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RESERUEO:

CENTRAL ADMINl3TRATl\/£ TRIBUNAL, ALLAHABAD 
LUCKNOU CIRCUIT BENCH 

Registration Q.A.No.262 of 1989(L)

G«P .Sriuastava . Applicant

Uersus

Union of India & Others, , , ,  .Respondents

Hon«l"ir 0 3ust ice K.Nath, \/»C* 

HonJ^r. K. Obavva. fiember(A.)

(By Hon,Mr, Oust ice K.Nath, V .C .)

This application under Section 19 of the 

Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985 seeks a large number 

of reliefs e A chargesheet of disciplinary enquiry 

alonguith the proceedings for recouery of the amount 

of loss caused to the Gout, are sought to be quashed. 

Fixation of pay in the revised scale uith affect from 

1«1,85s i .e .  from the enforcement of the ll/th Pay 

Commission Recommendations, is sought. Full Salary 

for the period of suspension under Annexure~A6 

from 24,11 .02  till the date of applicant's retirement 

from service on 3i.1D®87,is sought and the respondents 

are required to settle all the post retiral benefits 

of the applicant.

2 , The applicant uas appointed as a clerk in

1948 and uas promoted to the post of Louer Selection 

Grade Postal Asstt, in the scale of Rs.4 2 5-640 in 

1974 in the G .P .O . at Lucknow. It is alleged that 

between 3,12,79 and 14.9,81 the applicant had received 

articles on'which foreign duty was due but he failed to
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R s .1 0 , 964- 55 ;
credit th.e amount of customs duty/^receiued by him to

' li­
the Gout. Account* It is further said that on 20 .5 .80

and 21*10*80 he realised Rs .2469-70 as customs duty 

but failed to credit the amount to the Govt. Account,

It is lastly urged that between 3 .12 ,79  and 23.7,81^ he 

failed to maintain register of foreign articles receiued 

and disposed of by him^and that even the register 

for the subs equent period from 24,7.61 to 19.9.81 

uas full of erasures and over-uritings . In short, he 

uas alleged to have misappropriated Gout, money. For 

the alleged commission of that criminal offence an 

FIR, Annexure“ A,37 dated 30*8»B2 uas lodged against 

him with the police. On 6 .9 *82, a chargeshetSt, Annexure-Al 

uas issued to him, and by order dated 24.11 .8 2 ,Annexure-A6' 

he uas placed under suspension on account of the aforesaid 

criminal offence being under investigation and also for 

disciplinary enquiry under contemplation. It uas said 

that the order regarding payment of subsistence allowance 

would be passed later.

3, The chargesheet dated 6 .9 .62 , Annexure»A1 . 

however was withdrawn by order dated 19 .11 .82 , Annexure-A7 

because the papers which were concerned with the enquiry 

were in the custody' of the police for|the purposes of 

investigation. The cancellation was done without 

prejudice to a right to reissue a chargesheet at 

■appropriate time, .

4. The FIR led to criminal case Wo.293 of 1983 under 

Section 409, Indian Penal Code in the Court of the Chief

. Judicial fegistrate, lucknou and the proceedings haue not

yet baen concluded. The applicant uaa to retire on

.0 '’0 . 70,87 . Cons
>equently, he

served with
a neu
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chargesheet dated 26 .10 .87 , Annexure-A8 on 28 ,10 .07 .

This chargesheet uas issued by the Deputy Chief Postmastsii.

One Ashok Kumar Sriuastava uas appointed as Inquiry

Officer by order dated 29.1 *885 Annexure-A.15. The

applicant applied for change of the Inqiury Officer

on the ground that since the Inquiry Officer uas

uorkinq in the 0.P»0. at Lucknou he might not be 
 ̂ , may

j impartial and the applican^hot get justice. That

* uas rejected by order dated 5*2*B8j Annexure-A«17 .

' the applicant, houever, applied to the Chief Postmaster

*

j  by application dated 26 .2 .88 , ,Annexure-A.17A for change

; of th© Said Inquiry Officer; that application uas also

: rejected but the Deputy Chief Postmaster suo moto changed

! Ashok Kumar Sriuastav/a and after a couple of other

' changes ultimately appointed A .N *3riv/astava ■S*D*I.(e ) .
I

f. Lucknou to be the Inquiry Officer by letter dated 14 .5 .88 ,

' Annexure-A.21.
A . '

’ 5« The applicant attended'the enquiry before

' A.N.Srivastava on 19 .12 .88 , 4.1 .89, 20,1 .89, inspected

I the listed documents, demanded their photo copies uhich
ii

! according to him were not supplied to him as originals
II . )  .

, uere not available; he claims to have applied for five

' additional documents which uere not furnished to him;

“
according to para 13 of the Counter Affidavit, the 

f applicant had not made any such application,

I

6 . The applicant stated in para 4 (ix) of the

Original Applicatio.n that the Inquiry Officer had 

urongly recorded ih-the proceedings of 20.1 .8?: that 

the applicant had requested for permission to conduct

t
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the case himself uhich uas accepted; the applicant 

Says that he did not make any such request. According 

to para 14 of the Counter Affidavit, the Inquiry Officer 

had asked him to bring his defence assistant on the 

follouing dates,

7 , On 28.*le89, the applicant made an application,

Annexure-A.23 to the Deputy Chief Postmaster challenging 

the validity of the chargesheet dated 26«10*87* The 

groundl stated uas that his Appointing Authority uas the 

Director of Postal Services and therefore the Deputy 

Chief Postmaster could not issue the chargesheet. It 

uas further said that since the criminal case uas pending 

for the Same charges, enquiry uould prejudice his defence 

in the criminal case. He lastly said that the recovery 

proceedings had already been initiated by issue of 

requisition to the District Magistrate for Rs*10,964~65 

uhich could not be done as the applicant uould suffer 

double jeopardy* According to the applicant he received 

no reply to this application; according to para 30 

of the Counter Affidavit, the Deputy Chief Postmaster 

uas fully competent to initiate the disciplinary enquiry.

8 * The enquiry proceeded but the applicant did not

appear on 3«2.89 or-subsequent dates on the ground of 

his illness* He said that subsequent dates of enquiry 

uere fixed uithout intimation to him and that intimations 

were aluays received by him after the date had already 

expired 0 The applicant made a large number of 

representations. Finally he uas given a notice for 

personal hearing on 3 .7 .89  but he says that he received 

the notice on 4 .7 .8 9 .  In the proceedings dated 3 .7 .89 , 

the Inquiry Officer gave one ueek‘ s time after receipt of



» 5

I the brief of the Presenting Officer for the applicant to

t  Submit his own brief. The applicant has mentioned in

' para 4 (xuiii) of the Application that the carbon copy of

I the Presenting Officer’s brief, received by him on

■ 18.7*89 was illegible in respect of which he urote a

! letter dated 23*7,89 to the Inquiry Officer and

, demanded inspection of relevant documents^ In paras 17,

i 18 and 22 of the Counter Affidavit, it has been stated

 ̂ that the proper notices were issued by the Inquiry

1
I Officer to the applicant in time and that the applicant

1 had adequate opportunity to . present his defence.

; 9 , It appears that since the applicant did not ,

} take part in the disciplinary proceedings, the Inquiry

Officer ultimately submitted his report' to the disciplinary 

I authority on 4,7.89 ex parte stating that t he charges

! levelled against the applicant uere proved. Since the

■ applicant had already retired on 31 ,10 .87 , the case
T " (

j was submitted to the disciplinary authority under Rule 9

i , of the C .C ,3 , (pension) Rules, 1972 for orders. It is

■ stated in para 37 of the Counter Affidavit that discipli"

I nary proceedings under Rule 9 aforesaid have remained
i  ̂ ■

■| pending in the office of the Director Postal Services

i  Lucknou Regionc It is added that after decision is

■ taken^ action for payment of various claims made by the

i applicant uould be taken.

