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O.A. No, 200/88 (L)

Hon' Mr. D S ,  Mishra, A.M. 

Hon' Mr, D .K . Agarwal#J.M.

29/3/89

\

On the request of Shri Anil Srivastava/ 

learned counsel for the applicant the 

case is adjourned to 7-4-B9,

■.M. A .M .

(sns)
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0-A, No . 200 /88  (L)

6 /5 /9 1

Hon* Justice U .C^ Srivastava, V ,C ,

Hon' Mr A»B^ Gorthi^

We have heard Shri Anil Srivastava learned counsel 

for the applicant and Shri Anoop Kuiriar learned 

counsel for  the respondents. Judgment reserved.

A-M.

(sns)

V.C-
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Cr^NTRAL ®  MEN I STRATI V-E TRIBTJl^AL 

ALIAHABi© BENCH 

• • • •

Registration 0 ,A,. No . 200 of 1938 (L)

Zahid Ullah Khan . . ,  Applicant

vers-Qs

Union of India  and others . . .  Responcerts

Hon ’b le  Justice  U .C . Srivasta, V,C^

Hon*ble Mr A^B. Gorthi^ ______

(By Hon 'ble  Xr A,B . Gorthi, A..M,)

This is  an application under section 19 of 

the Adm inistrative Tribunals Act 1985, seeking 

exp\inction of the adverse entries in  the Confidential 

Reports for the years 1984 and 1985 endorsed by the 

D istrict  Magistrate B ijnor, respondent n o .4 , in respect 

of Z.U- Khan, the applicant,

2 . The applicant,an  employee of Harijan  and 

Social Welfare Department in the State of Uttar Fradeshj 

v.'as sent on deputation in 1981 to Goverm ent of India  

as Youth Coordinator, Nehru Yuvak Kendra and v-as 

posted at B ijn o r . While a t  B ijnor, he vjas functioning 

under, the D istr ic t  Magistrate of B ijno r  who was his 

D istrict  Controlling O ff ic e r . The applicant's  

grievance is that although he had been earning good 

reports throughout his career, in  the Confidential 

Report for 1984 and 1985, Respondaat K o .4  had endorsed 

highly  dan-)aging adverse remarks without any b a s is  

or ju s t ific a t io n . The adverse iremarks for th e  

year  1984 v:ere to  the effect  that the applicant lacked 

professional competence, organisational sk ill  and 

devotion to duty . H is intellectu al^  honesty and
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even his integrity were foimd to be doubtful. 

Siinilarly in the Confidential Report for the 

year 1985, h is  professional competence end 

organisational s k il l  were foiand to be of poor 

quality . His public  relations v?ere intended 

upon^very bad and further his in te llectu al^  

honesty and integrity  were once again found to be 

lacking . The applicant while alleging that the

remarks endorsed by respondent n o .3 v:ere highly 

subjective as he did not agree to cooperate 

v^ith r esponc ent n o .4 in some of his  improper 

schemes, K>as brought out evidence of his  devotion 

to duty and organisational s k ill  by producing a 

certificate  g i v e n t h e  Vice Chancellor of 

G .B^ Pant University of Agricultural and 

Technology, Pant Kagar dated July 12, 1986 .

3 . Ordinarily  this  Tribunal would be  reluctant

to interfere with the assessment made by the 

government o fficers  on the performance of their  

siiboroinates, u£iless malafides or other serious 

irregularities  are brought to our notice .

Shri D .S ,  Bains (Sespondent n o .4 ) filed  his 

reply affid=vit_^ B o & id ^  asserting^that the 

adverse remarks endorsed by him in the Confidential 

Reports of the applicant vjere based on his personal 

knov?ledge of the personality and vrorking of

the ^ p l ic a i  t and after  closely vjatching h is  

a c t iv it ie s . Furth er ,it  is stated that Respondent 

No. 4 vjamed the applicant orally a number of 

times regarding lapses on h is  part, but the 

applicant did not show any improvement even 

m arginally. According to Respondent n o .4
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he even took up the case with the  Govemmeit 

of India , Ilinistry of Youth A ffairs  and Sports 

for the tra n s fe r  of the  applicant. The counter 

a ffid a v it  filed  by the jResponcent n o .4 , hovjever, 

i s  conspicuous for its total silence on the facts 

and circumstances 'vhich prompted the Respondent 

N o .4 to make such highly danaging adverse entries 

^  in the Confidential Reports of the applicant.

4 .  Our a ttention has beencravn by the learned

covinsel for  the applicant to s decision of the

Chandigarh Bench of the Tribunal in the case of

Krishan Lai Sharrr.a vs . Union of India  end others

(1987) 4 A^T-.C^ 7 09 , therein it  v;as observed thus.‘- 

ti
xxxx It is not clear -as to hov; the applicant v’as 

indisciplined as no particular Incident v.’as 

mentioned or communicated to the petitioner.

It  was also stated that he was irregular, careless 

and casual but no opportunity, whatsoever, v.'as 

given . In the absence of these particulars 

and specially in th e background of the facts 

of this  case, these adverse remarks cannot be

sustained and are accordingly quashed." Sim ilar  

observations have been recorded by the Bangalore 

Bench of this Tribunal in P . Putta Ranqappa v s . 

State of Karnataka and others, (1988) L a b .I .G ^  1 1 3 0 , 

id
5 , Thot^applicant had been lEceiving good 

Confidential Reports during his career^ except 

for  the years 1984 and 1985.,ha;^i  ̂ not been refuted 

by the respondents. Keeping in view the v arious
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circxomstances brought out by the applicant and the 

in ability  of Respondent n o .4 to specify the facts 

and circumstances supporting h is  decision to render 

adverse renarks in the Annual Confidential Reports 

of the applicant, vje have no hesitation  in directing  

thot the adverse remarks in the Annual Confidential 

Reports for  the  years, 1984 and 1985 in respect of 

the applicant be  totally expunged and that the 

applicant be given all the consequential r e l ie fs .

We allow the application accordingly,making 

no order as to costs.

MEMBER CA) 

Csns)

May  ̂ 1991 . 

Lucknow.

VICB CHAIRM.^^
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t J  Particulars to be examined Endorsement as to result of Examination

1. Is the appeal competent? ^^3^^

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 c r \-A -^
been filed ? I /

3. (a) Is the appeal in time ? H /

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

r'

(c) Has sufficient case for not making the ___
^  application in time, been filed ? ”< i | |

4. Has the document of authorisation/Vakalat- 
0?ma been filed ?

5. l8 the application accompanied by B .D /P o sta l- " V t ^  .
0 ,d «  for Rs. 6 0 /-  ^

6. Has the certified copy/copies of the order (s) 
against which the application is made been 
filed ?

7. (a) Have the copies of the documents/relied 
upon by the applicant and mentioned in 
the application, been filed ?

(b) Have the documents referred to in (a) O / y V - )
above duly attested by a Gazetted Officer ^  0

and numberd accordingly ?



Particulars to% e Examined Endorsement as to result of Examination

( 2 )

(c) Are the documents referred to in (a) 
above neatly typed in double space ?

8 . Has tiie inclex of documents been filed and 
paging done properly ?

9 . Have the chronological details of repres­
entation made and the outcome of such rep­
resentations been indicated in the application ?

10. Is the matter raised in the application pending 
before any Court of law or any other Bench of 
Tribunal ?

11. Are the application/duplicate copy/spare cop- 
^ ies signed ?

12. Ai;^extra CO pies of the application with Ann- 
e x i^ s  filed ?

(a) Identical with the origninal ?

(b) Defective ? —

(c) Wanting in Annxures -—

Nos........................./Pages N o s .. ........... ?

13. Have file size envelopes bearing full add- .
resses, of the respondents been filed ?

14. Are the given addresses, the registered 
addresses ?

No-

15. .D o  the names of the parties stated in the 
r^opies tally with those indicated in the appli- 

cation ?

. .^16. Are the translations certified to be true or __ _
/ ' - ■  supported by an Affidavit affirming that they 

are ^ e  ?

17. Are the facts of the case mentioned in item V V -  
No. 6 of the application ? ( j ^

(a) Concise ?

(b) Under distinct heads ?

(c) Numbered consectively ?

. Whether all the remedies have been exhaused. ‘

(d) Typed in double space on one side of the 
paper ?

18. Have the particulars for interim order prayed 
for indicated with reasons ?

19
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In the Centraj. Administrative Tribunal, Circuit Bene
Sitting at L u c k n o w ._____________ . b IjZ C

Original Application No. of 1988.

Reaistration No. of 1988.

> Zahid Ullah Khan.

Versus

Union of India and others.

I N D E X .

•^plicant/
Claimant

-Respondents/
Opp-parties.

s . No. Description of papers.

■i
i

-V-

1. Application before Hon’ble 
Central Administrative 
Tribunal,Circuit Bench at 
Lucknow.

Page Kbs. 

1 - 1 6

2. Annexure' No.l: Aopreciation letter 
dated 12.7.86.

if

3.
It hb.2: Letter dt.18.2.86. iQ

4. tl
No. 3; Letter dt.11.9.86.

5.
II Kb. 4: Letter dt .30.1.84. 

to D. M.Bijnor.

6. tt No. 5: Letter dt. 9.7.84 
to D.M.Bijnor.

7. II No. 6: Letter dt.25.10.84 
to D.M.Bijnor.

8. 11 No. 7: Letter dt. 27.1.85 
to D.M.Bijnor.

9.
11 No. 8;: Letter dt. 9.5.85 

to D.M.Bijnor.

10. n No. 9: Letter dt. 16.8.85 
to D. 1 .Bijnor.

11.
It

No. 10: Letter dt.l6.9.85 
to D.M.Bijnor.

12. tt
No.11: Letter dt.27.6.85 

to D. ,¥.. 3i jnor.
-^9

13.
n No.12; Letter dt.11.1.85 

to 0 .M.Bijnor.
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S. No. Description of papers.___________ Page Nos.

14. Annexure No.13: Representation 
dt.11.5,87.

15. ft No. 14: Reminder dt.23.9.87.

