
\

i) inefficiency; or 
ii) committing any offence for uhich he may 

be dismissed under rule 17; or 

iii) repeating minor offences; or

iv) absenting himself or over staying
sanctioned leave uithout sufficient cause, 

or
v) incivility to the public>

• , (8)

2 2 1  That the petitioner was not charged

that he uas absent or over staying sanctioned leave 

Uithout sufficient caused*

2 3 ,. That the petitioner is advised to

state that removal from services of a non-gazetted 

Railuay Servant can not be made on the ground of 

absence from duties unless he is charged of absenting 

himself or over staying sanctioned leave uithout

sufficient cause*
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+<> j J

24s That the petitioner is advised to

state that petitioner was not charged within meaning 

of Rule 28 of aforesaid Rules that he absented himself 

without sufficient causey
/

25l That Rulje 42(a) of the aforesaid Rules

providesfor constitution of a departmental enquiry 

committee normally consisting of two or three gazetted 

officers. However it further provides for no objection 

to a single officer being nomijbafied to hold the 

departmental enquiryjfe

26 8 That Rule 49(a) o.f the aforesaid Rules

further provides that enquiry Officers shall record 

in the presence of the deliquent official | all 

evidence in support of the charge* Further Rule 

49(c) of the aforesaid rules provides for that in 

case witnesses were unbale to read and write Englishj 

must be explained to them in the languages understood 

by them and the Chairman of enquiry Committee will 

certify on each of such person’s statements that 

this has been done*:

2 7. That Rule 43(a)of the aforesaid Rules

provides for application of principles of natural 

justice;?^
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(10)

2Bt That no evidence uhat soever uas
i -

recorded by enquiry officer in support of the charges 

lavelled against the petitioner® No enquiry uas made 

by the Enquiry Officer as to how the leave application 

of the petitioner uere misplaced by the office though 

reference of receipt of the same find place in the 

official records.#

SI

2 9* That no evidence was produced before

the Enquiry Officer that the petitioner uas absent 

uithout any sufficient cause# Enquiry Officer further 

did not examine any official in this respect from the

office®, .

301 That the. Enquiry Officer only examined
' ’*
the petitioner and c r o s s  examined him by putting 

questions to hirâ  Except this no other enquiry uas 

made into the matter by Enquiry Officer*,

That the Enquiry Officer recorded the 

statement of the petitioner in English but sama^not

■ explained to him in the language understood by hip> 

No certificate as r&quired by Rule 49(c) of the 
aforesaid Rules uas given by the E n q u i r y  Officer^

32| That the petitioner uas not supplied

with the copy of enquiry report and conclusion 
arrived at by opposite party number 2 alonguith show 

cause notice as provided for in Rule 21(g) of the
m
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aforesaid rules. .Non supply of the aforesaid 

documents caused materscilawr prejudiceJ^o the 

petitioner in m a t ^ ] r ^  hij^de^nce in as much as 

the petitioner was prejudiced in.replying to

the shou cause notice,®

33: That the petitioner uas not supplied

uith the copiesof the documents relied -upon by the oppc 

-site parties cited in office memorandum contained 

in annexure number.f).. In absence of such documents 

the petitioner uas materially prejudiced in the 

matter of his defence®

3 4S That Enquiry Officer in fact did

not record the actual statement of the petitioner 

f. and further his actual reply of the questidns put 

by the Enquiry Officer®

3 5j That the petitioner has been highly

prejudiced and deprived in the matter of his defence 

due to the illegal procedure adopted by opposite ■ 

Party number 2 and 3 in the matter of enquiry etc*

3 5. That non supply of conclusions

arrived at by opposite party number 2 the petitioner 

has been greatly prejudiced in the matter of giving 

reply to the shou cause notice® In fact the 
petitioner could not knou the reasons uhich 
prom|»ted the opposite party number 2 \to come to 

the conclusion that the penalty of removal be 

awarded to the petitionerJis



(12)

37: That the petitioner has not been afforded

reasonable opportunity of being heard in the matter 

of his defence as provided in the aforesaid rules'®

V

f t

38g That the petitioner was not absent
from duties without sufficient cause and and in fact 

the petitioner had sent leave applications by registered 

post as also by under certificate of posting which were 

misplaced by the office of the opposite party number 2 

and no enquiry in this respect uss made by the Enquiry 

Officer*

3 9* That order contained in annexure

number 1 is a non speaking order, illegal, arbitrary, 
malafide, against the principles of natural justice^ 

violatitte of the Rules contained in aforesaid Rules 

and has been passed without complying with the 

requirements contained in Art® 311 of the constitution 

of India!*:

4 0J That the petitioner hasno other effecious

alternative remedy except to file this petition on 

following amongst other grounds#

Because order contained in Annexure 

n'umber 1 is a non speaking order, illegal, arbitrary, 
malafide, violative of principles of natural justice, 

violative of Art* 311 of the constitution of India 
and violative ofiprovisions contained in Northern 

RailwayC Disciplinary and Appeal) Rules for non .
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gazetted Railway Servants*

V '

J

(B) ' Because the petitioner uas not supplied

uith the copy of enquiry report and conclusions arrived 

at by the opposite party number 2 as-provided for in 

Rule 21(c) of the aforesaid Rules which have naturaHy"'" 

prejudiced the petitioner in the matter of his defence^

(c) Because there uas no evidence available

either before opposite party number 2 or before*
opposite party number 3 to come to the conclusion that 

the petitioner absented himself without sufficient 

cause* Further there uas no evidence to come to the 

conclusion that petitioner uas absent from duties♦
without sufficient causeî i

(B) Because the petitioner has sent leave

applications which were misplaced by the office of 

opposite party number 2ie;