' 10 . It may be mentioned that in the meantim-e, the
I ■ ' ■

I Chief Postmaster G .p .O . sent a letter dated 8.9 .69,
1

! Annexure--A.39 to the District Fiagistrate for recovery

■ of Rs,10964-65 from the applicant as arrears of land

' revenue. The District fiagistrate sent doun the documents
i . . ■ ^

' to the Tehsildar uho issued notice, Annexure-A.40 to the

t

I
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applicant demanding the payment. The Amin approached 

the applicant for payment, Uheri this application 

uas Piled, an interim order, uas passed at admission 

stage on 20«9»B9 staying recov/ery of that amount 

as arrears of land revenue. But the respondents, 

uere alloued to withhold that amount out of the 

retiral benefits uhich might have accrued to the 

applicant,

11 . Ue have heard 3hri M.Oubey for the applicant 

and Shri V»K.Chaudhary for the respondents, Ue have 

gone through tae documents on the record including 

the applicant’s rejoinder,in which the case as stated 

in the Original Application uas substantially 

reiterated.

12. The first point urged by the learned counsel 

for the applicant in this case is that the chargesheet, 

Annexure-Al dated 5*9.82 uas invalid because it had 

been issued by the Postmaster uho uas not the competent 

authority. The objection is correct but is of no 

importance because that chargesheet uas already recalled 

by the Department on 19.11,82 and a fresh chargesheet, 

Annexure-A8 dated 26 .10.87 uas issued by the Deputy 

Chief Postmaster. There is no reason to hold that 

chargesheet dated 26.10.87,^ Annexure-A.8 suffers from 

the vice of incompetence. It is not shoun that the 

applicant’s appointing authority uas. Director Postal 

Services, or that the Deputy Chief Postmaster could not 

initiate the proceedings. In reply to assertion in

para 30 of Counter Affidavit that. Deputy Chief Postmaster 

uas competent, the applicant has not made any specific 

rebuttal in the rejoinder.
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13. The next point urged is that since during the

pendency of the proceedings the applicant retired on

superannuation uith effect from 31.10*87 (AN), the

suspension order automatically came to an end and the

applicant must be treated to have been continuously

on duty from the date of suspension to the date of

retirement for which the applicant must be paid his

Salary.  Ue may mention that Shri fUDubey, the learned

counsel for the applicant has placed reliance upon the

lau stated in the applicant’s representation, Annexure.A31

and he laio emphasis thereon during the arguments. The

contention is that Rule 14 of the CCS(CC&A) Rules, 1965

do not permit any enquiry to continue after retirement

as held in the case of State of Punjab -URrsns Kheml Ram

1970 714. That contention has no substance because

the pouer to continue the enquiry instituted before

retirement is contained in Rule 9 of the CC3(pension)

Rules, 1972, Sub Rule 2(a) of Rule 9 mentions in sm

unmistakable terms that the departmental proceedings

commenced prior to retirement shall after the 'retirement
) j

be deemed to be proceedings under Rule 9 and '^shall be 

continued and concluded by the authority by uhich they 

uere commenced in the same manner as if the Gout, 

servants have continued in seruice^^ That Rule did 

not exist uhen Khemi Ram’s case was decided. The 

learned counsel for the applicant houever urged that 

under Rule 9 of the CC3(PQnsion) Rules proceedings could 

be taken in respect of misconduct or negligence within 

four years prior to retirement but the misconduct in the

1
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present case relates to the period 3.12.79 to 14.9.81 

and therefore the proceedings could not be continued* 

This provision contained in Rule 9(2 )(b) of the CCS 

! (Pension; ) Rules applies to only those cases where

the departmental proceedings could not be instituted 

uhile the Govt, servant uas still in service. That is 

I  not the position before us. The learned counsel

for the applicant has referred to a Tull Bench

■ decision of the Kerala High Court in the .case of

R.P.Nair \Ievsus Kerala State £lectricitv Board. 1979 

Kerala 135 uhich concerned Buie 3 of Kerala State 

Rules uhich uas perhaps similar to Rule 9 of the 

i CCS(Pension) Rules, 1972. That . decis ion ■ does not

say that the enquiry cannot be continued; it only says 

that an enquiry of a limited type could be proceeded 

; uith^viz an enquiry uith a vieu to uithhold or to

uithdrau pension or to order recovery from pension 

by reason of misconduct or negligence. That is 

precisely the object of the enquiry uith uhich we 

are concerned. There is no question of imposing 

any of the punishments on the applicant which would 

I otherwise be imposed under the CCS(CC&A) Rules; it

is only a question .of the manner in which his 

pensionary benefits could be dealt with in case 

I misconduct or negligence could be proved. There

can be nodoubt that such misconduct or negligence 

has to be proved only by means of an enquiry which 

would be none else that the enquiry as being conducted
]

i'n the present case against the applicant. This is 

%
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hou the decision in the case of B.P.Nair Uersus Kerala

Electricity Board (supra) has been appreciated by

"tbe
a Full Bench of this Tribunalin/cas.e of Amrj.;t ,linall

^  '
\Jersus Union of India & Others O.A» No,51/87 decided 

at the Principal Bench on 5*9*88 and published by 

Bahri Brothers Delhi in the Compilation ‘‘ Full Bench 

3udgement of Central Administrative Tribunals (1986-89 )

Page 227. The Full Bench has observed in para 7 

of the judgement that the Kerala Full Bench holds 

that the Rule permits disciplinary proceedings^ 

initiated before retirement^to be continued.after the- 

superannnuation for the limited purpose of uithholding 

or uithdrauing pension or recovery from the pension 

of any pecuniary loss caused to the Gout* by creating 

a friction that these proceedings are under this 

particular Rule.

14, The learned counsel for the applicant then 

referred to a decision of the Hyderabad Bench of this

Tribunal in the case of K*Padmanabha Rao Versus A«G«.A_«_PJ

reported in ATLT (1987 ) 'Jol.II CAT 39 for the 

proposition that disciplinary proceedings cannot 

continue beyond the date of superannuation and that 

it is not permissible to impose a cut inthe pension 

or to withhold the pension or gratuity under Rule 9 

of the CCS(CC&A) Rules,- The view taken in the judgement 

is that the suspension order stands revoked on acquittal, 

that on retirement no suspension order is deemed to be 

subsisting and that the employee must be paid full pay 

and allouances for the period of suspension treating
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' Fiim: duty. This vieu has been dissented by

the Full Bench in the case of Amrit Singh Versus 

Union of India and Others (supra). The Full Behch 

observed in para 8 that in the case before the 

Hyderabad Bench, the memo of charges had been quashed 

before the petitioner retired from service and that 

no disciplinary proceeding;^ uas pending against him 

when he uas alloued to retire on attaining the age 

of superannuation. The Full Bench observed that 

therefore the question of continuing the proceedings 

after his retirement for any purpose whatsoever did 

not arise at all. It was on those facts that the 

limited question uhich fell for consideration of the 

Hyderabad Bench uas whether the period' of suspension

■I*

should be treated as a duty as the criminal case ha£[ 

ended in acquittal and the chargesheet issued in 

disciplinary proceedings uas quashed by the High Court.