16. II No.15 :Representation dt. 
11.5.87.

3 3

17. 1} No. 16: Reminder dt.23.9.87.

le.
11 No.17: Letter dt.19.11.87. '3>S'~

19.
(1 No. 18: Reminder d t .17 .9 .88. 3>4

SrONTrrURE’S^^P L IC A N T .

For use in Tribunal’s Office;

Date of Filing 

or

Date of receipt by Post 

Registration No.

I
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In the Central Administrative Tribunal, Circuit Bench,
Sitting at Lucknov-v.

Original Application No* % 0  O of 1988. 

Registration 1*̂0 • of 1988*

>

>

4 '

\

: J U J  a g  -10 ■ X ?

i |  'r l l  •

y.

BETWEhN

Ullah Khan, aged about 44 years, 

son of Sri Hamid Ullah Khan, presently 

working as i.ianager, xiajkiya unnyan Basti, 

Kalyanpur, Kanpur, U.P.

-Applicant/ 

Claim ant

rt IM jJ

1* Union of India through Secretary,

Department of Youth nffairs and Sports under 

the i.dnistry of nunian i^esources Development, 

Shastri Bhavvan, Wew Delhi-110011 •

^  2. State of J .P . through Secretary,

State Youth \1elfare Department,

Sachivalaya, Lucknow*

3* District i-'iagistrate, Bijnor*

4* Sri D.S.Bains, I*A-S.,the then District

Magistrate, Bijnor, U .P ., now Special Secretary, 

Industry, Sachivalaya, Lucknow-

-Respondents/

Opp-parties.
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DEfAILS Of APPLICrtTIQi'Ji

1. Particulars of the applicant :

i) Name of the applicant •• Zahid Ullah Khan*

ii )  Name of father •• Sri Harnid Ullah Khan*

iii )  Age of applicant •• Approx*44 years*

iv) Designation and Office •• a) Deputation to Uovt* of

in which employed or 

last employed*

v) Office Address

vi) Address for service 

of notice*

2* Particulars of Respondents:

of India as Youth Co- 

Ordinator, Nehru Yuva 

Kendra, Bijnor*

(1981 to 1987}*

b) Presently v.orking as 

Manager, Hajkiya 

Unnayan Basti, Kalyanpur, 

Kanpur*

> Rajkiya Unnayan Basti, 

Kalyanpur, Kanpur*

• Rajkiya Unnayan Basti, 

Kalyanpur, Kanpur*

i) Union of India through Secretary Department 

of Youth Affairs and Sports under the Ministry 

of Human Resources Development, Shastri Bhawan,

Mew Delhi- 110011.

ii )  State of U*P. through Secretary, State Youth 

'.Velfare Department, Sachivalaya, Lucknow* 

iii^ District agist rate, cijnor*

iv; Sri D.S*Bains, I*;^ .S ., the then District Magistrate,
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bijnor, U .P.,now Special Secretary, Industry, 

Sachivalaya, Lucknow*

3» Particulars of the order against 

whi ch application is made_J_______

The application is made for expunging the 

adverse entries for the years 1984 and 1985 

and also for payment of T*A* Bills*

i) Order Imo* with reference 

to Annexures, its date and 

by whom it is passed*

a) N0 .A .I9O II/7/ 8O-YS.I 

( Annexure-15) dated

19*11 *87 communicated 

by K*K*I\irti Under 

Secretary to the Govt* 

of India, Ministry of 

Human riesource Develop­

ment, Department of 

Youth Affairs & Sports, 

New Delhi*

b) No.C*28011/1/86- 

Y *S*I. ( Annexure~3) 

dated 11*9*86 communi-
I

cated to the Govt* of ' 

India,Ministry of Human 

Resource Development, 

Department of Youth 

Affairs and Sports,

New Delhi*

c) No .G*28011/i / 85-Y.S.; 

(Annexure-2) dated

— 2
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i i )  Subject brief

4* Jurisdiction of the 

Tri Gunal*

5* Limitation

18.2*86 communicated by 

K.c;.Kapoor, Deputy Secretary 

to the Govt* of India, 

v/iinistry of Human Resource 

Development, Department of 

Youth Affairs and Sports,

New Delhi.

. .  Expunging of the adverse

entries for the year 1984 and 

1985 and payment of T.A* bills.

. .  The applicant declares that 

the subject matter of the 

order against which he wants 

redressal is within the 

jurisdiction of the Tribunal.

The applicant further declares 

that the application is within 

the limitation prescribed in 

Section 21 of the Administra­

tive Tribunals Act, 1985-

6 . Facts of the case •

The facts of the case are given below •-

6 .1 .  That the claimant was initially appointed as 

Reformation Officer in Harijan and Social 

Welfare Department in the State of Uttar Pradesh.
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6«2 . That in July 1931 the claimant was promoted 

to the post of District Harij an and Social 

v/elfare Officer*

& .3»  That during claimant’ s entire service period 

in the Hari j an and Social V/elfare Department

J
in State of U*P. the claimant has unblemished 

and excellent service record to his credit and

-A.

his work was always been appreciated by his

superiors*

6 •4* That in the year 1981, the claimant was sent

on deputation to Government of India as Youth

Co-ordinator, Nehru Yuva Kendra and finally 

he v/as posted at dijnor v̂ here he worked till 

June, 1987, i .e .  t ill  his coming back to his 

parent department in the State of U .P .

6 *5 That though claimant was working on deputation

to Government of India but his district 

controlling officer wit'hin the district was 

District Alagistrate of that district* As 

District Controlling Officer, the District 

Magistrate, v\?as authorised to approve the tour 

programmes and other programmes undertaken 

by the claimant in his official capacity within 

that district, counter-sign the T.n* bills and 

etc* of the claimant and to write annual 

character roll entries of the claimant*
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6 .6 ' That within the State, the State Controlling 

Officer of claimant was the Secretary, State 

Youth Welfare Department, U*.P., Lucknow* The 

State Controlling Officer was empowered to 

, aoprove the tour programmes undertaken by the

claimant in his official capacity out-side 

the district of his posting but within the 

State of U.P*

t-

6*7 That in government of India, claimant was under 

the subordinationof Secretary, Department of 

Youth Affairs and Sports under Ministry of 

Human Resource Development, Shastri Bhawan,

New Delhi* nil the bills including T.a* bills, 

medical oills, etc* of the claimant, counter 

signed by the competent authority are sent to

- the said ministry for its payment* Here it may

^  be clarified that claimant was receiving his

salary through draft directly from the said 

ministry as the district or the State Controllinc 

Offices have absolutely no concern with it*

6*8 That claimant was working in riijnor on

deputation to government of India since 1982*

6*9 That in 1934 the then Sri O.P.Mrya, District

Magistrate, Bijnor was transferred from aijnor 

and Sri D*S.Bains took over charge as District 

Magistrate, dijnor but in thê c year 1986 Sri

______
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D.S.Bains was also transferred from bijnor 

and another officer Sri K.K.Singh took over 

charge as District Magistrate, Bijnor from 

Sri D*S»Bains»

6*10 That during initial days while wrking vdth

Sri D .S . Bains in Bijnor claimant had good and 

cordial relations with him but soon after 

claimant came to know about the real character 

and the multifarious, unfair and illegal 

dealings of Sri D.S*bains«

6 *11 That Sri D.S.Bains also sought co-operation of 

the claimant in his unfair and illegal dealings 

and tried his best that claimant should also be 

envolved in the said activities and be benefitted 

. /  (illegally) from it but claimant being an honest

sincere and dutiful person refused to co-operate' 

in the unfair and illegal dealings of Sri D .S .

I-
Bains*

6*12« That since the claimant did not support/

co-operated in the unfair andi illegal dealings 

of Sri D.S.Bains rather tried to perform his 

duties honestly, sincerely and more cautiously, 

Sri D.S.Bains became visibly annoyed with 

claimant and was keeping a grudge against the 

claimant so much so that he left no opportunity 

to harass the claimant.
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6*13 That it is not out of place to mention here

that while working in Bijnor claimant was not 

awarded any adverse entry by the then District 

Magistrate, Bijnor from whom Sri D.S.Bains 

^ took over charge or by the successive District

Magistrate, Bijnor who took over charge as 

District ;.lagistrate, . Bijnor from Sri D-S.B^hs*

h
6 »14 That while vwrking in Bijnor on deputation

claimant’ s v-ork was very much appreciated by 

his superiors and others except by Sri D .S .

Bains* Even Sri Kripa Karain the former Chief 

Secretary of J .? . and Ex-Vice-Chancellor, 

Pantnagar University appreciated the work of 

claimant very much and gave an appreciation 

letter in pursuance thereof* A copy of said 

appreciation letter dated 12*7.86 is being

annexed as Annexure No»l to this application*

6*15 That solely out of malafide considerations

and only to harass the claimant Sri D.S.Bains 

gave an adverse entry to the claimant for the 

year 1934 and again for the^ year 1985 which were 

communicated to claimant vide letters dated 

18*2.36 and 11.9*36 respectively. Copies of

letters dated 13.2.36 and 11.9*a6 are being

annexed herevath as onnexures Wo.2  and 3 

to this application.
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6.16 That before giving the aforesaid adverse 

entries for the years 1984 and 1985 respectively 

Sri D .S.Sains neither asked for any explanation 

for the same nor gave any v^arning to the said 

effect, nor made any inspection note and 

neither communicated any specific charges/ 

instances for the same*

6 .17  That a perusal of thd said adverse entries 

which v\/ere the only entries adverse in nature, 

in the entire service record of the claimant 

vvould itself indicate that it is given only

out of malafide consideration and are prejudicial 

in nature as the v/'wrk, performance and conduct 

of claimant was always found to be appreciable 

by his superiors and others except Sri D.S.Bainst

6 .18  That prejudice and malafides of Sri D.S.Bains 

v;ho was also the District Controlling Officer

■against the claimant are also apparent from 

the following facts*

18(a) That the various T-a * bills submitted by the 

claimant for his approved official tours 

undertaken were deliberately kept pending by 

Sri D.S.Bains in his office even without asking 

for any explanation if required from the claimant 

so that they may become time barred and after 

Sri D .S .dains 's  transfer from Bijnor the same
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were returned to claimant without counter 

signature on it*

18(b) That most of the requests made by the claimant 

in discharge of his official duties to Sri 

D .S . Bains were either deliberately not granted 

or delayed by unnecessarily diverting the 

same to A*D.M. who had absolutely no concern 

with the matter and in any case is of the
t

same rank as of claimant and who is not competen 

to report on such matters* Copies of some of 

the said letters are being filed heremth as 

Annexures l\o«4 to 7 to this application*

18(c) That several letters written by claimant in

discharge of his official functions to Sri D .S . 