Because charge levelled against the 

petitioner that he was absent Com duties without 

Intimation wasnot proved and on the other hand it was 

proved that the petitioner has sent his leave 
application which were misplaced by the office®

Because petitioner was not supplied 

uith the copiesof documents cited in the charge sheet 

which has naturally prejudiced the petitioner in the 

matter, of his defence?#:
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Because no charge uithin the meaning 

of Rule 26 of the aforesaid Rules uas lav/elled against 

the petitioner that he absented himself without 

sufficient causei In absence of such charge order 

contained in annexure number 1 is uholly illegal',;

Because no evidence in support of the 

charge labelled against the petitioner was recorded 

by the Enquiry Officer as provided for in Rule 4(a) 

of the aforesaid Rules^

Because Enquiry Officer did not 

explained and read eut the statement of the petitioner 

and his reply in^ the l a n g u a g e  understood by him and no, 

ceJttieicate uas given by the Enquiry Officer as 

provided fcr in Rule 49(c) of the aforesaid Rules-.

Because in fact the Enquiry Officer 

did not record the actual statement and reply of the 

petitioner#;

Because Enquiry Officer in fact 

did not make an enquiry except recording the 
statement of the petitioner and cross examining

Because the Enquiry Bas not been

conducted in accordance uith the provisions laid 

doun in SWle 49 of the aforesaid Rules as such 

the enquiry is vitiated*



A.
V)

(M) Because the petitioner has been highly

prejudiced and deprived in the matter of his defence 

due to illegal procedure of the enquiryUj

( 15)

'■ic

l̂\l̂ Because the petitioner had not been

afforded with reasonable opportunity of being heard;«

It isg thereforej prayed that this 

Hon’ble Court may kindly be pleased to issue a urit 

in the nature of 7?^. .quashing the order contained

in annexure number 1 to,this petition removing the 

petitioner from service and further to issue a urit in 

the nature of TĈ T̂̂ '̂ fC’I^mmanding the opposite parties 

to treat the petitioner in continuous service and 

to pay his entire salary etc and further to issue 

any other urit, order or direqtiue deemed fit and

proper in the circumstances o 

this petition with cost|«}

the case and to ou

angh )
/6CATE 

COUNSEL FOR.petitioner

LUCKNOU

DATED

Certified that t^is petition 

contains no defects. Court f|^ paid is efficient,

counsd/ ^ B W R tioner

lucknou
dated LUCKNOU jlSSi®'
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IK the h® . ele high court 0? JU D I-T F - .
m  ALUaiBAD

sitting AT,LUCK1:0¥.

PETITICK n o .

1980/v̂ .
AFFIDi^VIT p  
89

Baiiadur"

0? 1980

Vs.
Wie Union of India 
c< others.

•îe "titioiier

Op '-e Parties

.IN SUPPORT Q''' PSTXTIOM'

I ,  Tej Bahadur aged ab o u t 52 yeaEs S x - I s s u e r  

S /o  L a te  S r i  g a rsh e j ,  S in g h  r / o  V i l la g e  J e th u p u r

P .O . G a u r ig a rg ,  D i s t r i c t  Sultanpm ^ do h e re b y  s o l e m l y

ai'iirrn as imd.erj~

T hat th e  deponen t i s  th e  p e t i t i o n e r  in  th i e  

P e t i t i o n  and a s  such  f u l l y  c o n v e r s a n t  w ith  the 

i a o t s  of the  case  deposed  to  in  t h i s  a f i i d a v i t .

^hat: c o n te n t s  of accompanying P e t i t i o n  from 

p a r a  1 t o i ^ T < j , l o ,

personal knO'-iLedge,' those of paras *6', Uto#
are believed iiy me to be true onbasis of records

.........  ^
and those of paras 3̂,2 ̂ to 27 31, ̂ o ‘ are ,



I)

(2)

3.

b e lie v e d  hj me to  be "true on th e  b a s is  di 

l e g a l  advice
otv-»- -frs hŷ—̂

T hat annexures 1 to  7 are  tnue cop ies of t h e i r  

r e s p e c t iv e  o r ig in a l s  and t h a t  the deponent 

has compared th e se  from  th e i r  r e s p e c t iv e  

o r ig in a ls *
%

>-

V

A?/',

S ^ T a $ K ? i  /!-

»  Court,
\,ocknow Bencb.

Jat®****

Lucloiov/® '^__ C2
Dated*

I  th e  above named deponent do hereby/’
\

v e r i f y  t h a t  the co n te n ts  oi t h i s  a i l i d a v i t  

from p - a r a  1 to  § are  tru e  to  my p e rso n a l taiov/ledge 

Koj, P a r t  of i t  I s  f a l s e  or concea led . So h e lp  me 

God«

Luckriov/.