The Tribunal had held that the period should be treated
tha t

as on duty. The Full Bench pbs erved^th e question 

uhether any departmental proceedings pending on the 

date the officer attained the age of superannuation 

could be continued after his retirement for any purpose 

whatsoever^ did not arise for consideration. The Full 

Bench further held that Rule 9 of the CC3(Pension) ■ 

Rules gives pouer to the competent authority to find 

if any of the charg® are proved and if  any of them are 

proved, the competent authority is vested with the 

further power not only to order withholding of whole 

or part of the pension taut also to order recovery of

1



uhole or part of the pecuniary loss occasioned to 

Govt, as a result of grave misconduct or negligence 

of the employee concerned and is not confined only 

to the pouer to recover., pecuniary loss, if any,

Caused to the ^ovt. It also appears to us that since 

the expression ‘ pension* under Rule 3 (o ) of the 

CC3(^Pens ion) Rules includes gratuity except uheh.the 

expression 'pension' is used in contra-distinction 

to gratuity, the amount of gratuity is also capable 

of being withheld or reduced as a consequence of 

the final order under Rule 9. The case of D «Q.. Suri 

l/ersus Union of India 1976 SCC (L&3) 155 is of no 

help to the applicant because it only sa^Q that a 

suspension order comes to an end by compulsory retirement 

and that the employee cannot be deemed to be under 

suspension after retirement. Nobody says that the 

applicant is to be deemed to be continued under 

suspension even, after retirement,

15. The next point raised is that sin:: e a criminal 

case is going on against the applicant for the same 

misappropriation the disciplinary proceedings should not 

continue because it  is likely to prejudice the applicants

I .
defence in the criminal case. The police charqecheet,

Annsxure-A.38 dated 21 ,10 .82  mentions that on

investigation of the FIR dated 30 ,8 .82 , Annexure~A37

the applicant;raccusatuas found to have committed an 
i I

offsnce punishable under Section 409, I .P .C . and 

therefore he was challaned for trial and punishment 

accordingly* The FIR, Annexure-A»37 sets out 9 items 

of misappropriation amounting to Rs,11,151-35 by the 

applicant. The chargesiheet in the disciplinary enquiry,

- 11 -
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and where a Gout, servant is not only liable to be

proceeded against departmentaSJ^but is also involved
k/ ’ /’

in the commission of a criminal offence^ the lay must

reach both the defaults of the employee; the employee

cannot take benefit of his oun urong* Whetter‘ the '

statement of defence in the disciplinary enquiry

uill or uill not affect.the defence in the criminal

case^is entirely the concern of the employee and not

of the lau« The employee is liable to face punishments

both under the general lau and under the  service

law and there is no question of uithholding the one

for the other.the principle of double j;eopardy applies 

, only to action within one and the sarae forum,not between 
^ Igd^pen d^t  raised is that the recovery

proceedings are invalid because no final orders have 

yet b,een passed in the disciplinary enquiry* This claim 

is absolutely correct. The proceedings of recovery 

therefore must be quashed. There can also be,no doubt, 

that the applicant’s pay must be revised in accordance 

with the a,.c,Gepted recommendations of the IVth Pay 

Commission applicable to him. 
y

17» For the above reasons, the recovery proceedings 

against the applicant in Annexure-A39 and Annexure-A40 

are quashed; no further recovery shall be made until,, 

and unless the disciplinary proceedings are completed. 

The respondents shall also revise, the applicant's scale 

with effect from 1 .1 .86 unless already done. The 

respondents shall also conclude the enquiry and pass 

final orders under Rule 9 of the C.C.3,(^Pension: )



V. '■
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Rules, 1972; but if  the applicant so applies within 

a period of three ueeks from the date of receipt 

of a copy of this judgement to participate in the 

disciplinary enquiry proceedings from the stage 

at uhich proceedings stood on 3,2 .89 5 the respondents 

yill allou the applicant to participate therein^ and 

the proceedings may be concluded in accordance with 

the lau. Ue further direct that the respondents 

shall carry out th es e. direct ions within a period 

of six months from the date of receipt of a copy 

of this judgement. In all other respects, the 

Original Application is dismissed. Parties shall 

bear their costs.

Vice Chairman

Dated the lo' May, 1991.

We are pronouncing judgment at Allahabad 

in t h i s  case of tiie Lucknovv' Bench , because 

an appropriate Bench for pronouncement of' the 

judgment is not likely to be available at Lucknov«; 

for several v^eeks . ' The Office at Allahabad will 

issue copies of this judgment to the parties and 

will thereaf ter, remit the record Vvdth the judgment 

to Lucknov; Bench.
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Annexure-A.8 contains allegations regarding 10964-65 

in Article I for 17 items and further to Rs,2469-70 

in Article II for 2 items, in all 19 items. So the 

subject matter of the charge before the Criminal Court 

and that before the disciplinary authority is not 

identical. There is some overlaping* Further the 

disciplinary enquiry also charges the applicant for 

having failed to maintain register of foreign articles 

received and disposed of. That is not the subject 

matter of the criminal trial. Moreover, the element 

of mens.rea in a. criminal offence including ah offence 

under Section 409, Indian Penal Code^ is not involved 

in departmental disciplinary enquiry. In the case of 

£oi:Dorat_ion of CitY_.of fjaopur l/ersus Ram Chandra GJ^odak 

_and Others 1984 626 it has been held that departmental

■ proceedings and criminal prosecution are tuo different 

things and the decision in a prosecution case is no bar 

to take disciplinary proceedings. Relying upon that lau 

this Bench of the Tribunal has held in the case of

^ j s h.Chandra Versus D.R.fi. in I .A .  No. 11 6/87 decided

on 15 ,1 ,90  that a punishment order in disciplinary 

proceedings uhich has become final before acquittal 

in a criminal trial cannot affect, the punishment already 

given in the disciplinary enquiry retrospectively. Having- 

regard to the facts and circumstances of the present 

case we are satisfied that there is no uorth in the 

applicant’s case of possible jeopardy in proceeding uith 

the disciplinary enquiry and of any prejudice.to his 

defence in the criminal case. The general principle 

is that the lau must take its course in all its aspects

I t
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IN THE CENTRAL ADMIi'ttSTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, 

CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKNOW 

Registratio n %  k f 1989

■V

N.

Ganesh Prasad Srivastava, aged about 60 years,

Son of late Shri Mahadeo Prasad Srivastava,

■ . ■' 
resident of Flat Nd'.' 2 , Rahman'Mansion,

Hata Surat Singh, Near Bagh Baba Hazara,

Lucknow - 226003.’ , i“̂ plicant

1.
Versus

Union of India, through the Secretary,

Ministry of Cbmrnunication. Govt, of India,

Department of Posts, New Delhi..

Postmaster General, U*P.« Ci^le, Lucknow,

3.^ Director Postal Services^ Luckn^vy/ Region,

Lucknow." ■'

4 .' Chief Postmaster,, Lucknow G.p.O*

5.  ̂ Dy .i Chief Postmaster, Lucknovrf G.P.O#

Shri A«N* Srivastava, ASPOs, Barabanki, 

the Inquiry Officer.'

7'V State of UtP. , through the Secretary,

Department of Revenue,

Uttar Pradesh Shashan, COcknowv

8.' TafiMldar, Lucknow'.'
^  X .. . ' *

(1) PARTICULARS OF THE ORDER AGAINST WHICH IHE APPLICATtON  ̂

IS  M D H .; . ■  ̂ '

(a) Suspension order vide Memo Nd'. FX-l/Fgm LMA/82-83 

dated 24 .11 .82 .

(b) Charge-sheet under Memo No», fOC-l/Fgn.LMA/82-83

d k e d  26.10.87.^ ^

Co ntdv.'.2
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(c) Order,dated 3 .7 .8 9  passed by respondent 6

(d) Order of recovery dated 19.6v89 being enforced by 

the Tahsildar, Luckmw at th^.instance of

respondent Nd 4 .