Sains for signatures were unnecessarily diverted 

to other officials who have no direct concern 

with the matter* Copies of some of the said 

letters are being annexed as Annexures No*8 S. 9 

to this application*

18(d) That in many cases, even the orders were not 

passed by Sri D.S* Bains only oecause it was 

forwarded by the claimant* Copy of one of such 

letter is being filed herewith as Annexure i\b*10 

to this application.

18(e) That Sri D*S*Bains deliberately created hurdle;
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whenever he could cease an opportunity in 

discharge of claimant’ s official duty* On 

several occassions, despite written requests, 

claimant was not provided vdth vehicles though 

it was urgently required by the claimant for 

discharge of his official duty* Copies of 

some of said letters are being annexed as 

Annexures No.11 and 12 to this application*

6*19 That claimant made a representation dated

11.5*87 against both the adverse entries given 

by Sri D.S*Bains. A copy of representation 

dated 11 .5 .87 is being annexed as Annexure No*13 

to this application.

6 .2 0  That when no action was taken on the said

> representation dated 11.5*87, claimant again

sent a reminder dated 23*9*87 of the« said 

representation. A copy of the reminder dated 

23*9*87 is being annexed as Annexure No*14 

to this application*

6*21 That also aggrieved by not counter signing the

T*a * bills of claimant by Sri D.S.Bains,

claimant submitted a representation dated 

11*5*37 alongwith copies of T.A* bills for its 

payment thereof. A copy of representation dated

11.5*87 and its reminder dated 23*9*87 are being 

filed herewith as Annexures i^o.l5 .̂nri to 

to this application.
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6 .22  That upon making the aforesaid representations

the claimant was informed vide letter dated 
\

^19.11.87 that since his T.A* bills have become 

time barred therefore its payment cannot be 

made and the matter regarding his adverse 

entries has already been taken-up with the 

concern officials. A copy of letter dated 

19* 11*87 is being annexed as Annexure i^o»17

J  to this application'

6 .23  That it may here be clarified that the T.A« 

bills are raised only when their tour 

programmes are approved and if  the competent 

authority himself delays in approving the tour 

programmes, the official who undertook the 

tour should not be made to suffer for it-

6 .2 4  That in July 1987 the claimant was relieved

■A. from Government of India and sent back to his

parent department as Harijan and Social V/elfare 

Officer.

6 .25  That the claimant is presently working as

Manager, Rajkiya Unnyan Basti, Kalyanpur, Kanpur 

under Harijan and Social .'/elfare Department, 

Government of U*P.

6.2o  That claimant’ s further promotion is due but 

the aforesaid adverse entries for the years
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1984 and 1985 will create so many problems 

in the way of claimant’ s promotion.

6 .27  That when no action was taken in pursuance 

to letter dated 19*11‘87 contained in

Annexure No.15 to this application the

claimant sent yet another representation/ 

reminder dated 17.9*88, a copy of which is 

annexed as Annexure No.18 to this application*

6*28 That even when no action was taken on the 

representation dated 17.9*88, the claimant 

was left with no alternative but to file this 

claim application before this Hon'ble Tribunal*

7 . Details of the remedies ; jhe applicant declares 
exhausted.

that he has availed of 

all the remedies available

to him# details are as 

follows J-

a) Representations dated 

11.5*87 and 23*9.87 

contained in Annexures No. 

13 to 16 to this applicatioi

b) Representation dated 

17.9.88 contained in 

Annexure No.18 to this 

application.
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8. Matter not previously The applicant further
filed or pending with
any other court.

r

>

declares that he had not 

previously filed any 

application, writ petition 

or suit regarding the 

matter in respect of which 

this application has been 

made, before any court of 

law or any other authority 

or any other Bench of the 

Tribunal and nor any such 

application, writ petition 

or suit is pending before 

any of them.

9. Reliefs sought :

>■

In view of the facts mentioned 

in para 6 above the applicant 

prays for the following reliefs:-

(a) quash the adverse entries of 

the claimant for the years 

1984 and 1985 as contained 

in Annexures No.2 and 3 

respectively to this 

application or in the 

alternative direct the 

respondents to expunge the 

aforesaid adverse entries;

(b) direct the respondents not 

to give effect or suspend 

the said adverse entries 

contained in Annexures Ko«2 

and 3 to this application;
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(d) allow all other consequential 

reliefs;

(e) allow such other reliefs which 

this Hon’ble Tribunal may deem 

just and proper in the circum­

stances of the case and in the 

interest of justice; and

(f)allow this application with 

cost to the claimant/applicant.

10. Interim order, if prayed for ;

Pending final decision on the 

application, the applicant seeks 

issue of the following interim 

order :-

This Hon’ble Tribunal may be 

pleased to suspend the adverse 

entries contained in Annexures 

No.2 and 3 to this application 

so that it may not create any 

problem in the further promotion 

of the claimant which is due.
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11. Particulars of Bank Draft :

i) Name of the Bank on 
which drawn.

ii) Demand Draft No.

iii) Date

12. List of Enclosures : i^nexures No.l to 18.

Demand Draft of Rs. 50/- as 

Application fee.

Verification.

>

A .

I, Zahid Ullah Khan, son of Sri Hamid Ullah 

Khan, aged about years, working as Manager, 

Rajkiya Unnyan Basti, Kalyanpur, Kanpur, do hereby 

verify that the contents of paras 1, 2, 3, 6, 7, 8, 

11 and 12 are true to my personal knowledge and 

paras 4, 5, 9 and 10 are believed to be true on 

legal advice and that I have not suppressed any 

material fact.

Lucknow, dated, 
.10.1988

A P P L I C A N T .

Through:

( Anil Srivastava ) 
Advocate.

To,

The Registrar,
Central Administrative Tribunal, 
Circuit Bench,
Lucknov/.
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In  the Central Administrative Tribunal, Circuit Ji^ch ,

Sitting at Lucknow* \ T

1

neg • iMo • 

Zahid ailah Khan*

of 1983.

of 1983.

'Appli Cant/claim ant •

Vs.

Union of India and others* — ---Respondents/Opp-parties

_____________ _ A iv ivi P Y  n  vj c  ivT- i - - — ■ -  . I

A -I’

•y

Gram  .•/Pantvarsxty, pakinaoax

Krlpa i<arain 

^IC E  CHANCELLOR

■ / /

' Govind Pant

University of Agr’cbUure &  Technology

PANTNAl^lVR—263145 !

INDIA , ' '

No..........................................1
J-uJy

■ 1

It m m  IT >'AX ujKCEHl]

V

X

lUis is to ou-tify Uiat Shri Zahidnllal, Khan̂  Youtti Coo3rdina-&̂ r, 

Nehru loutli Kerid;-a, Bijnor, U.P., -ander the i'‘inistiy of Human 

Resources and Development (Department of Sports and Youth Affairs), | 

Govt, of India, has organised nine-days Youth Leadereh-ip Training '
--------- ------------------- - —---̂=5-------  ̂ - =»* ' ,

Camp from lat̂ t week of Fenruary, 1986, at .'this ;Universi'ty,4The

■  ^ •' '
Camp was a grand, success, owing mainly to dedication andeKsincete \

>
har(j(.'ork put in ty Shri Khan,

I have been highly l>ripresseJ by his zeal .utter devotion.

I vdah him all̂ ŝucces-s—i-n life.

( Kripa waraiTPT 
\S.ce-Cha:icellur 

12.7.1986



O.A.No. of 1983. \ ^

Regw'b* of 1983. 1

In the Central Administrative Tribunal, Circuit Bench,

Sitting at Lucknow* ' * ' r '

Zahid Ullah Khan* --- "Appli 0 ant/Claim ant•

Vs.

Union of India and others. --- "Respondents/Opp-partiesl

_____  A.ij.N E X U A £ No. I

A

<

&9gl9<;9ra4. 
Confident led.

Wo.C 280n/l/e5-Y.8.I 
Government of Indlo 

Mlniotry of Huaan Resourco D^volopacnt 
(Deptt, of Y.A end flporto )

j :
New Delhi dated tho I8th February, 1986.

X
Ji-

>

TV

Shrl ZahOd-ullah-KhflDy 
Youth Coordinator,
Nehru Yuva Keniira,
Bljnor.

Qubjaoti- i&iii.ual OoDfldcntlol Report for tho yeor 198^ 
Cooununlcatioa of odvoroo oomffleDto.

,Olr,

I am dlxootcd to oay tl^t tho Reporting Offloor 
hoo Dodd sevarol odvorso remarko In your Annual 
Confidential Report for the year 1964. Accordingly 
to this Report, you ^avo been found professionally in> 
ooapetent, lacking direction and foreslj'ht and h.'ivlng 
no organlsatiooal uklll. It hao been found that your 
dovotloa to duty and couinltment to Che tasks assigned 
to you havo b«?en only averaijej your human relations 
havo been very poor end public relationa have be«ua 
very bad. IntelLootural tionoaty has been umktlng in 
you. your croattvlty Is poor mid you had no liuuxratlvo 
quality. Your Inteejrlty hus also been reported to . 
bo doubtlUlt. 'Sh9 repeated oral warnings ol' tl'vs 
Reporting Officer could have offee ted no improvement 
In your behaviour and working.

B. You ere advised to smd your exijlanatlon, If any, 
lii this re^*,rd to this Department within a period of 
one Donth.

Y o u r s /i bfully.