Pated* 9^ 1̂ / I 9 8 t

D£P®EWT,
I  id e n t i f y  the deponent v;ho aas s in g ed  before

me,

iwGH )
V . HIGH COliRT,
Solmnly af:^rm ed  b ^  T '^ ^  _ i
Bhr:,'lur on 3 f
am ./ p.m . v/no i s  In d e n tif  yea hf otj.
A .PeSingh Advocate, High C ourt
I  am s a t i s f i e d  - m yself by. exam ining the ■ i
deponent t h a t  he u n d ers tan d s  the co n tan ts  of 
th i s  a f f i d a v i t  -V'/hich have been read  over and e:>cplained 
by me to  hik*

, Oath Commissioner
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ANNEXURE NUMBER: U

IN THE HON’BLE HIGH COURT OF 3UDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD
SITTING AT LUCKNpUv

Urit Petition No*..e » o f  1980

Tej Bahadur aged about 52 years, ex.Issuer •..•Petitioner

> -

Versus
The Union of India through General 
Manager Northern Railuay,Baroda House 
Neu Delhi ari others

NORTHERN RAILUAY

Opp«Parties

Notice of Imposition of penalty under
Appeal Rules for Non Gazetted S^aff ( Rule 9 &fO of
R>S. D & A Rules 1968»____________— -------- -----------

Office of the District Controller of
Stores, N« Rly^Alambagh,Lucknou« 
gated 12«11«72

No* E/S/595

Shri Tej Bahadur 
Store Issuer ̂ ^ ,
Stores Depot/A^v./Lucknou

R«f: Your reply to the shou cause notice NoeE/5/595
® D^ed 7«10«72( copy enclosed),.

You are hereby informed that in 

. ^ ^ ^ a c c o r d a n o e  ulth the orders passed by, the undersigned
the follouing penalty has been auarded to you.

Re.0.al fro™ ser^oe U.e.fro. 12.1 1 .1972.

You are ̂ required to acknowledge receipt

of this Notice on the form attached herewith.
Sd/- S.N^Pandey 

Distt. Controller of Stores, 
Alambagh,LucknoU«

‘̂“‘'^;°D.S.U/A^|V(2) ft.S.K. D uard Am.
■, H C /Bills/Am(i)H.C./Settlement/Servioe Book for 
‘in'formation and necessary action.

If the notice =a^^T!^^,f,;;tir®lt"shoSld“b r  employee through tha normal channels, it shoui
sent to him through the post o ffm  1/1 fegigcerifl
knoun‘̂ai§l?isie^ cover at his home address or last"̂ ^



X.
II

«»• AimEXURE " 2 *

IN THE HKSl COURT OF JTIDIGimJRE hT AltLAHj^AD
 ̂ SITTINQ AT KJCKNOWi

Writ PetlU «n 1980

Tej BahsKibar a§ed a)»4rat 52 years^ ex^
Issmer* «•• • • •  P etlti«B sr

Versus

The Uniem m£ Indiathremfh General 
Eanafer Nerthem Railway#! Bareda Heuset 
New Delhi and eth ersi ©pp« Parties!'

STiUaBjkRD FORM N0>5> 

STIVNDiVRD FORM OP CHARQE SHEET

RUliE 9 «£ the Rail 
and appeal Rulesi!

Servants D iscip line
'i

Nei E/S/595 ( Haroe «£ Railway Administratien) 
D«GOS Office/mr
(Place •£  issue)X^eknew dated 6«9»71

MEMORIUilDlIM

te  held an

/■V'

The undersigned prepesel 
' inquiry against Shri Tej Najadur Village Jeth^3§r
P«@* 0aurifanJ4 District Sultaiqpir TI*P« under Rule
9 m£ the Railway Servants (Discipline and %peal)
Rulei^ 1968. The substance ef the iisputatiens «£ mlstli 
cenduct ef raisbahavieur in reject m£ which the 
inquiry is prepesed t* lie held is set mut in the 
encl««ed statement efArticles ef charge lumexure^ll^
k  statement e£  the iî iiutatiens • £  iois«̂ enduct e r  

mis^li^avieur in st̂ qppertef each article •£ charge is 
enclosed Aimexure ZX}» A list •£ decuments liy ̂ liĉ h
and a list e£  witnessess th e  a r t i c l e s  ©f

charge are pr^esed t®- fee sustained are als®  en c la sed  

( jy ^ e x u re  I I I  Sc IV) g

2| • Sri Tej Bahadur is herdiy infexiaed that if
he se desires#̂  he can inspect and take extracts frmi
the decuments mentlened in the enclosed list •£ deoumen
which are in the fMBssessien •£ Railway Administratien
]iut net mentioned in the enclesed list e£ decuments 
( Annexure III)^ he sheuld give a netice te> that e££ect



X. *

#

i-' '

A' ^

+  -f

• L

a

t. the UBdersirwa within ten days .€ th«
««lpt at this iMm.randtu»s.; indicating the 
«l.»anc, .f the d*=««nta re,ui„d „y hi« i„.^ 
pectlen, disciplinary autherity „ay refuse
P.rn^sei.n f. in^ct aXX «  any «.ch dec»»„t» 
as are, in its ^inien, net relevant te the ease
•r it w,uld ke against the BuWic interest .r
seerity «  the State t. all.„ access theref,: Ke
«*.»ld c«q,lete iBspecUen .f addlUenal decumenf
within five days ef their heing made avallaJile*
He will he pennitted t* tate extracts frem such •£
• additienal d.o»ei»ts as he is peonitted t*

xnsp^c^g!