(2.) .TUKLSDICTION 'OF THE TKLBUI^IALt
• i f t

The applicant decliares ’tha^t the subject matter of 

the orders against which he wants redressal is within 

the jurisdiction of this Hon*ble Tribunal.'

(3) The applicant further declares that the application 

' is ^ t h i n  the limitation p e r io d  prescribed in  Section

21 of the Administrative Tribunal’ s Act 1985.

(4) facts  o f  the CASE;

(i) That the applicant was appointed as a clerk

under respondent I^v 1 in  the year 1948 and was 

subsequently promoted in the (Lower

/  ■' Selection Grade) in the scale of Rs.425/640

xP5xti®in the year 1974 with effect from 1 .6 .1974 , The 

^ said scale of te.425/640 was substituted by the

fTom 1.1.86.- The• revised scale^, 

applicant retired on attaining the age of 

superannuation of 58 y'ears on 31st October 1987. 

The work and conduct of the applicant were■ 

satisfactory throughDut his long service of 

,39 years and there was no complaint whatsoever, 

against him,*
c

(ii )  That as i l l  luck would have i t , the applicant 

was placed under suspension by Memo fe.F^-l/ 

Fgri.LM A /82- 83 dated 2 4 . 1 1 . 8 2  issued by the 

respondent Nov 5 and a> charge-sheet under Memo 

No'v FX- l/FgnvLM A /82 '- 83 dsted 6 . 9 . 8 2  was issued 

by the then D y . -  Postmaster'^CGazetted) Luckmw 

G.?*0* PhDtostat copies of the' said charge-shee
V. . >

• • Co ntd.» .  3



alongwith enclosures vix. Annexure-I, *^1, I I I ,
r

IV and *A’ enclosed with the Charge-sheet are 

Annexures A-1 , A-2 . A-§. A-4 and A-5 to this 

application. Photostat copy of the suspension 

order dated 24.11^,82 is Annexure A-6 to this 

application. The said memo of charge-sheet 

dated 6 .9,82  wasj hov,?ever, cancelled by A!emo 

dated 19 .11.82 on the ground that the applicant 

was on long leave with effect from 1 ,5 .82  and 

certain documents*mentioned in  Annexure-III to 

the charge-sheet had been handed over to police 

for their investigation. A ptotstat copy of 

the memo No, Fx-l/Fgn. U4A/82-83 dated 19 .11.82 

cancelling the chargeshet dated 6 .9 .82  is 

Annexure-7 to this application.

(ii i )  That the applicant was served Vi/ith a revised

charge-sheet Mo-no . Fx-l/Fgn.Lf/iA/82,83 dated

26.10 .87  and de/livered to the- applicant by hand 

through P.B*I,.(P) , Lucknow G.p.O,# on 28 .10.87 

only 3 days iscxdtx® prior to his retirement on 

superannuation on 31 .10.87 A«N# Photostat 

copies of the charge-sheet dated 26 .10 .87  and 

its Annexures I ,  I I ,  I I I ,  IV  and .'A’ are

 ̂ Annexures A-8 , A-9. A-10 , A-11 . and A-12 to this

applicationxwiihxBffgstXKrK® and a true copy 

of th<3 order retiring the applicant with effect

31.10;.87 i s : Annexure A-13 to this applica­

tion.:, ■ '

(iv) That by memo dated 7 .11 .87  Shri Astok Kumar 

Srivastava, C .I» ,  Lucknow was appointed as 

Inquiry Officer and by another letter dated

7 .11 .87  Shri R*P. Misra, A.P.M.f^M.e.Paid 

Lucknow G.p.O# was appointed Presenting Officer.



Photostat copies of these two memos are 

Annexures A-14 and A-I5 to this application.

(v) That the applicant by his representation dated

29 .1 .88  stated that any officer of any Postal 

or R.M*S.. Qivision other than Lucknow G .P .O . unit 

might be appointed Inquiry Officer as he was 

apprehensive that Shri Ashok Kumar Srivastava

because of his V(/orking in Lucknow G.p*0:* would 

not be impartial and the applicant could not 

expect justice from him. A photostat copy of 

th© gaid representation dtted 29 .1 .88  is Annexure 

A~16 to this application . The D /, Cliief 

Postmaster intimated by his letter dated 5 .2 .88  

that the applicant’ s representation v;as placed 

before the prescribed tuttority but he did rot 

find any justification to change the Inquiry 

Officer.. He, however, did not disciose Vs/as 

the prescribed auttority before whom the 

representation was placed, A tru© copy of the 

letter dated 5 .2 .88  is Annexure-»17 to this 

application.

(vi) That the applicant submitted a representation 

dated ^ 1̂ 2 , S8 against the aforesaid letter

5 .2 .88  to the Chief Postmaster .Luck now G*p«0# ̂ f f: .

representing that an Inquiry Officer of some 

other arm of the Postal wing be appointed to 

impar4;(J natural justice. The applicant 

submitted another r^rgsentatiort dtted 26 .2 ,88  

Jlto the laffectolT General, Stk Bhawan,

Dejbhi w'ith a request that some other Inquiry

CO ntd. . .  5
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Officer from a separate division be appointed 

to restore confidence that the applicant would 

be squarely dealt with and he will not be denied 

natural justice during the proceeding as Shri 

Ashok Kumar Srmvastava was directly under the 

administrative control of the Chief % .  Post­

master who had prejudicially issued the charge-

sheet and was influencing the enquiry« The Dy. 
Chief -

postmaster Lucknow G.P.O.^ by. his letter No.

Fx- l/F g n .U v 5A /82~ 83  dated 2 3 . 2 . 8 8  in reference

to the applicant's representation dated 21,2.88

intimated the decision of the Cl'iief Postmaster

9

Lucknovsf G .p .O . that since rothina new had been 

put fomaxd by th@ applicant,, he saw no reason 

to change the Inquiry Officer. However, by his 

letter dated 9 .3 .8 8  the D /. Chief Postmaster, 

Lucknow G.P.O,# changed Shri Ashok Kumar 

Srivastava' from being an Inquiry Officer and 

appointed Shri B.L# Verma, S.,B#D.O^, Lucknow 

as Inquiry Officer and also made amendments in 

Anne^ure.III to the chargesheet by hi.  ̂ letter 

dated 2 3 ;2 . 88. Photottat copies of letters 

dated 23 .2 .88  and 9 .3 .8 8  are Annexures A-18 and 

A-19 respectively to this application.; By 

arather letter dated 21 .4 .8 8 ,  the Dy. Chief 

Postmaster, cancelled his letter dated 9 .3 .8 8  ■

and appointed Shri N*L# Gup-^ta,A#S.P«, 

Investigation, Office of P .M .G ., U .P . Circle 

as Inquiry Officer. Photostat copy of this 

letter dated 21.4.B8 is i\nnexure-20 to tliis 

application. This letter dated 21 .4 .88  was 

further cancelled by the D/;. Chief Postmaster,

contd. , . 6



LucknoV)/ G.P.O* vide his Memo dated 14 ,5 ,88  and 

he appointed simultaneously by the said letter 

Shri A*N# Srivastava, S,D,II= (East), Lucknow as
«

Inquiry authority.-A true copy^ of the letter 

dated 14 .5 ,88  is Annexure A-21 to this spplica- 

tion‘*f

(vii) That the applicant had earlier written a letter 

dated 5,11*87 to the Dy*: Chief Postmaster, 

LuckrDW G«p,0;# and a copy of the same v̂ as got 

handed over by the Inquiry Officer to the 

Presenting Officer for being got replied by 

the concerned officer. No reply to this letter 

was ever received by the applicant.:

(viii) That the applicant attended the enquiry on 

dates as fixed by the Inquiry Officer on 

19 .12 .88 , 4 .1 .8 9 ,  and 2 0 ,1 .8 9 .  The applicant 

inspected the listed' documents but except 

item No, 17 of Annexure - I I I  to the charge- 

sheet dated 26 ,10 .87  no document was produced 

in original and the photostat copies of other 

documents from serial 1 to 16 and 18 to 31 could 

not be admissible in evidence. Hoivever, the 

prosecution vi/as requested to furnish photostat 

cop-ies of these documents which they did but, 

as the originals were not available with them 

it  is rat known how they got the plxitostat,. 

c o p i e s , P i x ) t o s t a t  copies of photostat copies 

could not be relevart and reliable in evidence. 