Li it* V



In the Central administrative Tribunal, Circuit Bench,
Sitting at Lucknow* ^

O.A-No . of 1983.

iteg-i'fo. of 1983. Asl >/

}

■f-

>

Zahid Ullah Khan-

V s-

Union of India and others-

-Appli c ant/C1aim ant♦

--——Re spo ndent s/Opp-p art i e

'd £ No-

O'^nX^ontlQl*

Rt .C 28011A/8^-Y.8.x .
O o v o r n m e n t  of I n d  a ,

-f ’ . Ministry of Huoaa Resouroo Doyolopm«nt
^ (Daptt. of Y.A & Sports >

H w  Dolhi dfited tha 11th 8optoober,l086.,

8hr< Zahlddulliih Khany Youth Coordlnetor, Mdhrtt 
^U7e Kondra. Bijnor io hereby infolrntod that nlo 
Oonfdlentlal Report for the year X966 oontalaij »ho 
adTerso remarks ea Inllcated in the Annoxuro*> -

8« In ofi?e, Shri Khan wishes to represenl: 
against these remerks in his confidential reMrt 
ho may do so within 30 days of the. receipt of 
this meno.

(R.K.Salni)
Under aeoi’etary to the Qovt.of Ind.la

■ Shri Zahiddullah Khan, . 
. J  Youth Coordincitor,

X  Nehru Yuva Kendra,
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i  (a) Dob 8 xeporting ^̂ fl’ioer agree 

with all tliat is recorded under 
Pert II by the fi'icer. If not 
innuciexate preclsel;, tne extent 
of dls-agreeuent and the reasono 
thprwf.

/

■r

/  -J

(b) Qenrral comracnts.on the results 
achieved and the quality of 
knowled^jo, delo.^ated autharity 
and conceptual and prol'esslonal 
flkllla on the job.

8 .(  Comment clearly and In unambigous 
terms on the following attrlbutee 
of the Ofiioer In relation to hlo 
perfoiraance.

[ i) CommltDoent to the tasks assigned

^  il) Human relations (Hid conduct with 
his colleagues, superlrors and 
subordinates) and capacity to got 
wjrk done.

H i )  DeAiotlon to duty

Iv) Public relati^f^ ”(lncludlng
l l a 30 '.t with State Government/ 
district level departmait* o f 
tiie State Qove.nments.'

y) Intellectual honesty, creativity 
and innovative qualities -

>•
vl) Integrity -

3. PlGiiise Indicate if ô ; £iiv oi' the 
i t e m s  i n  . t h l -  /■ a r t  r.;’.o  r s  ; : > r t  
Officer arr o.j
o r  n r a l  o n  C '
£;i .1 ,nw e ,

£MS2SiSS*

He leoka orgenls&tiohol . 
skill. In training pjfogrQiujCi) 
effect on the portiolpe&co 
was found mlsd ng.

His performahoo ie of 
very poor quality. He 
laoks Initiative and 
professional ability*‘

Average

Poor

Average 

Very bad.

Lacks Intellegtual. 
hones try. Creativity v
end innovative qualities 
v e r y  poor.

-’otally doubtful,

Z VO not found sny
c-.a;!ent in thi- Ofi'lcer 

0 year unfic-r reforcnce
5 _jrovcrd hisnsolf to bi? 

A"./ irr€5.r»ns Ic-lo.

- M r ■■

, . c .... . ; IiIj
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VS'
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O.A.No. of 1983. ^
of 1983.

In  the Central Administrative Tribunal, Circuit Bench,

Sitting at Lucknow* /

Heg*i'fo' 

Zahid Ullah Khan*

Vs.

Union of India and others -

--- -— /\pp li  c ant/C1 aim ant •

---- Respondents/Opp-parties.

U R E No

J
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subject*- Explalnation to proposed adverse entry for the
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As kindly munlficl entry desired 'by you I  am hereby 

Bubiiltting lû  explnlnntlon to the mort nd-^ersa report made ■ ; ' 1
against by shri D«p* B a d s  the then Dlstt* Magistrate# Eljnor 
in m yC 'R * record.

During the course of my tv;enty years of service this has.' 
been the first occnslon that the Distt* Magistrate shri Banls \ -I 
has with a prejudice mind cast uncalled, for as-persious on mevj;,'-  ̂
not vith standing the facts that in my sphere of vork I  contlnuecV 
to perform my duties royaly» faithfully# dillgntly vith all n\y ,;|)| 
honesty and(itegrity* My previous report i f  perusad# they ,:^ll,:|^ 
speak of therms elf in my support* . .., . t... ^

Apart fron all that che officials vlth whcm I  vork and :

<
-A

t h 3  people ' ,."iaa I \jcrk and vjox'ked I f  aslced they all speak J 
highly of tas as oCficer of haiesrt/t;ltegrity and a man vlth i 
d evtiiti'atl oa to du cy  but It Is  piiiy that shri D*s» Banls vho had;J: 
no contacts vjith the public nnd i;ho vjas very fond of .sycophancy# 
also vjant frcm me to becane his sycophant and t'b unfair t h i n g s > 
for his ben<jfit vhlch I al^ ;̂ay3  refused to do for him# I  incurredl-; 
h is  displeasure and the adverse remark given by him in C-R • vas t" 
the result* I have in order to shift the truth I  have submitted 4' 
above and to e>dicunaratQ myself of the adverse remark made .against 
by the above said o££icer* I vould your honour to,ord3r that ;. 
enquiry by sano Impattial officer of your department ,or C V   ̂
a i^  §uch an enquiry \-joald, I cm sure vlll negative#*-whatever .'I 
Shrl JD'S* Banls has \jritten ag^nst me v;ith pr,ejudice, and communal 
mind# P/ ;c'(i.//V) )• > > 1-,.- 7̂-. '/. /'Az-iL'i,.'•..( î.y- uc>~v/>

f i^ P h  cco s-ate ccciei the
^rov3 .̂-crX: Lss'^e zo  n e  crr-.c-?r:^5 ofzicers

t al s c^rtifriTi^ ny
ppreciating my services . 

and documentry proof of hp.rr’.rL.-nont by jiiii Usaiis are attached as .• 
per list for your kind perusol * It  i s therefore requested you ' 
v iii persue the above said attached documents and after calling ' \
my service record your hcncur will order the delltlca &  ea^m ^icaxj 
of sue h uncalled for clxrr.s reTvar>cs* I f  there -was a can^J.'atnE^h«x,s 
no enquiry v-.s dona nor or el nor vrltten vam lng vas given®'': T 
Kxisxcharged by me vas truely correct on vjhlch I  travelled X Tel aim 0 
for that# he kept pending b ills  made time bar vlth oat written 
objection thus the pa^ai^ent held up* He vas the controlling o f J  
h is  jurisdiction vork^Vie kept, pending for other unnecessarily '‘j;I
V hen requested for dlsposDl [ b e c Q n e a n g r y ^ l J u e  to busyness 
official vork I could not reply early* He has no .proof for his.- 

- adverse report ore an:iginlary* Hy work is  tubecs one of the best ■work. 
in  India may ba saan or coiif.̂  rmed by nny one fran department .1x0

r u r i l  r -  A s  a b o v e  ^ A V D ( - A   ̂ _  Y o u m  £  a t  f . l i f u l  1 V ' -ivii!'/■ .yours faithfully •>,1-
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Dejliartment o|:;Y0uth Affairs and '

;Ne^';’t)elhi, dated the i9th IIoVcmi)er,

To

3 h r i  Z a i i i d  - i U l l a h  •

Di s tr ic t "Haf 1 j ah: • rc 2o cial :*/je 1 i';ar̂  Off icer 
District. H&airp.'lti’ (Ut*) ; V

Sir.

lettor dated 
xation order

I am directed to refer to yoi.i]
t'jid to say that your tray f _______

has already heeii Issued vide thlr̂  De^ar*^^::ent’s 
Offlco Order 275/37 d-\ted 3.8*87 (coniy enclosed). I

’dnr; pendinc'claisii df ;T.A. bV-lj it is stated {
that! as per rulesi"‘ the right of Govom-iient Servant - !
to TiA. bnd dailyfGillDvatiCOn is forfOitod or dee-inGd to 

fliave .DGC! . reliiiguishetl if tliv, '-"lo.ln . Is not nppff̂ x̂-ed -
v1.t;!in on© yeat'''after c6i"vu.oLion ’o l ‘ tiu.’ '

. "71 bh ■ vn f orencc tv ynur Ic I. tor rr;2;ard'’.n;: (iroMiiij-.ln);
•'nf adlverao 'entry bi.tiie ConLiMdcuEinJ. 'I'; '-.rt, I o’-i ;

to say that t!;c '-.i at ter h.-.s . -.d-i’o.v.V- ’ I c m . lalv..” ' n;;. j*
in.t'i GoiicornGd UJ Istric t I i i,l; I s Lr a lie /.} t -i ti? wori troll jjir̂  j
Offloor.

P

i

Y o ’ T.' f a:!. t i i L ' i i l . l y ,

( i v . k .  K i r t y )
Under clecretary to't’ri?; Govt, 'of India.
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In the Uentral Administrative Tribunal, Circuit Bench,

Sitting at Lucknow*

0 . A* No ■ 
neg • i'fo

of 1983. 

of 1983.

Zahid Ullah Khan- ..... ..... Appli cant/Claimant •

Vs'

Union of India and others* --

A N E X U rl E

-"Re spo ndent s/Opp-p art i e s.

No * 1 ^
! ■
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- IN THE CENTRAL AEMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL dRCUIT BSNGH,

LUOCNCW

O.A. NO. 100/89(L)

h

Z»U* Klian ———

Versus

Union of India and others

Applicant

Respondents

APPLICATION FOR SETTING ASIDE ORDER DATED 21.2 .90

FOR BXPARTE HEARING

The abovenamed opposite party no.2 respectfully 

begs to state as vinder

That for the facts and reasons stated in the 

accompanying Counter Affidavit it is respectfully 

prayed that the order dated 21 .2 .90  for estparte hearing 

may be set aside and the attached Counter affidavit may 

be taken on record.

Lucknow,

Dated;
J'j'A

( hjpop Kumar ) 
Advocate 

Counsel for opp.party No.2 .



IN THE CEI3TRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBU^L CIRaJIT BENCH^

LUCKNOW

O.A. No* 200/89(L)

Z«U« —

Versxas

Union of India and others ——

Applicant

Respondents

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT ON BBHALP OF STATS OF U,P. 