H  Shri Tej Hahadur is inferaed that request
f«r access t. decuments made at later stages e£ the 
quiiy will net ke entertained unless sufficient cause 

is shew. f,r the delay in malclBg the request within 
the time liait specified akeve and the circumstances
she»n Clearly that rhe reuqest c«ald net ke have keen 
made at an earlier stage. He request £er access t» 
addlUenal decuments will ke entertained after th. 
ce)?,letl*n «f the inquiry unless sufficient cause is
shewn f*r net naUag the request kefere the cempletien

the inquiry^

4f; Sri Tej Bahadur Isfurther iafonned that he
may If he se desires^ take the assistance •£  m y ether 
railway servant and efficiel m£ a Rai3Lway Trade TJnlen 
(whe satisfies the requirements ef rule 9(9} 'm£ the 
Railway servantC Discipline and %peal),Rules 1968 
and nete 1 and / er nel:e 2 there under as the case may

(2)



x;

(3)

lie) f«r Inspecting the decuraents and assisting 
him in presenting his case Itefexe the Znqfiiiry
autJierity in the e^ent mi. an «rai inquiry keing
held# F*r tMs puxp^se# he sheuld neminate ene 
•r mere f«rsens in crder «f preference# Befere
nominating t^e assisting railway servant (s)
•r Railway Trade Unien Of ficial is) Shri Tej Bahadur 
sheuld elitain an \xndertaking frrai the nominee (s)
that he (they) is /are id.lling te assist him dtriag
the diacipliiMry proceedings# fhe under taking shettld 
als«> contain the partioularsof other caseCs}# if 
any^ in i^ich the nwsineesCs) had already undertaken
to assist and the undertaking should lie furnished tot> 
the undersigned Railway alongwith the nomination#

5|l Sri Tej Bahadur is herelty directed to
sulKidt to the undersigned(through«* .Railway) « 
written statement ofhis defence ( which should reac^ 
the said General Manager) within ten days of receipt 
of .-^s Memorandoro# if aoqex he does not require to 
in^^ct any ̂ cuments for the preparation of his 
defenceil and within ten days after c^letion of
inspection of docum^ts if he desires to inspect 
documents^ and also!
(a) to state Aether he wishesto lie heard in personiiana
(b) to furnish the names and addressesofthe witnesses 
if anytii whom, he sii^es to call in support of his
defence* and
Cc) to- furnish a list of document^ if any^ vfcich he 
wishes to produce in st^port of his defencel:

5 .̂ Sri Tej Bahadur is informed that an
in<iuiry will he held only in respect of those
articles of charge as are not admitted^ He should#̂  
therefore^ specifically admit or deny each article 
of charge#



( 0

(4)

‘4-

%

71 Sri Toj Bahadur Is fmrther informed tliat
1£ he dMs n«t sulwnlt his written statement ef defen# 
ce vrithiB the peried ^ecified in iiara-5 er dees net 
^pear in persen Iiefere the inquiring autherity er 
•therwLse fails mx refuses te ca©ly with the 
previsiens e rule 9 ef the Railway servants(discipliaf 
and Appealing Rj>lesî  1968 «r the •rdersMristiens 
issued in pursuance ef the said rules« the inquiring 
autherity may held the inquiry ex«iparte*

H  The attentien •£ Shri Tej Bahadur is
invited tê  ̂rule 20 e£ the Railway Services (cenduct) 
Rules#; 1966 under which ne& railway servant shall bring 
er atten^t te bring any pelitical er ether influence 
te hear i^en any si«>eriex autherity te further his 
isterests in respect ef natters pertaining te his 
service under Geve^enti If any representatien is 

Ij received en his li^alf frem anether persen in reject 
ef any matter dealt within these prejceedingstf it will 
lie presumed thatShri Tej Bahadur is aware ef such 
prepresentatien and that it has keen made at his 
instance andactien will lie taken against him fer 
vielatien cf Rule 20 ef the Railway services ieenduct) 
Rules#|||ij

9i- The receipt ef this Memerandum may lie
OATl^ COMMlSSlUN^t'
High Court, Allahabad, ■. (jBy eirder and in the name ef the President)

Luclsnow BenGlL

No.
Enclst ■ C-.

Ŝ <i*Illigilile Name and Designatien 
ef cen^tenty autherity*

• Sri Tej Bahaduẑ ^Stere Issuer (Designatien) AKV D^etC Pla@e etc*)
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IH THE HOK̂ lBIiE HIOI COURT OP JUHICM^RE AT MiLAHABAD „ , SITTING AT
Writ Betition Noil.,..,#f 1980

Tej Bahaaur aged about 52 years*;...... Petitioner:
Versus

The Uni@ni ®f Indiai thr©^h 
General Manager»| Narther Railways New DelM^ ■*'•r* . . ... OPP̂ i .Partie^

LIST OF STAPPOF AMV DEPOT WHO #yRE ON UNAUTHORISED ABSEN­CE FROM THE .DATE NOTED A<^HST EACH; ^^EN-
it Shri Harbans Singh SIX! ' 12^12*67
2l Shri Sharasher-Bahadur Spg^ 3*®470
31 Shri Tej Bahadur S.I# 7^12i70
4 t Shri S.P^ Shukla S.Igi 24^2|f71

f h a M i t a a l  in 
Shri S«K^ Pandey

Y

1968 1969 1970 197rNil 63 126 53

Narain̂ Slerlc 31 Nil 19 18 ( 4(UAA)
/oShri Ava^^ qaran Nil
Iwhd Hasan 18
Jai Ram Peon 86