However, the applicant submitted a list of five

contd,,.?  .



1

additional documents vide lis requisition 

dated 2D.1.89 and 2 6 .1 .8 9 ,  which documents
* g

r #  ■ . f  ■

Were rot made available to the applicant nor 

any order for m t  acceding to the applicant’ s 

request Vvas passed by the Inquiry Officer.

(ix) That on going through the proceeding dated

20 .1 .89 , tkg of the Inquiry Officer the applicant 

Came to knov''*/ that the Inquiry Officer was not 

proceeding fairly and impartially. The applicant 

had not declined to take assistance of any other

• government servant provided under Hule 14(B) of 

the CCS(CCA) Buies 1965 and yet the Inquiry 

Officer had wrongly and prejudicially mentioned i- 

in  the said proceedings dated 20 .1 .89  that the 

applicant had requested to conduct the case 

himself which was accepted by hiim ( l .O * ) .  No 

such request was made by the applicant who by 

his letter dated Z ).1 .89  sent by post under 

High Court, Lucknow Bench P.«0;* Registered 

letter No. 115 dated 21 .1 .89  immediately 

challenged the versionof the Inquiiy Officer.- 

A photstat copy of the said letter date<  ̂ 20 .1 .89  

^nnexure h-22 to this application.

(x) That the applicant by his letter dated 28 .1 .89  

questioned the propriety and the competence 

of the chargesheet dated 26 .10.87 and the 

inquiiy being conducted against him. The
-**4

applicant specifically stated that the charge- 

sheet was invalid, incompetent and prejudicial 

and in all fairness to be canaelled/withdra<vn

i



-

-̂ 1

I

under intimation to the Inquiry Officer. iSb 

reply to thds letter dated 28 ,1.89 has yet been 

receiviid by the applicant. A photostat copy of 

; the aforesaid letter dated 28 ,1 .89  is Annexure

"to this application. The Inquiry Officer

■ notifv'ithstanding the representation dated 28 .1 ,89

continued the inquiry and rx) reply to the

* ‘ representation dated 28 .1 .89  has yet been

1 received by the applicant. A photostat copy of

i " ‘ 
i the proceeding dated 2 ,2 .8 9  held by the-Inquiry

I - ■ '
i Officer is Annexure A-24 to this application.

I . A photostat copy of the application dated 2 .2 .89

i . , ■ ■ ' '
I maoe to the Inqui-^ Officer and remarks made by

j • liim thereon.ia annexed as Annexure A-25 to this

application.'
'f

ii

(xi) . That the applicint was unable to attend the

inquiry fixed on 3 .2 .89  due to his illness and 

he sent an application along^ith medical 

certificate to the effect that the applicsnt 

v̂ as suffering from Hypertension with IHD from 

evening of 2 .2 .89  and advised rest, through iiis 

son but the Inquiry Officer was not available 

till 1 .30 P*M* and the Presenting Officer 

declined to receive the application aioncwith 

the medical certificate and he suggested that 

the same could be sent by registered post to 

the Inquiry Officer. A photostat copy of the 

application dated 3 .2 .8 9  alongwith the n3te 4  

given on it by the applicant is Annexure A-26 

to this application. The application was

'V.

ultimately sent to the Inquiry Officer under

Aminabad P .O . R.L*'No*. 511 dated 3 ,2 .8 9 .

contd,, ,9 J
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(xii) That the Inquiry Officer fixed arother date for

inquiry on 20 .4 .89  by his letter dated 11. 4 .8 9 ,  

ordering the applicant to attend the inquiry 

alongwith his Defence Assistant failing which 

be threatened to continue the inquiry 

e!^~parte. He further warned that ”no Medical 

Certificate Vi/ould be entertained and if produced
' *

it would be taken to avoidj^ enquiry u /^* . This 

notice of inquiry was delivered to the applicani^*; 

son on 21 .4 .89 and the applicant iiiim(idiately 

thereafter intimated the position to the Inquiry 

Officer by his letter dated 2 2 .4 .8 9 ,  stating 

that the applicant was still undergoing treat­

ment of his ailment of heart trouble.' True 

i  copies of the rotice dated 11 .4 .89  and the appli*

cant's reply dated 22 .4 .89  are Annexures A-27 an̂  

ard A-28 respectively to this application.;

(x iii)  That the Inquiry Officer prejudicially and 

malafidely conducted the enquiry on 10 .6 .89 ,

16 .6 .89  and 24 .6 .89  without any prior notice 

to the applicant while no notice was at all

received by the applicant for the inquiry dated

10 .6 .89  and 16 .6 .8 9 ,  the notice for the inquiry 

dated 24 .6 .89  was received by the applicant on

26 .6 .89  for wliich reasons the applicant was 

unable to attend the inquiry on the aforesaid 

date. true copy of the representation dated

27 .6 .89  made by the applicant to the Inquiry
Dy,

Officer with copy to the/Chief.Postmaster, 

Lucknow G«P.Ô *̂ is A nnexure ^v-29 to this 

application.:
\

.contd..,IO

-5-
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(xiv)

4-'

That the Inquiry Officer conducted further 

inquiry on 28 .6 .89  for, which rotice vvas received 

by the applicant on 30 .6 .89  and consequert ly’ 

he could not attend the inquiry. The Inquiry 

Officer was arbitrarily holding the inquiry 

without prior notice to the applicant and 

vjithout affording him the reasonable opportunity 

of defence arrf thereby d enying him the natural

■ justice. true copy/ of the representation 

dited 1 .7 .89  preferred to the Inquiry Officer 

under Certificate of Posting with copy to the 

Dy. Chief Postmaster, Lucknow G.p.O# .sent 

under Certificate of Posting is Annexure ^^30 

to this application.

(xv) That the applicant had grossly been prejudiced 

by the respondents, liis retiral dues had rot 

been paid, lUs GpF, gratuity, leave encaslment, 

General Insurance etc. were rDt paid, his pay

O' .
in the revised scale effective fiom 1 .1.86  vvas

not fixed and consequently he was allowed a '

meagre provisional pension much less than v̂ fhat

it v̂ as admissible under the rules. His various.

representations regarding the propriety and com­

petence of the chargesheet and continuance

of the Inquiry Officer and his biased and

improper working Were shelved and r» reply to an

any of them v;as given to the applicant. Tlie

applicant, therefore, submitted his detailed

representation dated 30 .6 .89  to the % .  Chief

Postmaster, Lucknow G*p,0;> with copies to the

inquiry Officer by name, K,rector Postal 

ii* • '
Services, Lucknow Regiorv^, Lucknow, Postmaster

General, U.P..Circle, Lucknow ani the Secretary

i"
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to the Ministry of Communication, Department of

, vv
of Posts, New Delhi’ requesting that his dues be 

paid immediately and he be favoured Vvfith a reply 

promptly* The applicant explicitly stated that 

he had been desperate, vexed and faced with KKtcsci 

untold miseries and in case his grievances were r. 

not redressed^, he would be compelled to knock 

the door of justice at their cost and responsi­

bility. ih reply whatsoever, haS yet been 

received,' A true copy/ of this representation 

dated 30 .6 .89  is Annexure A-31 to this applica­

tion..