OPPOSITE PARTY N0«,2,

I ,  Srat. Maya Jagdish, aged about 41 years wife of 

Sri Jagdish Srivasteva at present posted as Section 

Officer in Yuva Kalyan Anxabhag/ Civil Secretariat, 

Lucknow do hereby solemnly affirm and state on oath as 

xmder

1.
\ y

That the deponent is the 3̂ jttcovx

and as such is fully conversamt with the facts of 

the case. The deponent is duly authorised to file 

Counter affidavit on behalf of answering opposite 

party no*2, True copy of the authorisation letter 

is being filed herewith as Annexure No* CA-1.

That the deponent has read the contents of the 

application supported with an affidavit of Z.U.Khan 

(hereinafter referred as an affidavit) and after 

fully understanding the same is filing this Counter 

affidavit to controvert the same.
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3. That the contents 6f the affidavit except para 6«6

do not relate to the answering respondents and the

same relates to the department of Harijan and Social

Welfare, Distt* Magistra^ Bijnor opposite party No.3

and Sri D«S. Bains«£y^ S n c e  need no coiraoaent. However

it  is stated that in the year 1981 the applicant was

appointed as ^outh Coordinator Nehru Yuva Kendra

Bijnor on deputation. It  is further stated that

o P- ̂
Sri D.S* Bainsoly the then District Magistrate Bijnor 

had recorded adverse remarks in the confidential 

report of the applicant for the year 1984 cuid 85.

The then District Magistrate Bijnatrr sent those 

confidential reports to the Government of U .P, and 

the same were forwarded to Union of India d l̂ly 

countersigned by Sj-i B.S# Saxena the then Special 

Secretary to Government and Sj-i M.M.Verma

Special Secretary to Govt, U .P , for necessary action. 

The photocopy of the letter

dated 12«.7,fi9 and. dated 163,87-

are being annexed herewith as Annexure No, GA-2 and 

G^-3.

4 , That in reply to the contents of para 6 ,6  of the 

affidavit it is stated that the same relates to the 

T,A, Bills regarding which relief No,(c) in para 

has already been deleated vide Tribunal’ s order dated 

7 ,4 ,89  hence the same are irreverent in the present 

case. However it is stated that vide letter No, 

122/Ali-86 dated 30th J\ine 1986 the then District 

Magistrate Bijnatir reported that the T .A , bills 

submitted by the applicant was false and the Govt, of 

U,P„ has only forwarded the same vide letter Nos, 

461/50-^.K,-17(N,Y.K,)/86 dated 10,3,87 to the Union 

of India for necessary action. The photocopy of the

cl
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letter dated 30,6.86 and 10.3,87 are being filed 

herewith as Annexure No. CA-4 and Ch-5,

5. That the file of the case was under process for

instructions and the same was received late from last

department therefore the Coixnter affidavit could not
if

be filed earlier and the delay /M ^ny  is^liable to 

be condoned and the order dated 21.2.90 also to be 

set aside.

Lucknow, TA
\990

Dated;
DEPOMENT

VERIFICATION

I , the cJsovenamed deponent do hereby verify that the

contents of this County affidavit frcxn paras ^
^  . afTT

to [Wfft^^STre ImiiasxsA true to ray own knowledge on the

basis of records and thfis>e of paras Jb©-

are believed by me to be ttue^ No pairt of it is false

and nothing material has been concealed/ so help me God,

<Cr?

DEPONENT ’

1 # K ̂  ’ U . 0 4 f ' Advocate- do hereby declare that

the person making this affidavit and alleging himself to be 

Sri'M/^' is the person who is known to me frcxn

the perusal of record produced before me in this case.

Solem^y affirmed before me'^n the day of 
1990 at \ a«m«/p.m, who has ^ e n  identified by
aforesaid,\

I have Xgtisfied myself by exaihining the deponent that 
he understand the contents of this \ffidavit which has been 
read over and^eaqjlained by me.
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BEFORE CENTRAL AEMINISTRATIYB TRIBUNAL, 

CIRCUIT BSNCa, LUOCNOVi.

O.A* No. 200/88(L) 

F .F .:

Zahidl Ullah Itan

Versus

Union of India an<a others

Applicant

Respondents.

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING 

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

The abovenamed respondent No,4 respectfully begs to 

state as under

1* That due to inadvartance the Counter affidavit 

could not be filed earlier,

2, That the delay is bonafide and is liable to be condoned.

Wherefore it is respectfully prayed that delay in 

filing Coiinter affidavit may be condoned and the attached 

Coxanter affidavit may be taken on record.

Luclcnow : 

Dated

Ti |Y\'s,M'A fiC>\
( Anoop Kiimar )

Advocate 
Counsel for the respondent No,4.



V BEFORE CEEJTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL CIRCUIT BOCH;
L U C K H O W.

II

OoA« £IO» 200/88 (L)

r s r

-tt'

Zahid Ullah Khan

Versus 

t^ion of India & others.

Applicant

Respondents

COUHTBR AFFIDAVIT OH BEHALF OF SHEB D^S, BAIHS  ̂

RESPOMPlSgT H0<,4 TO THE APPLICATIOBJ OF ZAHID ULLAH KHAHo

I# Sri Do S« Bains^ aged about 43 years« Son of 

late Sri B£ibu Ram Bciins# at present posted as Special 

S3cr@tary to U«Pe Government ̂  ii^ustries Dspartntent^

Luc}cnov7 do hereby ^leranXy affirm and state on oath as under ̂

(1) Tt\a.t the deponent is opp«party no«<i and as such

is fully conversant vjith the facts of the case« 

dep<»ent has read the contents of application filed by 

Zahid Ullah Khan (hsreinafter referred as an applicant) 

and after fully understanding the ssmQ is  f ling the 

Counter Affidavit to controvert the samee

(2) That the contents of paragraph 1 to 5 of the 

application do not concern the deponent. Hence no ccnsomentse

(3) That the contents of para 6(1) to (4) do not

concern the d@poneat<» hence no conments«

(4) That the contents of paragraph 6(5) of tl^

application is  not disputedo

(5) That the contents of paragra;^ 6(6) of the

af^lication does not concern the deponent# hcnce no 

caftro<snt8.

( contd«»«2)
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(6) l̂ hat contents of paragraph 6(7) of the application;

no c<»m@ntSo

(7) That contents of paragraph 6(8) of the ^plication ;

QO coocsnts«

(8) ^ a t  contents of paragraph 6(9) relates to the

deponent only in so far as it relates to deponent taMng 

over charge os District Magistrate« Bijnor. The deponent 

took over charge as l&strict Magistrate^ Bijnor on 

24«llel983 and relinqoished the charge on 2.7«1986.

(90i!) ‘̂"^^That the allegations made against the deponent in 

para 6(10)^ (11) and (12) are totally false« miTOhievious 

and atrociouso 13ie same have been levelled by the 

applicant to cover up his otm shortcoiaings and oisdoeds and 

to divert the attention of this Hon*ble Tribuna1« The 

allegations are deniedo

(10) % a t  cont^ts of paragraph 6(13) of the ^plication

does not concern the deponent# hence no cotmeats^

(11) That in regard to para 6(14) of the app^catio^l 

it icay be stated that the deponent recorded the adverse 

entries against the applicant purely on merit and on 

objective osseoiM^t of the applicant's mrlc and conduct 

during the reporting period* Tiie appreciation letter 

referred to by the applicant is of 12«7o86 tjhile the 

subjoct Riatter of the application relates to adverse 

entries for 1984 and 1985«

(12) That contents of para 6(15) are admitted partially

^ l y  to the extent that the applicant was given adver«30 

entries by the deponent in  the annual confidential 

reports for the year 1984 and 1985o The deponent recorded 

th3 adverse entry based on knovrledge of personality traits

(contd««o3)
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LUCKNOW

>3«=

a£id uorMsag oS tho applicaEtt £i£ter closQly mtcbirag his
I

actlvitieso

(13) in rogsrd to parsi 6(16)« it is  to b@ statod 

that the entirQs in question t^ore recorded in tlD smniaai 

cc^idonti£^l report of the applicant on an objoctivtsi 

assessDQ^t of the t^orh and condtict o£ the applicant o 

applicant m s  vomod orally a nisaber of tiises regarding tope 

lapses in his part but hQ did not icE^ove ev^en loarginally 

so much so that tho deponent was compelled to t?rite to the 

U ^o r  Secretary^ Govt* of lndia« Ministry of Youth 

Affairs end Sports«> Wotr Dslhi for transfer of tho 

applicant out of district vide DoO« letter KfOo 72/ST

dated 13c6.1985 - AnnQgure>-£ stating that the applicant 

has lost sensQ of balance and proportion and that thsre t̂ ere 

nusserous cosaplaints against him even regarding his 

charactere This \jao followed up by reminder dated 

3«I0el985 (Anneanare-XDo

(14) That contents of para 6(17) of the ai^lication 

is not admitted and it is  denied that the entries tTsre 

rocordod out of any E^alafide considerationo *010 deponent 

has no o^sssnts to offer on the averment of the applicant 

that his ^orK and conduct uae found to be appreci^le

by other officers« only thing the deponent can oay is 

that the entries recorded by the deponent sire baoed on 

objective assessment of the v?ork and conduct of the 

applicant during t he relevant period. Eie Character Roll 

of the applicant is maintained by the Administrative 

Department of ths applicant viz, Karijan and Social 

welfare Department of Govto of U*P« and that department * 

can c< :̂msnt on it« That Department has^ hot^ever# not 

been made a party by the ^plicant*

(contdo««4)