Nil
27
60

21
27
118

23
t  12 days UAA 
1

R^' Bharosey 1 P0^. ^ 36 70
DV %XE!l Lai,/i S/Wali 26 3.03 29 8

D^^andey 22 16 39 13

Sri Tej B^adur St*re Issuer/AMV d ^ t  1®
^sent from duty without intimation since 7|̂ 12§70!̂  Hei 
has failed t® soJMiiit any application for his aJosenco
from duty ac*ad*jEiHgxl* resulting in loss; to> adrainistratii■ -'̂-5
•I|s mrXg Ite is therefore, etoarsed £mc uoeutharised

/*■absence from duty since 7H2j^0^
S<V*» Hamaro Sinf^ , t, y&COS/II/AMV . ^
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S ^ T * S ”aSau4|

(2)

Sri Tej Bahadw Stare Issaer/MW de^wt is
charged f«:-auMnth.iised aSsence from duty
7||l2;irt70 t®) dat^

S6/ai Hamam Siiif̂
ACOS/ ilHV/lAicknAw

AN2ilEXl7RE IIX
U ST  OP DQCOMENgS - RaT.TRn iipnia

lgliea#e acciuBt̂  ̂4^ 
f«r the geri«a fr̂ ai 1970^7dg '

Attendance register •£  1970«71
S 6 /» Hamam Sinfh

ACC3S/^AuGlme\^|

j , /rff^j M ‘
High Court, A llabibad, 

Lucknow Bench,

6»kvv.



A

4 '

ANNEXURE N^S IN THE HONIBI£ HlOi COURT OP JlJDiCftTURE AT ALIAHABftD 
SITTIHG AT " " ■ '

Writ Petiti*n ••••♦£ 1980

Tej Bahajliar afed aJi«ut 52 year^ «ex| Issuejci -P«titx»ner
Versus

The Unien «£ India thr®u^ Geaeralg 
Managei^ Nerthem Railway^ Bar»daiS 
Hew Delhi and ethersi •

The District Genfcreilr «i St#res|
N ^ y |  mcknrni%

R^ly tP thie Chair̂ e sheet N^p/S/595 dated 6g9<̂ 71#Ij«ac)aa#wi

V-'I

Mcst hiaakly and respect’ fully I He§ t# say the fell#vd.n§ 
few lines fer y«ur Mnd censid«rati*ij|
Para It That wy wife was serieusly ill and her mind esas 

U|>set̂  Therewas n» enet** idck l»elc after her and
amall children in her leng Illness^

21 That I gave a letter. «f infermatien alengwith
i
a medical certificate am it can n*t lie said that 
I wis absent fr«a duty witheut any ini 
it was all due t» my adverse circumstances|

3# There:; was a great redn fall in my villagefV My 
' whousê  fell̂  dewn in fleed|| I am in ai serry 
plight tm ig

4t I am new free te jein my duty and yeu need not 
treulile te.’ held any inquiry abeut m ^

‘-JM.V5'b3iuw.:av 
Court, Allahabad, 

tucftnov/ BencJb.
5i I always enjeyed your geed will and kindness;

and stillh^B t# enjey it| Please ke kind f  

-y.JC/ ^  ^  f^ly* I will come very seen
te serve you agaii^
F#r this act ®f kindness I ever pcay fer your 

leng life and pr^serity|| Please grant me leave fer my
A sence t i l l  30.9,.71| Ŷ«*«ra .Tej Bahadur s*l*|^ Ifticknew V. Jethupur#iP*0* Gauriganj#*Sultanpur«P«P*
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ANMEXURE NÔ ' 4-̂

IN THE HON:‘BLE HIGH COURT OF 3UDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD
SITTING-AT LUCKNOW^

Urit Petition I\l0 9, . o f  1980
Tej Bahadur aged about 52 years,
Ex Issuer* « • « «> e> Petitioner

Versus
The Union of India through General
Manager Northern Railway,Baroda Houses
Neu Delhi and others© ®**.« Opp® Parties®

STATEMENT DF SHRI TED BAHADUR'S.X*IN TERMS OF MEMORANDUM 
No® E/S/595 dt« 6e9«71 in corporating the following 
charges and allegations®

List of charqes<8>
Sri Tej Bahadur S/lssuer/ADU^^depot is charged for 

unauthorised absence from duty Uee®f« 7®12«70 to date;;*if 

Statement of allegations against shri Tej Bahadur,S.1«/ 

AMV«depot
Shri Tej Bahadur Stores issuer/AMiy Depot is absent from 

duty without intimation since ?a12.70« He has failed to 

submit any application for his absence from duty resulting 

in loss to administration’s work*
He is therefore charged for anauthorised absence, from 

duty since 7®12«.70*
I deny the charges as intimation of absence uas duly

sent to office. s d M l l g i b l e

( Tej Bahadur) S»I;«

STATEMENT OF SHRI TE3 BAHADUR.Sa« AMU DEPOT^'
I am charges as alleged that I dd not

intimate the cause of my absence to the office^ In
this connection I may humbly add that I applied from

my native place for condoning my lea«e on account
of uery serious illness of my wife. One application

„es received in the section and is registered at



A

>'■

Tr;-

rpcd by ElsU.Section on 1 0.A.7 1 .
S X . N C  364 . ^

i,-r-p+-lan U8S sent prio one appucatxon ; ^  No.1015
oov.r uhich is not UaceaDi

the Post Office is produced in supp
from the P0£>̂  4. ,*n the

cs^nilatlv an application aent m  the yeuidenoe. Similarly
,n.t.oOec. 70 is not t r a c e ^  .^^^^ 

seen that the a l l e ^ ^ ^ ^

.  .  not sohs.antiated hV faots.^

I „sy be absolved from ,,tire
suffered as my wages havep e L ,  end X bed to .nder. 0  bea. e.endit.re to

aid for my ailing'Jif®*arrange medical

sd/-Tej Bahadur. S.I.