A

(xvi) That the copy of the proceedings dated 28 .6 .89  

containing the information of the next date, for 

peESonal hearing on 3 .7 .89  was received by the 

applicant on 4 .7 .8 9  and it  was practically not' 

possible for the applicant to be present before 

the inquiry on 3 .7 .8 9 .  The Inquiry Officer 

was duly informed of the position  by letter 

dated 5 .7 .8 9 ,  a true copy of which is 

Annexure A-32 to this application.;

(xvii) That the In^juiry Officer as us.ual held the ex-

parte proceeding without due notice to the

applicant and in his absence on 3 .7 .39  and

Vi/rongly and maliciously contended that' the

applicant was not attending the inquiry despite

proper notices while in fact as statedlearlier,

either no notice of enquiry date was received

before the date of inquiry or received late

subsequent to the date of enquiry and the

contd.. .12
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applicant v̂ as prejudiced and handicapped in 

attending the inquiry* The Inquiry Officer did 

not care even after w it iM  v^riting to him that 

th® notices were not being received by the 

applicant in time. A true copy of the procee­

ding dated 3,7.89 is Annexure A-33 to this 

application, ^ t  may be pointed out that the 

list of documents alleged to have been filed by 

Presenting Officer on 3,7,89 v>/as not furnished, 

to the applicant.

(xviii) "̂ "hat by proceeding dated 3.7.89 the applicant 

was allowed one week’ s time for filing his 

brief from the date of receipt of the brief 

of the Presenting Officer. T'nis brief which 

was in carbon copy and illegible was received 

by the applicant on 17.7.89 and the applicant 

by bis letter dated 23.7.89 explained the 

position how he was prejudiced during enquiry 

and natural justice denied to him and also 

requested therein that in order to prepare 

and submit his brief the applicant might be 

allowed to inspect the relevant documents on 

a date to be fixed vi îth prior intimation to 

the applicant. The Inquiry Officer by his 

letter dated 25.7.89 intimated that the 

app^ica~nt‘ s letters dated 5.7,89 and 23,7.89 

were received by him on 21.7.89 ano 25,7.89 

respectively and they were sent to the Chief 

Postmaster, Lucknow G ,P*0. for cJisposal since 

he had submitted his report arc. that he was

contd,,.l3
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(xxi) That the suspension order dated 24.11.82 has 

merged in the retirement o r d e r |^1 upe;“ ;;u®l 

tion and the applicant is entitled to

full pay and allowances for the period g t ' 

from 24 .11 .82  to 31 .10 .87  but the respondents

have not cared to pay the difference of due

and yrawn during the said period-. The applicant 

opted for the revised scale with effect from 

1 .1.86  but the respondents have not yet fixed 

his pay as admissible on 1 . 1.86  and paid the 

arrears due in consequence thereof. The provi­

sional pension has been fixed at a'much lower 

level than what it is due ani the applicant 

has been made to suffer.: The General insurance,

leave emhasencashment and GpF amount to the 

tune of seveiral thousands of rupees have been 

held up and not, paid arbitrarily and maliciously 

The fixation of final pension arri commutation 

of pension have been held up ancj^n ad'4 tion to 

the DCRG to the extent of R s . 3 5 , 0 0 0 / -  . No reply 

to the representation dated 30,6.89(Annexure 

A-3l}has yet been received by the applicant. '

(xxii) That iiule 14 of the CCS(CCA) Hules 1965 does not 

permit continuance of inquiry against a i

Governmen't servant who has retired from service?. 

As the applicant was retired from service on 

attaining the age of superannuation on 31 .10.87 

A*N* the enquiiy held against him under Rule 14 

of the CCS (CCA) Buies 1965, and that too 

e^-parte withDurfc up roper ard timely notice to 

the applicant is of no consequence, ‘he

i s ' entitled to all the po.t-retire^ent

applicant
co nt,o * . . 1 5
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(xxi) That the suspension order dated 24 .11 .82  has 

merged m  the retiremert: order/onlupeiannuL 

tion d E M  and the applicant is entitled to 

full pay and allowances for the period p#^ 

from 24 ,11 ,82  to 31 .10 ,87  but the respondents 

have not cared to pay the difference of due 

and drawn during the said period. The applicant 

opted lor the revised scale with effect from 

1 .1.86 but the respondents have rot yet fixed 

iTis pay as admissible on 1 . 1.86 and paid the 

arrears due in consequence thereof. The provi­

sional pension has been fixed at a'much lower 

level than what it is due and the applicant 

has been made to suffer. The General insurance, 

leave emk^sencashment and GpF amount to the 

tune of several thousands of rupees have been 

held up and not paid arbitrarily and maliciously 

The fixation of final pension ard commutation 

of pension have been held up and^n ad'(^tion to 

the iXHG to the extent of Rs.35,000/- . reply 

to the representation dated 30.6.89(Annexure 

A-3l}has yet been received by the applicant. j-

(xxii) That Rule 14 of the CCS(CCA). Hules 1965 does not 

permit continuance of inquiry against a 

Governmertt servant who has retired from service!* 

As the applicant v;as retired from service on 

attaining the age of superannuation on 31 .10.87 

A*R« the enquiry held against him under F^ie 14 

of the CCS(CCA) Rules 1965, and that too 

ej^-parte withoudcjproper ard timely rotice to 

the applicant is of ro consequence, ^he

applicant is entitled to all the post-retirement

CO ntd. . .  15



7

-:13-

4-

no more Inquiry officer an^rin future, the ' 

applicant was advised to have correspondence 

With the G.p^O,#*' The Inquiry Officer,

however, did not disclose when he had subiTiitted

l-ds report' and the_ circumstances under which - 

his report was sent to the G ,p ,0 » who

had not issued the chargesheet nor appointed 

hj.m Inquiry Officer. True copies of letters 

dated 23*7.89 to the Inquiry Officer and dated

25.7 .89 from the Inquiry Officer are Anneaures 

_̂3A- and A~35 respectively,; to this application.

(xix) That the applicant, as directed by the Inquiry 

Officer, addressed the Chief Postmaster, 

Lucknow G.P.O* by his letter dated 23 ,8 .89  

which Vi/as deliverei^ under receipt personally 

in his office the 0 same day, A true copy 

of this letter dated 23 .8 .89  is' Annexure A-36 

to this application.

(xx) That no reply to the representations made

and applications preferred by the applicant 

has so far been received by the applicant vAio 

has been proceeded against by issuing an 

invalid and incompetent charge sheet 

maliciously only three 3 d®ys before his 

retirement delivered to tthe applicant by hand 

through P R I(P ), Lucknow G.P.O*,.

^hri D .C . Pamdey,' with intention to harass him 

after reti'rment and make a ground for withhol­

ding' his retiral benefits.

CO ntd. . .  14
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benefits and the respondents are under obligation 

to arrange for payment of all his dues including 

the difference of pay and ’allov^/ances for the 

period of suspension wliich stood revoked by 

retirement of the applicant on 31 ,10.67 A,M* 

with interest at Bank’ s rate of 18̂ 1 per annum.

-15-

k

(xxiv,

(xxiii) That the respondents, in order to harass, oppres! 

am terrorise the applicant had filed an F * I ,R ,  

in the police agiinst the applicant regarding 

alleged misappropriation .of government money*

•A true copy of the is A nnexure A-37 an^

a true copy of charge sheet m m  in crime case 

It). 998/82 under section 409 P .S .
> n . »

Hazratganj, .Lucknow is Annexure 4-38 to this 

application. The applica-nt is facing trial 

in the court of CMef Judicial Magistrate, 

Lucknow and the evidence of the prosecution is 

being produced.