1̂

>
(15) That in rogard to para 6(18) (a ), the deponent 

BxihmXto that tho t?orh relating to ToA» Bills etc*is looked 

aftTor by a designated of£icor. DeM« does not look to these 

o tters  directly at his ot̂ n level» The deponent used to pass 

on all such papers with his orders to concernod officers 

the very s^ris day or nest day« The ToA, b ill of the 

applicant did not r ^ a in  pending i^lth the deponent o 

l!her€fore ray insinuation that the ToA« bills of the 

applicant m re Isept pending or that their payment m s  

with-held by the depon^t is not only baseless but also 

irrelevant in so far ao tho aj^lication relates to 

e^qpunction of ad^rse  entries at;>ardod to the a^licant in 

the years 1984.and 1985. In my caso« if  the applicant did 

not get pays^nt of ToA, bills in tino it must h a ^  been 

because of sooe particulars wanting or shortccnaing in the 

ToAo b ills , ToA, bills referred to by the applicant 

must not have been prepared and sul»aitted as per Govto 

orders/ao per rules os is evident f r ^  deponent *s DoOo 

letter no. 122/3'iT.'^/86« dated 30e6«86 addressed to the 

Secretary to Govt* tJ.p, ‘Youth l^lfare Dejsrtnent<> I<ucknow- 

AnnQ3ture-IIIe In any case the relief sought by the 

applicant in regard to ToA. bills has been ordered by the 

Hon'ble Tribunal to be deleted, ^merefore# it is not? 

no roore relevant*

(16) That in regard to para 6(18) (b) and (c) of the 

application it may ^  stated that as Collector and District 

Magistrate the <^ponent called for report from Ae^«H. (D )/ 

□istHrict Development Officer or their concerned officers to 

ensure that the work is executed as per Govto Ordors/ruleso 

It is incorrect to say that the report was called for

from other officers to delay the matters«

(17) That contents of paragraphs 6(18)(d ) and (e) of 

the application is not admitted. AnnoKureHo. 11 and 12

a



y

fiiod by tbQ applicant do sot bsarout the allQgation of 

the applicasato On the contrary orders of th3 deponent 

on i^esure  11 fllod by ths applicant would chcm that the 

dcpon®E3t had pa6scd orders to malse ’̂ chicle available to the 

applicant on the same date on t^hich the note t̂ as put up 

by the applicanto anothar note dated l6@o@S ^noxure il« 

from the applicant for a vehicle, it  was e^uired  as to 

t?ho had fiiiced the prograstm3« The applicant submitted a 

note in reply on 5«@»85 but nothing has been iM icated 

as to final outcoc^ in  the eatter., it is^ therefore# not 

possible for the deponent to offer any comi&entSo Annexure 

12 is a note dated 11 ,lo 1985 fr<m the applicant asliing for 

vehicle fo r  ttjo days on 17 & 18 January, 1985e It vfould 

be evident frcn the notings on this ^om^ture that orders 

were given to oatee a vehicle available tiO the applicanto

- 5 -

I

O '

<18) That contents of para 6(19) of l̂ he af^lication

needs no cososentse

(19) That in regard to para 6(20) of the applicationc

it Kay be stated that the representatic^ of the applicant 

against the adverse entries wore referrted to the deponent 

by the Do£io« Bijnor in  January« 1989. *^e depon^t 

required records frma Bijnor for sending his coments, 

Cox^lete rccords have still not becoi!^ available. Efforts 

it is said are being made to locate anja collect thoo. 

^Annexure IV)

(2O0 ^ a t  para 6(21)# (22) a^d (23)> the applicant's

clain regarding payment of ToA« bills has not been admitted 

by the Hon*ble Tribunal and ordered td be deleted, Hessce 

no coinsnents on this para of the application are subsoitted,

(21) ^ a t  contents of para 6(24) dess not concern the

depoEcat,
(cOntdo.,6)
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(22) coQteiits oS para 6(25) does not concern 

the doponento

(23) That contents o£ para (26) does not coi^ern the 

deponent«

(24) That contents o£ paras ^6(27) and (28) needs no 

c(»c!ftsnts« as neither the representation dated 19ello87 

nor r^ninder dated 17»9.88 referred to tks applicant, 

is addressed to the deponent«

(26^ That theK^rk and conduct o£ the applicant had 

not been upto the mark and the aS^rse  entries given 

to him in 1984 and 1985 represented the honeot assessment

 ̂o£ tho deponent regarding the ^ r k  and conduct o£ the

applicants TheoQ iiere con^laints against him £r<m public 

about his t̂ ork sad c3nduct« The papers relating to their 

complaints are not forthcoming and efforts are being 

made to locate them as tTOuld be evident frcxa DoM, Bijnor's 

letter Mo. 398/^^.

Annexure XV«

.1989 dated 6«9«89. Copy annexed as

"?•

■<rr

(26) That the depon^t furthar subtaits that the 

various ^ild  allegations that have been i^de by the 

applicant in paras 6(9)« (10) and (11) of the application 

are vague £ale@« unfovsided and presumptive and 

bearout the mental make up of the applicant» The deponents* 

letter dated 13<>6.85 (^mexure-Z) addressed to th© llhder 

Secretajry to the <^vtoO£ India« Ministry of Youth Affairs

& Sports# liet? Delhiregarding  applicants* ^ansfer  refer 

to this aspect of his personality« The applicants* 

intellectual level and his capabilities tx>uld bo evident 

from a ^ r e  reading of his representation regarding advors© 

entries- Annexure 13 of the application« On one occasion 

the n i^^S^^pp licant even sulmLtted a draft of his own

( o3ntd.««7)
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- 7 «

CoRo to ths doponont to ba signed by hlD (SeponeE&t),

A pitoto copy oftho sara® 4s annejoDd as hxmoxvxe V to this 

urltteo statemanto The deponent« hotjover^gave his o«a 

i m d e p e n ^ n t  a s s e s c i i E ^ n t  tho entry« There i s  ^  i ^ r i t  

im tits applicant *’s allegation that adverse entries 

Cere given out of ray annoyance as^ grudge against the 

applieaEtt or to harrass hic3« The entries given by the 

deponent to tho applicant have b^en given tfith all the 

scsnse of responsibility attached to a reporting officer 

and the entries represent true a^d correct assessment 

of the tjork and conduct of the applicants

Ziuchnow i Qa ted t 

/ L ^
4 ,  lO . .1989

Deponent

VERlFICATlOSg 

Do So Bains# the abovenaaisd deponent do 

hereby verify that the contents of this Counter i^fidavit 

frcm para 1 to 2G are true to my knot^lodge on the basis 

of records. 0o part of it is false and nothing material

has been concealed^ so help ^  God.

Signed and verified this 

1989 ot £*uclcnô o

Luclcnot? sDatcd s
A___

4  . t o  # 1 9 8 9

day of

I know the deponent personally uho has 

signed before me.

..... .........

^Um, ■'it, &oy)r- c?̂- UJP ,.V\ viu-e

on tie  i-f.Jl- .................
at ?(M. - -c-

of .. . Oa.vO’-TnsA-....

/.Co^

Recetv 1̂. I '

Judcia'

/ V J . . ha.

( K . D .  SRIUASTAVA ) 

30INT -SECRETARY 

HONE DEPARTMENT 

SECRETARIAT

I n,’, dgponeot has read the affHlavu 

CDd uB4<f#tftnds the conteoto thereof

Boled A  ' X  -
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O.A.NO.

BEFORE THE AttllNISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL CIRCUIT MMCH# -

LUCKNOW

Zahid Ullah Kha

Versus 

Union of India & ors.

ANNEXURE NO, — i

• • • •  Applicant

Respondents

S o .  ix /S /-

ik) aia ^ S e  fiao^?£ei5

X & Q U o W v^ f e  BCs6 pO S^ 0 ? \k llo a S p  : 
^rG2>o?feioB an£ ^hofo esQ aiafeoyettc ©®:^EoiE!^o 

QgolSofe o ^ B  sososaiQG feio eho&cs^p^ 

qj7 o f t o ^ o  ^  £s^pc?os^ 0  Ji0 ?o g©ao aa vpicao SS ib  
;,Ra ^  ^ ^ ro o d *o £  th ta g o  ho 16 HaooflilQ^Qlj? 

o h i f M  fpOB OtiJUj tSiotoofeo Ba J?oo  ̂ fep fic^o ao^ 

fiesGiwo to  yo aa ia  fte asy f lo M  p e s ^  Yea o ro ^
^^Q^QforOt, r o q i^ s ^  inBBSfiHetcSy g o t hto^roiJBfOFSC^l 

OW  ̂ o f  th£o ^£o^rS6feo ~ '
, - ' . ' '^VEPQ sineoFoSyp

Oe4 S o ^ o E ^ ^ o  '

CteSop gbsso^oioZ ^  0^ S^iO o
SogocKSEOQ^ Qf ^caOh C i£ 2 a l^  Ct 

SteiOBo '

\
\.

i.

,-l



),A.No. 200/84

BEFORE THE AEMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL CIRCUIT BENCH,

LUCKSOtt^______

Zahid Ullah Kha • • • •

Versus

Union of India & ors.

ANNEXURE N0<

• • • •

Applicant

Respondents

- i, ■; f ; ,  >  , 

o ' '

3oSDo88 V

■ : " " n .

■ ;  ■I

■f-
\\

!K)OP , V ';

PleasCr ^  t:^  © o&  5l«^top H’0o?2/SS 
13©Qo88 rd g e rd ln g  tre fto fo p  ®f S r i fc h if io  

tJ lla h  RfeaBo Ydttfeh CfeDr^lQatpp fr© a  th io  f i lo tP ie ^  
JiiD ©raopo ©f hi^ tra a o fo p  fp&D th is  
hsvQ bsQQ pQcQlteflo K l i^ ly  

Yo«Po s la s o ro iy p
•r?

CPoSftBalnoJ

Sra KoKoE&rttyo
tJbdop SoarQters? t$  © f *w»4.po
Uopoptaoat o f  Tenth A ffe lr o  €t Spbrtoo 
Shao^Pl Bhnwoop Kiw D o lh lo  J\

,/
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BEFORE THE ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL CIRCUIT BENCH^’ >
. " ' n ..'' . * ' f.LUCKNOW

Z&hid Ullah Kha

Versus 

Union of India & ors.

j  f - f  if.M K  i  ''■■ Ak^NNEXURE WOv &

).A.No, 2 00 /8# ^^  ^  A  "
' * r ■> -..