(2)

'iigh Court, Allahabad, 
Lucbiow Bencli,

■ n - 't '- r
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ANNEXURE MO,5^

IN THE HON’BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD
SITTING AT LUCKNOU*

3j Bahadur aged about 52 years 
Issuer* •

Versus
Petitioner

The Union of India through General 
Manager Northern Railuay,Baroda House 
Nbu Delhi andothers® ««•« Opp«*Parties®

EXAMINATION BY THE ENQUIRY OFFICER

Q,I You have submitted a P*M«Ce dated 20,9e71

and another P.n«C«(Duplicate copy) dt* U4.71, can you 

say when did you submit the same ?

Y

High Court, A llahabeij 
Lucknow Bentb,

Certificate dt® K4«71 was sent by post 

since it uas not traceable a duplicate copy was presen*̂  

ted by me# Certificate dt. 20«3«71 uas also sent from 

my residence on 20*9*71#

q^2 You were sent several letters to attend
the enquiry which were received by you but you failed 

to attend and ultimately Sr® L»y«.I* was sent to hand 

over the letter to attend the enquiry on 6.6«72 and 

that too you did not attends How did you explain ?

^^2 I could not attend the enquiry as I was

ick which fact must have been corporated by the S,L«y» 

I. and on 6.6.72 I approacedh D.W.O. but could not get 

the fitness certificate, hence my absence on the dete

of enquiry®
Sd/“ Tej Bahadur«Sl

D.C<
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IN ‘IHE HGK'BIE HIQJ COURT OB JODICATURB AT MiLRHABADSITTING AT LUCKNOWl .. ^
' writ'PetitiwiN#**#* •••••£ 1980

PetitionerTei Bah^dar ••••••• Versa*
Uniea mf India threafh General 
Manafer#; Nerthem Railway 
& ctliers#

Opp* Parties^

Te^ The D^uty Cenrtreller •£  Steresi

I keg te leave tm prefer my appeal a§ainst the erders •£ the Diatt, Centreller m£ Steres# N̂ . Rly Alartliâ Wil̂ cknew 
remevinf me f rem service en -^e alle§atien •£ alis«nce frem 
duty witheut intimatien| The charges and ailegatiens reads 
as underi#
Charge ferms Annexare X«|acc«mpanied with the Hemerandun
Mads as undert
*Shri TeJ Bahadur Steres issuer/AMV Depet is charged £er 
ym autherised absence £rem duty w«e»f^ 7«12^70 te date*
Allegation which the Memerandum ze« )ears en Annexure I]p»mcc«i3̂ anied with as under te. siiq̂ pert the aliwre diargeii
", ̂ ri Tej Bahadur Steres Issuer/AMV d^et is absence from
 ̂^ty without intiipatien. since 7#|12*;70#; He has failed te
suJunit any sqpplicatien fer his absence frtm duty resulting in less te administratiei^s werlĉ  He is therefore charged fer unauthorised absence from, duty since 7«il2#;70

QROPNDS FOR APPEAL
. ., ̂ ... ̂ The charge based on abo^e allegations have net been substantiated before the enquiry officer from the record 

cited annexure III of the Memorandum;! In this conx^ction 1: 
will request your honesr to> Icindly talce note o£ para 4 of the 

\ findings submitted by the enquiry Officer^ Which goes iî Oild
S  ̂ fence that the leave is^lication receivedi in th» fico and was misplaced by the Establishment Sectioi^ Hence
the very ellegation that Ifailedto submit any ^plica^om is
baseless| As sudi I would have been absoUted of the ^arge and allegation^ I further content that the Memorandui^ as sucS^ was issued to mo on «  wrong report submitted by the 

h . EstablishBwntSectioafi i<hich h«d lost or mi^laced my agppliii
t^J'(^'f2^^ation^ Had this fact|| been )cnown|| prior to the issueoC

memorandum the authority concerned might have not signed or 
given his consent for the issue of a memorandum acconq̂ anied the allegation i^ch isnotbasedi on facts^



i

l a

(2)

>

^  request year hcnettr
t*; kladly — the pmiishment v tiich  la  tmm harsh in
the present eceneoiic crises and aXs* is net legally
Justified in view ef unfeunded allefatieas as eaplsinedi 
alwe and save service tm  29 yeari^ whidi I have
eazsttd with devetien te duty*

1^ further request that I may kindly lie 
^ven a: chance £sr hearinf alengwlth ray defence 
hel^r Sahani Ward Keeg^r under
AMV liefere deciding the sÊ ealjg ~
Thanking yea
dated 20^12^72 Sd/«iTej Bahadur

Yeurs faithfUllŷ j

fif**

■ Q  - / • 'S)
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annexure: n o «,

IN THE HDN‘BLE HIGH COURT OF 3UDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD
SITTING AT LUCKNOU®

Urit Petition No«9.....«f 1980

Tej Bahadur aged about 52 years
Ex* Issuer^ Petitioner

Versus V C .'