That the Cliief Postmaster, Luckniw G.p^Q* not-

vdthstanding the trial pending in the court and

the departmental proceedings conducted against

the applicant addressed the District Magistrate

Lucknow for recovery of Govt, money as arrears

of land revenue in respect of the same foreign 

parcels^^which have been the subject of trial
}

in  .the court and the matter of departmental 

enquiry^-through the Tihsildar, LucktX)W. The 

details of these parcels are given in 

Annexure A of the dsr^partment^ chargesheet, 

a true copyy of v^Iiich is annexed as Annexure 

A-5 to this application.' While all-these-:

• co ntd. ,  / i 6
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X

articles have been the subject matter of 

inquiry in  the departmentaljf chargesheet seven 

of them from serial 1 to 7 and -fevo other articles 

No. D 244914/5/80 for Rs, 1971.2 0  and D 286289/10/ 

81 for Rs,500.50are included in tte criminal 

charge against the applicant and have been under 

investigation before the C*j*jYu,j Lucknow. The 

action of the Chief Postmaster, Lucknjw G#p.O. 

in iTTOving the District Magistrate, Lucknow to- 

cause recovery of the amount in respect of the 

articles .shown in Annexure-^ to the chargesheet 

dated 26 .10 .87 , as aforesaid wittout any finding 

of the court or the departmental inquiry^,as 

arrears of land revenue through Tahsildar, 

Lucknow is highly irregular, arbitrary, , 

malicious and illegal, A true copy of the 

communication dated 8 ,9 .8 8  addressed ibiy the 

Chief Postmaster, Luckrx)V\/ G*P.O* to .the Disrict;- 

Magistrate, Lucknow is 4nnex'ure A-39 to this '■
V ' ■ '

application and in consequence thereof the <

Tahsildar, Lucknow by his order datei 19 .6 .89

issued under Section 280 of U*P,. 2 .A.' & L .R . Act

1950 has required the presence of thej applicant

and has threatened to take action for arrest

and detention ant3 for attactaent and auction t

of property. A true copy of the order dated '

19 .6 .89  as could be available from the Ku.rk

^^in is Annexure A-4Q to this application.

■̂f̂he Kurk Amin came to the applicant's residence

in his absence on 8 .9 .89  and threatened:

distress action for arrest of the applicant arK̂

sale of liis property. Tiiis has caused much

anxiety and worry to the applicant as well as tc

CO ntd. . .  17
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to the member(;o| his family*

(xxv) That theaction of the Chief Postmaster, Lucknow 

G,p,0* foT causing recovery 'tlirou^h the 

Revenue auth£)rities is arbitrary, malicious,

malafide ind illegal. The Tesp'ondents have

i '■
subjected the applicant to departrnental as weM . 

as criminal proceedings, have not ^settled his 

^  various dues and have not given 'ap/ reply to

liis various representations and letters. The 

applicant is an old man of 60 years and a 

patient of heart trouble and hypertensio'n and 

he does not possess means to take proper treat­

ment, The non-settlement of his dues and the 

inadequate provisional pension allov^ed by them 

has made iiis l i f e  miserable. The respondents 

^  are acting illegally in withholding and

detaining the amounts of applicant's OFF,

General insurance, leave encashment, difference 

of full pay and allowances for the suspension 

period from :^ .1 1 ,8 2  to 31 ,10 ,87 , the difference 

of pay and allowances between due and drawn'for

the period from 1 ,1 ,86  to 31 ,10,87 in tenns
'f

of revised pay scales^' and in  consequence
\ '

thereof the pension and gratuity which they-are

. I.
under obligation to pay to the applicant i 

immi^diately with, interest at banl<’ s rate of 

1^  per annum,

(xxvi) That the applicant is aggrieved by the 

arbitrary, malicious, prejudicial and illegal

action of the respondents and has no.kajt;

' CO ntd,« ,  18 ■ .
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alternative but to file this application 

before this Hon'ble Tribunal,

A

5* GBDUNDS FOR RELIEF ICETH LEGAL PaPVISIONS;

(a) Because the applicant was arbitrarily and

miliciously suspended by an incompetent order

dated 24 .11 .82  issued by the Dy.Postmaster (G),

Lucknow G.P.O* who was/is rot the appointing/ 

disciplinary ' ' '■ '
/authority, of the applictnt

(b) ^ec^use the suspension order was/is in  viola­

tion of para (C) of the D.G, P8,T letter No, 

2 01 /4 3A 6  Disc I I  dated 15 .7.1976 which reads 

as under

”ifhile placing an official^ under 

suspension the competent authority should 

consider whether the purpose cannot be served 

by transferring the official from his poit to 

a post where he may not repeat the misconduct 

or influence the investigations, if any, in ' 

progress. If  the authority finds that the 

puriDOSe cannot be served by transferring the 

official from his post to another post then 

he should record reasons therefor before 

placing the official under suspension.'*

which was not done in the applicant’ s case.

(c) Because the disciplinary proceedings started anc 

the charae sheet issued against the applicant 

are incompetent, malicious, arbitrary, 

prejudicial and null and void.

contd...l9

1



J

\

{d ) Because Shri A,«N. Srivastava, w'no worked in a

junior capacity in the sanie officG could not bG 

appointed the Inquiry Officer, to inquire the 

charges against the applicant.

(e) Because Kule 14 of the CGS(CCA) Buies 1965 does

not pennit the continuance of inquiry aglinst
i ■ ■

a Goverraient servant who has retired from 

service*;

(f) Becguse the applicant's suspension came to an 

end by retirement of the applicant on super­

annuation on 31.10»87 A .^% , no suspension is 

deeded  to be subsisting and the applicant is 

entitled to fu llj  pay and allowances for the 

period of suspension treating it as on duty.

-19-

(g) Because the applicant could not be proceeded

1 aaainst under Rule 9 of the Pension Rules after

a lapse of 6 years as the alleged incidient or 

misconduct dates back to 3 ,12 ,79  to 14.9.81
I

and the incompetent charge sheet was served on 

: to the applicant on 28 .10.87 by hand through

Shri D.C. Pandey, PEE (P) ,Luck jtow G .P .O .

(h) Sgcause under no rule the respondents coulf^can 

detain and defer the payment of GpF, General 

insurance, leave encashnent^ cues lor suspen—

Sion period and the pay and allowances 

admissible in  terms of revised pay Scales 

effective  from 1 . 1 . 8 6 .

contd, . .2 0



■20*

(i) Because no recovery can be msde from the

applicant as arrear of land revenue as wrongly 

and maliciously inititiated by the Chief Post­

master, Lucknovv G_.P.O» and T^hsildar, LuCknoV\f, 

specially vvhen the'case is sub-judice and a 

huge amount of about 2 lacs has been .withheld 

by the authorities of the department.

(3) Because the entire action of the respondents 

from suspending the- applicant a n d  proceeding 

aaainst him departmentally and enforcing 

recovery from his is b a d malicious, malafide, 

incompetert and Illegal.

A .

6 . DETAILS OF REMEDIES etH/\USTED_^: ; ■

The applicant declares that he has availed of 

the remedies available tohim under the relevant 

service rules etc.

The applica nt submitted representations as

• i
mentioned belov/:-

t

(1) Representation dated 05 .11 .87

■f (2) -do- 29.0 1 .88(/^nnexure A-16)

1

t (3) -do~ 2 6 .0 2 .8 8 ( ' -do- A-17(a))

1
)
1 (4) -do- 28.01 .89  (• -do- A-23)
J

(5) -do~ 27 .06 .89 (■ -do- A-29

(6) -do~ 01 .07 .89  ( -do- A-30)

(7) -do- 30.06 .89( -do- Ar-31)

(8) -do- 05 .07 .89  ( -do” A-32)

(9) -do- 23.07 .89  ( -do- A-34)

(10) —d0“ 23 .08 .89( -do- A-36)

coritd,*-.21
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Ih reply has bee'VyTreceived by the applicant to any of 

his aforesaid representations.