• • ' Applicant',

• • • • Respondents

?j5rrOT^. <T0 \V ^  A rfn - 86
1?? rOicnrT 

■rcHT̂ ": m 30. 1936

y

q t V(T

^  rfT'iT JffrTT -̂rq-f f* ‘Tr̂ T̂ ^  f-Fq f

'tr' 5rr.v;i-UM/5o~^3ro-iv 11 ivHqr^!iA]6
o r  r>' -.

■ - »  .; ’

f ’: - n V  2 6 - 6 - Be - T  fT ^ s f r ? \  z . J  ^  u : f |  .J-,. r i 'P T ^  ^

3- Phi v-mr ^ ft- brifr t. a n r  amrr ?rr4 #*4t  

,«;i- 'fir  jrrlri -YiTr t  ?t?it ::^p-

■fFciffr. Fixc ^  ’T' irr t  :3it? ¥ itrn f^frn

^ (̂?î  nri^r^i ?T9r -v̂isri :.t 5 tttc ’̂ r îTt:

..R T  3rr̂ i' f ^  iti v:‘ - ^

-i". t-:-. ^  fi

,:'■ ;if ^ 'T; ;;TT^r r fT

i l  /rrr "-rot \9zu -A' j f \ r n  j t T f ^  ? ^ n  <5t 

Ui'l Jvi .TP̂ Fir ^  ^Td^Tin-

:: -̂ ;ii 1903 ” ■ 'tr rrer rv^ f t '

 ̂ -̂ " 4  7; :‘f r  UT rrr ,t

" T  r ? T  c  "T:: U r  j f y ^ i  | i  ^ r _ n '  : j ' i  .TP - ^  f.

' n'^ ?r q;̂ :c

5f.

I^i :rav=!-;i

Fii- rr^rrni,
Fr̂ ;;u.

T ' - - '  :  ' f  r f r  '.
V. ; \ ^  . J  » •.! ' ■ ■ p

rj T] iTr^rA ?M-rr-i.
VA IM  I

* rsi
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O.A.No, 200/84

Zahld Ullah Kha . . . .  Applicant

Versus

Union of India & ors. Respondents

AHNEXURE WoJ ^

riT H c ifttT  c r r fq i /9 '0 3 i0 - l9 8 9
I'̂ iF'tTiLfiliTTT

qfprth^ 1 <T-

6  , 1989

uTTTI?^'JotTT n̂* aTcpT?[T=̂  'f ^ T

fq^^Btr ^  feuftei'^fiT gfr ^  ^  uit h^t t  3rrq^
'  —  _ C \

STYT W  e 3Yi  ̂ ^ T r T  b 371

W  ^  s r r ^ ^  ?Toi 16 ^  fiTTr(n^tct Qr^i“8 wA~^)%

STTT £fl' m* ^ ^  ?T^SRJ ^ pPRTn fffrnriltn 5iqY

1^TlyiTTfi'Elqorro8fqui^ ^  ^  ^  

sTTTî f̂ 'frip f|F? "Rii? ^  ^ I m rrr
V 3  c \  ^  v a

^ qTPTTTa SPiT •felTltT^nYtrfeorro^ ^  ^ t h iT  ^ 

et Hit % I ^  fde gTTT 5 T W n  ^ Jfro •

oTfirnij^rRl- #  Tom ^  fc' I w  ’̂ vT ^fst[tjrni

■f^Ti^Tni^ ■’il>’ (Jmt 1% j-rnî xM 'i&Pq; In? 'pr^fn
\ 0  »  G \

M t ‘ fq o  9 - 3 - 8 9  €t t  1 ^ #  j f r l ' j t T f t r  :-mf̂  3 #  '

%(rnT '̂ ^  - .  r~ --nT 3V T̂c- ?!Vfi \s  ̂ ^

3]T̂ t:it -fr̂ i ^ ?rf^ ^  THT I  1 !;ri r̂r ^ fit

c p T ^  S T T k  ^ n  f s r r  ^ ^ tf  d '  -fae n  ^ E T  3 T ? : ^  f r y 1 r
VO  C\

<--f- r~TETcf pi' I I ?r JTi^r rrrnr wt Tir & nerr gn ?t?r7
'  . V J

5 n  ^  q i l i f  3 r f ^ i i  3 M T r f y  ^  n r  ^ g r  t  i

SiTTo STTT ufffcn Tri #  1t;rrni n̂ iiFLrr

% o ^  n  F r r ^ . T T ^  i m Y t i T  h t ?i  q i r  ^ c T  ^  i ^ f r  3 r i ^
c ,

^ ■ r r i T  q f f i T R  1 ^ n r  i f t T  l P:T  3 ( a ^ i n  o T T T r - n r

BEFORE THE Am iNISTRATIVE TRIBUMAL CIRCUIT BEHCH^

LUCKNOW

3i-M y^ 1 qTi'r nei 'I' 1

c t C ^
?iT. fl'oW.u -̂RT, S ?r:"ra rFcT̂ r s

m  dcT^ooy0 nTri^,
1
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OoA.No. 200/86 / ^  V

BEf'ORE THE ADHINISTRATIVE TRIBOHAL CIRCUIT fEHCH*

LUCKNOtJ

Zahld Ullah Kha

Versus 

Union of India & ors. • • • •

Applicant

Respondents

AWNEXURE HO.—

.. Zaliid'Ullah Khan 
Yuth Coordinator N ehru Yuvak Kendra 

®i jnor*

y
^^e ^c te d

confidential report you wait to send for IJie ysar 1984-8^

In this C(»inectjon you have demanded from me ttie necessary
11 . .

as per 5n stracjdon,j^ 1 am seeding oll^ along with end© 

in thic letter* Thgsiking you for ai early actioa»

sores

.'T Snclogure all concerned PaPers of
CoRo

'I

SttI par sh221 Singh Bgjag

Io5\. So
Dist^ Magistrate 
B ijnori

Yours faithfully 

( 2&hid UlfSTKhsi)

rf-



r Dlstto Magistrate 
<1̂  P M n o r U ^ o

By-»tt!R3—
Yuwa Kalyga Sachive 
Uttar Pradedn Sfela^sji 
Sachlvalaya LucHaow

7

No« Dated

Sub'ject*- Writing reviewing of Annual ConflSential r ^ o r t  for ttia year
1984 o£ Shri C  Zahid Ullah Khga Youth Co-Ordinator Nehru Yuvdi 
^ ^endrB  i jnor* UoPo 

f > ' ^
S i r ,  rr ' - - -

In oobeJJj31cs-o£ the Govtp of .India dep artnent ©f sEWts lo t t ^

^ N©ii Co 280l 1/1/85 Y &  I  dated Pet>o 4^ 1985 ©n the s ubject noted cbova^ 

.^rom Shri KoKo Kir under Secretary Ggvto of India Departmsnt of_Sports
A '

N<iew D e liy ^ d S e ^ ^̂ *̂  a i d  coPy of

P^r±--3Scr^Gssessnrant ©«£-lS 

rArnyf^1na»>tr

-Of

&  bavo tip higriour forvngd herewltii

L a

a r t  for the~~7̂g<tar 19lB4 

ohrti YyveX

«h-Kh£a— 

per SMI al date 

sSfy~bction 

dGp^'Orrsit

Vott-mcqr Wndly give ;tt^^^emar)^ oa pt$ Part IVth (enclosed in 

blank as revievdng officer esd asnd all these eencoinulxiQ. documants to tha

depar-brent ©f gports Go "srto of India  for necess ary actiea#

B n cH * As ^ovs*^
^  la ttH> copies

No< ,/^YK/

Xours faithfully

I Do Se B ̂  g)
Dlstt- Magistrate 

Bijnor UoPe 
Dated*-

^  Copy forwarded W s h a i  KoK<, Kirtl^Under Secretary Govfe ©f
IndirL-De!?Hr^--Qf_̂  Sports c Shastri Bhawan^ New Delhi for information

refeTTgA:jLec^gC3

( D» S* B sn g)

Dlstto Magistrate 
Bijnor U*P.

V-
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V  .......................... .. -- : _______ : -----

P a r t i n  Assessni^.t ef K ̂ or ting QfflQero

» lo Does Reporting officer
sgree vdth all that is recorded 

, ijnder P#rt t»y tte officer.
I f  n^t 0 ©\uBierate Precis ely the
extent of disagreement and the
reasons therefore Yes

:i

(b) General comments on the results 
achieved . tf»d the quality of 
peirforiTtgace and application of 
hiowledge» delegaOsd authority 
and conceptual sad professional 
s}dlls cm the job* Good

2o Comment clearly and in unaibgiguous 
terms on the following attributes 
of the officer in relation to his 

^  , per fopnanceo

1) Conwltmeit tb the tasJcs assigned? Good

11) Devotation to duty« Good

ill) Humen'rel*^tion SL. (h is  conduct vith 
hi s" col l e v i e s  * superiors and 
subordinated end capacity t© get 
vork done) _ ^Good

iv) Public relations (including liaison 
vdth state 6ovem msit/disteict level 
department of the Stŝ ite Governments Good

v) jntellectaal honesty# creativity and
firmovatdve quail tie So Good

vl) Int:egrityo Good end satlsfact©
ry Integrity certify

^  3« Please indicate If on ejty ©f the Items
^  this Part the Reporting officer 

ro ' administered m y  iJrittsn ©r oral •warning
oa iaO Cox© selling snd how the o f f ic e  
reacted thereaftero

;

*fen ature of the reporting offic

Name ln Bl®e}«-------
le tte r a_,.

Designatioi c- Dlstt*Magistrate
Bljttor XJoP.

Date«-
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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
CIRCUST BENCH

LUCKNOW.

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 200 of 1988

ZAHID ULLAH KKAN ................  APPLICANT

v js

UNION OP INDIA AND OTHERS . . .  FESPONDENT.

REJOINDER TO COUNTER AFFIDEVIT FILLED BY 

RESPONDENT NO. 4.

I Zahid Ullah Khan aged about 45 years 

son of Shri Hamid Ullah Khan working as Manager, 

Rajkiya Unnayan Basti, Kalayanpur, Kanpur do herieby 

solemnly affirm and state as under*-

1) That the aforesaid person is the applicant

himself, as such he is fully conversent with the facts 

and circumstances of the case*

2) That the contents of para 1 to 8 of the

coiinter affidevit do not call for comnents as they 

do not controvert or deny the statements mad^^n the 

original application by the applicant.