The Union of India through General
Manager Northern Railway,Baroda House
Neu Delhi and otherse d*«e Oppe.B.arties#

To,
The controller of Stores^
Northern Railway^
Baroda House*
Neu Delhi«

Throughs Proper Channel#

Sir,
Uith due reference I be# to submit

the review appeal for favour of kind perusal and

sumpathetic orderse
That I have been removed from service

byDC.O.S«/N«Bly fllarobagh Lucknou «ide his punish­

ment notice No. 2/6/595 of 12.11.72 due to long

absence®
That I submitted leave application 

supported with l^edical Certificates to DCOs/ 
Alambagh,Lucknou for the period of my absence but 

to my utter surprise and dismfy I was given to 

understand that none of ray applications have 
been received in the office and I have been made MicB- 

victim for not submiting the leave applications and^ 

have been awarded this severe punishment^;
That if your honour kindly go 

through the enquiry papers you will find that roost 

of the applications have been received and the 

charges against me without^inv^stigating into



J
5 * ^

*4 r

(2)

facts in detail®
That I have been interview uiith DCOS

and Rly« COS number of times and explained the charges 

of my long absence and convinced that in vieu of my 

uife.̂ s unbalanced mind and mindness it uas not possible 

for me to attend office as I uas the only male member 

to look after the family affairs®

That I have been always on honest worker

and pet forn.ed my duties to , the best satisfaction of my

superiors and there is no complaint from any one

regarding my uork# ,
That i I am a refugee and originally

appointed in North Estarn RaiH-ay, Cahors and due to

partition of India I migrated to India as a destitute

and hadto leave behind all my property and belonging

the re,«
. That uith great difficult I could cross 

the borders, .ith my family and settled at Uucknou uith 

your kind»ess and have been pulling on under great

strain#
That I have put in morethan twenty nane 

years of service in the Railuays and have alyays been 

in the good looks of my officers. I have always been 

performing my duties utfch devotion and had aluays

been level to the Government#
That I have devoted'best part of my 

life in the service of the Railway administration 

and have reached a matured age# It is difficult 

to get a job elswhere at this old age and I would®
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therefore, request your honour to review my case in

light of the facts above mentioned and give me a chance

under you to serve for the rest of my life®

That the punishemtn inflicted on me is

very harsh and painfull and I am starving uith my 

family in these hard days of economic crisis and 

spiralling prices of essential commodities®

That I would request your honour once 

more with folded hands to reconsider my case sympathe* 

tically and issue necessary orders for my reinstatement: 

else there uould not be any alternative for me and my ,

family to embrace pathetic death slouly*
Thaning you for your kind consideration 

and sympathetic orders® For this act of kindness I 

pray God for your long life and prosperity*

Yours faithfully;!

xej Bahadur 
27«1U73

Ex- Store Issuer ^
Office of the District Cont#Roller 
of Stores Rly Alambagh Lucknou®
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SPECIAL' P d W E R  OK A T T O R N P y

In the...,,............Court of...9?,9.‘*i f̂t .̂.4f“f.?f,steative

C ircu it lench, Iwoknow.

k
rfatei lS-9-89*

Tej Bahalui

VERSUS

Uaion of In^ia & Others*

....P laintiff
A ppellant
Petiiioner

X

Defendant 
Respondant 

O p p o site l^ rty

KNOW ALL MEN by these present that Cm (m)

 ̂Northern Railwy, New Delhi do hereby appoint and authorise Sarvshri...<S...S>..<^.\/.a^vvv^.,

..... ..................................................................... .....to appear, plead, and act for me jointly or
severally in the above noted case and to take such steps and proceedings as may be necessary for 
|he prosecution or defecce of the said matter, as the case may be and for the purpose to make 

jign, verify and present all necessary plaints, petitions, written statements and other documents 
compromise the suit, admit the claims and to lodge and deposit money in court and to 

bceive payment from the court of money deposited and to file and withdraw documents from 
|u rt and GENERALLY to set in the premises and in all proceedings arising thereout whether 

way of execution, appeal or otherwise or in any manner conr.ected there with as effectually 
I allintents and purposes as I could act if personally present. I hereby agree to ratify and 
ifirm whatever shall be lawfully done by virtue of these presents.

IN WITNESS whereof I hereinto sot iny hand this, 

lof . ............ ..................19 .

■ C ^ i

Pb. Bagh, DelUf-35-H,508/13— i:-8:-l000 F.

y
( I!TDEE SWAEOO  ̂ )

Chief Railway
A : .4orth3rn Railway 

- * '‘iroda "House 
Delhi.
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Court No. 1.

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, ALLAHABAD.
CIRCUIT BEl^H AT LUCKNOW.

*******

Registratioa (T.A.j No. 817 of 1987
(Civil Misc. Writ Petition No. 177 of 1981 of the High 
Court of Judicature at Allahabad, luckaow Beach, Luckaow.)
Hej Bahadur

Versus 
Union of India u others

*******

Petitioner.

Respondents.

Hon'ble Justice K. Nath, V.C.
Hoia*ble K.J. Raman, A.M.

(Delivered by Hon. K. Nath, V.C.)