3) That the contents of para 9 of the counter

affidevit are categorically denied and those of paras 

6(10 ),(11 ) and (12) of the original application are 

reterated as correct. The respondent has failed to show

' (Contd.................. 2)



s  :

or cite any example for alleged short - cornmings 

and misdeeds as alleged while on the other hand 

the Hgpp applicant was given commendation letter 

by no less a person than the farmer chief Secretary 

of the Goveimment of Uttar Pradesh and which is 

filied as Annexure No, 1 to the application.

4) That the contents of para 10 of the

counter affidevit do not call for comments •

5) That the contents of para 11 of the 

counter affidevit are denied. The conduct of 

Respondent No, 4 as stated in the body of the 

original application will show that the adverse 

entries for the year 1984 and 1985 were given to 

the applicant only out of ill-will and malafide 

considerations against the applicant. However,the 

contents of para 6«14 of the origiaal application 

have also not been denied in the said para,

6) That the contents of para 12 of the 

counter affidevit, sofar it is contraty to para 

6,15 of the original application is categorically

^  denied and those of para 6,15 are reterated as 

correct, the adverse entries were given only out 

of malafide considerations.

(Contd,............ 3)
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7) That the contents of para 13 of the

counter affidevit are categoricaly denied* The 

applicant has absolutely no knowledge of the 

letters dated 13-6-85 and 3-10-85 filed as 

Annexure No* I and II to the counter affAdevito 

The answering respondent be put to strickt 

judicial proof that the alleged letters are

geniine letters* Otherwise also the 

character, behaviour and the work of the 

applicant was so bad than bhy he was not chargesheete 

or any show cause was asked from him or at least 

he should have been warned or informed in writing 

instead why he was allegedly only warned orally 

as stated in the para. I f  his work and conduct 

was so poor, why the Respondent No* 4 did not 

choose to give him anything in writing or any 

eni^uiry was set up to evaluate his work*

8) That the contents of para 14 of the counte

-r affidevit are denied and those of paras 6,17 of

the original application are reterated as correct,

9) That the contents of para 15,16 and 17

of the counter affidevit are denied and those of

P para 6,18 of the original application are reterated 

^  as correct. The log book of the vehicles in question 

^ will show that they hws were not utilized by the 

applicant because they were actually never made

(Contd,............  4)



available to the applicant,even when the said 

orders were passed, it was passed with such 

timings/ intention that it could not be made 

available to the applicant.

10) That the sisimlmz contents of para 18

of the counter affidevit donot call for comments*

11) That the contents of para 19 of the

counter affedevit are denied for want of knowledge*

A

-f

12) That the contents of para 20 to 24 of

the counter affddevit do not call for comments*

13) That the contents of para 25 of the

counter affidevit are denied. The actual position 

has already been explained in par^ 7 of the 

rejoinder*

14) That the contents of para 26 of the

coxinter affidevtt are denied and thoSe of para

6 (9 ), (10) and (11) of the original application 

are reterated as correct. The documents annexed 

alongwith Annexure No, V to the counter affidevit 

aare also categorically denied being forged. The 

applicant specificaly states that he has not 

enclosed any shch docximents filed alogwith Annexure

V  No. V to counter affidevit rather he had suJBmitted

* . the informations which

were asked from him in connection ±k  with his 

confidential report. It is also not out of place

(Contd, 5)
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to mention here that the applicant was not required 

to write essays on English or he was required to

be very profecient in English as part of his duty
i

rather his duty was to

(a) to organise and lookafter Youth Club

arrangements in blocks etc,

(b) to XB organise sports and cultural

activities

(c) to organised Youth Camps,

(d) to organised to give Vocational trainings

to Youths

(e) to chalk out progarammes and schemes

for welfare of Youths and to implements them,

and other activities consmected with the aforesaid

Dated 28-1-82 and the infor- 
roation annexed alongwith Annexure No, V for the year

f being filed herewith as Annexure No, R-1
and R—2,

It is also not out of place to mention

here that the applicants' work was always found much

better than his contemporexies in other districts 

and that is why he was io=always appriciated by 

his superior officers except the Respondent No, 4,

liucknow j

D a t e d * (Zahid Ullah Khan) 
A P P L IC A N T ,

(Contd............  6)



(
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VERIPICATION

I the above named applicant do 

hereby verify that the contents of para 1 to 

14 of this rejoinder is true to my knowledge*

Lucknowo

Dtited*

IA \ ^

(2ahid Ullah Khan) •

-f
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Nov Delhi dated tho 28th January, 1982^

m ̂  
A . Q

The Yoi;th Coordin'.-. tors
'.4

■ 1of Nehru Yuva-k iCDnciras, ''

o-obioctt- Writing and roviov/ing of Anmal. Confidontlal RoportG -i 
for tho year 1981.

Sti'/Madam, ' • fl

X am directed to invito'your'attontion to this' 
ilnistr-y's letter "^o, 0 ,28011/1 /81.-NSY,X datod tho 26th 

. •^ptomberjlSSl on tho subJoct^ ii>enti oncd alDovc'-and to say j.
from the year 1980 (I'oportinp year) it was decided '

;:iat tho anrraal confidential r'oports of tho Youth Coordinators
* '’ould ho writtoti by tho Celloctbr/rjODirb/ CoiiiKlssio.nor/I»i:3trict i |;
r  I :-igisi>ratG. Tbe PvOpgrt written.by •th.a .̂Oo-llQ,Qtor/l)Qputy W\ ■

' i ' -  ' --muissioncjy/l)Is'ty-io-t MAgistratG.:wg,,3„ to .bo ravlcwe4/,by. f,.j
ruite loYtsl Co.^traHing pffjlcG w?;!-, tp/.;S.§ntt.<the. ■
p  the Miriistry,;irTho’ sarno procodu rc'"is'to'bo foHow'cd/for 
ho reporting'vear 1981 also*

,♦ btiink Foi'm for "tho Annual Confidential Reports
■':r t!io period from 1-1-1981 to 31-12~l9Sl is o.ncV.losed,

will'bo so>...'n that tho Form is having four parts f, ■ ]
' -̂rt-X is to bo. filled by you”, in Part-II, tho brief 

)̂suiTiC of tho work" dcno b̂ "̂ you during tho period under ' f“
3po;rt bringing out an-''- special achlevomonts during tho ;
.rrlod is .also to bo vritten bi'' you and attachou to-the ■ ‘ 
■:rr!,h It may. please bo noted that the Resume is a precise 
iDC03.s of idc-ntificatioD. qualification, and there’ shoti'ld 'i,

no attv)mpt at self-praise, Solf-assessment .shoiild be 
n terms'of actual performanco and'should admit of no 

' . -::̂ap ■ judgement, YaguonGss and u,iricertainty v.'-fll defeat
yV ' '.D* purpos c of tho rc3urfl0, Tho Rosuitio shou"^d not excood

O'") words. In any case.. ' .-

, ..After Parts T and IX of tho Fonr<. have boon fiH od  
J 7 you (and resume of tho \jbvk done by you b.as b'Ocn

■ ttached v/ith tho ,form), the Annual Confidontiai Roport .
-f ■ —f- 'orn may be sent to tlio Collector/Do'auty Commissiouor/

/ .  ■ . . .  . .  ■ ' I t . .  .  ________ . V .  ___________  '  V .  ,■< i n u r x  ^  “ I " I  o + - . ~  - r .  /

J

5 -i'.l

^.strict Magistrate, as the case may bo.-Tho Collector/ 
!iou.ty Commissioner/D is trict Magistrate will, aftor

'  I 1 -r-\ . . ( ” T  "i:* V  _fri I 1 '1"^ . -  _   ___ ,1  C —  -v - . 'f -  - i -\ pmoleting .Part-Ill of tho 'Form, send tho Boport to th
itato Controlling Officer of the State -onc’ornsd for •

i
!
I
i



■ 7 ’

: •• 'f

■̂ .Dvc’’ H o r i n ?  Off ic01* wll?., tlion sond 
t!::o Koporcs of tho Youth Coordj.na-cora to -cliu for
counter«sign?-turcs by an Officor of tho Ministry >'̂ ncl rocorcl in
t'lO qr-,'Vtho Kl>->istVi'

4  V ^ i v  + - 1 - ^ ______ ____________________________ ________________ J -  _  J  i .  _  ___________ J _ l -  „  T l ---------------------------------------------------- 4 - _You ;yrc, thoroforeroquostod to comploto tho Parts
1 O-nd IT of tho Porip, within 10 daj^s of tho rccoi_)t of this 
-ottor and sond it to tho concornod Colloctor/Dopiity 
ComiivlssionG:eA^i"^trict Ma^istr-ato, as tho caso may bo, 
for vrriting pf 'tho ji.niiiiai Confidontial Roport,

I

Yrours faithfully,

I

. (R.K^Saini)
Undor Soqrotary to tho Govt» of India.

'opy to S-

A.11 State Controlling Officors,- in respoct of Nohru Yuvak 
ifendras,

 ̂ • I

(! iUl'' co.nc4,,]’ncd Coll octors/Doputy Comraissionors/District 
af'ir,tI'ato3 wit'?>tho roon.'-'-̂st tlT'-f'. tho '/umial Confidential 

for :,ho po;c:'od' i-l-19Gj to 31~12-lySl in rospoct 
Youth Coordinators may, kind'J.y uo v/ritton in Fart̂ -.rCTl 

'f tho l.C .R  ,Form and sont to tho Stato Controlling •Omeoa''-' ' 
.■''or rcvlC¥ of tho Report, This Ministry would bo gratofo.l _
■V-' tbo annual Confidential ROport in rospoct of Youth 
/oor-diUiatoTS of Nohru X w ak  Ifcndra working in Ms' 

y .■ ristrict could bo sont to tho-Statp Co.n-fcroliing Officer

, . ■ y  tho l5th February,1982. ;  ̂ ■

Mi

(R,K,Saiiii 
Under Socrotary to tho Govt,of India

s  ■

. "\
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