Ths petition, described above, is before us 
under Section 29 of the Administrative Tribunals Act,1985 
for quashing the punishment order dated 12.11.1972 
(Annexure *1* to the petition) whereby the 'petitioner was 
reiTK3ved from service after holding a disciplinary enquiry.
2. / It is not necessary to go into the other 
details of the case except to mention that, according to 
tbs petitioner, be had filed an appeal dated 20.12.1972 ' 
(Annexure to the petition) to the Deputy Controller of 
Stores, Northern Railway, Baroda House, New Delhi, but 
the appeal has remained undecided.
3. Ihe petition was admitted on 14.9.1981 and 
notices were issued from the Hon'ble High Court, but no 
counter affidavit was filed till the case was transferred 
to this Tribunal;
4. On 2.1.1990, appearance was made before this 
Tribunal by the learned counsel fer tha respondents, who 
demanded a copy of the petition. Sri A.K. Shukla, learned
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couasel for the applicant, says that tha copy of the 
petition was delivered to the respdmdents' counsel, Sri 
SiS.D. Verma/ on that very date. No one is preserat on 
behalf of the respondents today. We are of the opinion 
that it would be enough, for thie purposes of this case, 
to direct respondent no.4 to decide the appeal (contained 
in Annexure '6 * to the petition).
5. This petition, therefore, is disposed of with
the direction to respondent no.4 to decide the pejtitioner* s 
appeal (contained in Annexure '6* to the petition) dated 
20,12.1972, if fiJed with the respondents, within a period 
of three months from the date of receipt of a certified 
ODpy of this judgment, if the appeal has not already been 
decided.

A copy of this judgment may be given to the 
learned counsel for the petitioner-applicant within 24 
hours.

iER (A) .. 
Dated; February 28, 1990. 
PG.

VICE-CHAIRMAN.
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Pandhi 0hau/an,O'-p.ResidGncy 
^  X J--C7 c / Lucknow — 

No.CAT/LKC/Jud/Ca/  ̂± L C jJ : J .^

T.A .N o , o f  /  ' ■]nn'̂  f j\

7  To

/

/'PFLl-A,\T»n
Wrarsus

Ĵ ESPONdent's
//

/

ho. b0.„ t«„.ror.ed by 
.-Under the provision of the AHministratiuoTribunal Act 13 nf Provision of the AHministra

■ rogisterod in this Tribunal as above.

Writ Petition Mo.‘_ /  ? ' /  >  ̂tu t •
of 19S j The. Tribunal has fixed date r.f

 ̂ —— 11./̂ ----hfiaarin̂ ”of the Court qf //. / /■ / I f€'/,

of Order dated 

- passeH by

^arising '(jut
j of the matter,’

I If nr appearance is made 

j on your behalf by yoan anme 

I one duly authorised to Act 

-----‘ plead on your behalf

.att.. „ui b. hea.d ,

, Give, under han-l acl „f tho-Triiunal thi 
"f ---- -1___.19S9,

this

ilinesh/

n
KPUTY REGISTRAR' ' , / /

/ /■ r r

J

/■-
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IN THE CENTRAL ADAONISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
ALLAHAIAD BENCH

23-A, Thornhill Road, Allahabad- 211 001

No. CAT/Alld/Jud/ 

T.A. Np;.^.Or*. .
S  A V i A

Dated th£

VERSUS
u  . ,o ■ X -  .

APPLICANT »S

RESPONDENT ‘S

^\<a A  ft. 0

Whereas tho marginally notdd casGs has been §

transforred bv L-*^0 Under tho

provision of tho .Administrativo Tribunal Act XIII of 

1985 and rGgistGrGd in this Tribunal as above,

$Writ Petition 

of t®8 . $
of the Court of VVi^j Cgj*/:! 

1^K.C arising out of order

datad
passed by_

4t‘

The Tribunal has fixed
date of 13-.9-^ l9 ^ V ^ o

hearing of the matter in

Circuit Bench, C.A.T*,

Gandhi Bhawan, Lucknow,
If no appearance is made 

on your behalf by yr»ur some
one duly authorised to Act 
and plead on your behalf

the mattGr will be heard and decided in your absGnce 
Given under my hand seal of the Tribunal this

1989.

_in $

day of

Amit/
)S,DEPUTY REGIS

y
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“  TMBUNAUflaWMADt iR C IJ T  BENCH, LUC KNOW ‘
■ ^  B haw an,0-.p ,R G 3idency

% Lucknow -

. .C A T /U q /3 u d /C B / } S  C’ D ated  th e  ; — . O.

T . f l .N n .  o f

tarsus
APFL::;OT»n

/••'a ■'‘0 7Xr
ĵ rSPONDENT's

M.< rjH  r^r'- r r / , r  ( & c„ ' r / o  / . ' < ■ \ , 7 / . /  -

■ '•': ’H i

T S t l T o t  ,3 'of i L  : the flH.lnistratl„c
Of 19^5 an. rogistcr.d In tw. Tribunal as abovo,

li'rit Petiticn No. ; ■'7'̂ y .r-y,  ̂tu t •
P.f Tgg Tribunal has fixsd date nf

j /g*" .- o  The hearin*'
j of the matter.'

• — — — ----.arising (jut I Tf n-

of Order'dated . /./, | is made

_____naasc. by------— ^  X™. a™e '
---  j nne duly authnrised to Act

**" _ / I
-» jf plead on your behalf

tha .attor „iu be beard and da.idod In your abaanca.
»

, Given under .y hani aaal cf the-Tribunal. tHia
----L^y-- -^ay of O  ^

dinesh/

T j /
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