7 .  MATTERS M3T PREVIOUSLY FLLED OR ffiTH ANY OTHER

COURT:.

The applicant further declires that he had not 

previously filed any application, writ petition or suit 

regarding tM s  matter in respect of which tl'iis??' applica*fe 

tion has been made,before any court or any other 

authority or any other Bench of the Tribunal nor an/ 

such application, v^rit petition or suit is pending 

before any of them.

8 .

A

RELIES a)UGHTi

In  view of the facts mentioned in para 4 above, 

the applicant prays for the following reliefs:-

(1) Tfsit t M s  I-bn’ ble Tribunal be pleased to 

declare the chargesheet, appointment of Inquiry 

Officer and all departmentar-l proceedings as 

ilso the recovery proceeding as irregular, 

incompetent, illegal and void.

(2) That the respondents Nos-, 1 to 6 be commarded to, 

fix the pay of the applicant in the revised
• .  1

scale of Rs.1400/2300 with effect from 1 .1 .86  ; 

and pay him the arrears thereof,' alongwith 

arrears of the suspension period from 24 .11 .82  

to 31 .10 .87  treating it as spent on duty. They 

may further be directed to settle all the post 

retireme~nt dues including GPF, General

insurance, leav ©nchslTmentand fix  the pension 

correctly and to pay the arrears thereof and
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the value of the commuted pension,

(3) That the respondents be directed to pay

interest at per annum compoundable half- 

yearly from the date of his retirement to the 

date of payment of the dues detailed in

item (2 ) above.

(4) That the cost of the ca.se be awarded in

favour of the applicant as against the 

respondents.

(5} That any other relief deemed just and proper

in the circumstances of the case be allow-ed 

in favour of the applicant.

- 2 2 -

\

5 • I MTEfflM ORDER. I F AMY. PRAYED FOR;

Pending final decision of the application, the 

applicant seeks the following reliefs

The respondents be restrained to take any 

action in  connection with the departmental proceeding, 

the purported report alleged to have been filed by 

the'Inquiry Officer and the report of the Chief 

Postmastesr, Lucknow G .p .o . to the IJlstrict Magistrate
•\

Lucknow for recovery of amount through Tahsildar, 

Lucknow as arrears, of land revenue and make payments 

of the amounts as considered due and payable by them 

immediately to the applicant to mitigate his distress . 

and misery.

C O n t d .. ,23
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1 0. The application is being filed personally through 

the applicant’ s counsel. As the matter is urgent 

it is prayed that it may be heard and decided 

expeditiously.

X

il*  PARnCULARS OF THE POST/\L ORDER FILED IN RESPECT OF 

APPLICAHQN Ffe; -

(i) Number of the Postal order I 'l 'l

(ii )  Date of issue

(ii i )  Name of issuinq P .O . \vPo

(iv) Name of Post Office 
payable Allahabad G^p.o.

12.- LIST OF ENCLOSURES: .

CD A-l to A-5 and A-5(9) .

C2) A-6 to A-12 and“A-f2((a)

(3) A-13 to A-17 and'A-.l7(a)

(4) A-18 to ‘A-40

VERIFIGAnON

I ,  Ganesh Pradad Sriva^tava, aged about 60 years, 

son of late Shri Mahad^ Prasad Srivastava, Retired L̂ î SiG* 

(F), LuckiEDW G*P*0# ,resident of Flat Not’2, Rahman Mansion, 

Hata Surat Sihgli, Near Bagh Baba Hazara,LucknDW-226003 do 

hereby verify that the contents of paras 1 to 4 , 6,7,10 & 

11 are true to nsy personal knowledge and those of paras 

4 ,8  and 9 are believed by me to be true on legal advice 

and that I have nor suppressed an/ material fact^'

Dated ; / 8  .9a989

Place : Lucknow, Signature of applicant

(M. DU BEY) 
Advocate



IN D IA N  POSTU a n d  TLLtGHAPH::* ULl'iUiTMiiijT 

UFflC E  QF THL . 'POSTHAl^TCa,LUCKNQW GPU

Memo Noj- F X ~ l /F g n  L (^A /02-B3  D^ittid at Lucknnv/-'! '"'fK ■ \\

Wheruas  a c ^ s e  afaina 't  sh'ri G an e sh  P d ,  S r i v a c t a v a  

L ^ G ( F )  L u c k n o w  BPQ i n  r p s p e c t  of a c r i m i n a l  o f f e n c u  i t  jjndet' 

invesitigr ’t i q n  ^ivd aX ^p  d i a c i p l i n a r y  proceenlin^j c n u i n s t  him i s  

cpntwniplatecj.

Npwi t h e r e f o r e ,  the  u n d e r s i g n e d ,  i n  exeucitie of the  

powers £onf«rxtid by S u b ~ r u i « ( I )  of r u l e  1 0  uf Vh CCS (CL&.A.)

1 9 6 s , ' h «rw by  p lwcua  thn teaid t,hri Gun«uh  P d ,  i>riv.j:^tav.. 

undHr suspfHnsion w ith  inmiBdiate a f f e c t .

I t  i a  furthtir  ordBred  th£*t d u r i n g  the p e r i o d  t h a t  

t h i n  QrdBr  e h a l i  r^imaiin i n f a r c e  th e  Haad L^uartery o f  i-hri banwah 

Pi 'uaad Sjr"?voiitfr'ivei U S B (F )  LucVnow  GPO shcill bo kHHum idKc Luc^nov-j 

en^ the  s « i d  a h r i  Gan<’ ; h Pd*  yriv/'^iJtava uh.jll  nut l u u v u  ttiu 

Mead Q u '^rt^rs  w i t h o u t  obtainiina  tha prtsuioai^ puTiiiifciiiion uT thu 

tihdersignod, *

#

• tjd/- 
( U . b . B u i p u i )

U y .  Pqatmaattir (G) 

liucknow GpU-1

py

A

tot-

1 , i»hri Gapesh  P d *  briv«sta^\iiiv LSH ( F) Lucknow  G P O .  O r d e r s  

r s g f r d i n n  a u b u i « t « n c e  allDwtince udiniuuiblu  to  him 

d u r i n p  ths» pwiciPd of  h iu  uufcpanuion w i l l  be iauuijd 

S a p a r a t e l y t  H« w ^ l l  p l e ^ a a  r a p o r t  d n i l y  at 1 1 . 0 0  h r a ,  

t o  the  p y »  P * M , D e l i v e r y  Lucknow  GPU t i l l  w n q u r i e s  are  

, c o m p le t ed  f a i l i n n  which  he w i l l  c a & s e  h i s  a u h a i s t a n c e  

' aii'(?ws(nBBs»’ ‘ '

2 .  I f e r  P .  F i l e ,

3 .  ,
4i  pupsi .ehment Refliater

•}• p y ,  f^M,^>yCipaunts Lun.^now GpO

6 ,  Direpipjp  o f  p o s f ' l  AccouilatR Lucknow-18o

7*  The  ppila p , p . C i r c l e  Lucknow  fo r  i n f o r m a t i o n  w . r . t .

C . D „  f i l e  N o , I n v / C . D . - 1 / 8 2 ^ 2  d t . T . 8 . 8 2  

B* D y • ' P • M . p e l i v u r y  L uckno w  G P O .  He w i l l  pie^at;  sue 

t h a t  thP  o f f i c i a l  r e p o r t s  tu  him at 1 1 . 0 0  hr£«  d » i l y .  

9 - t n .  Spare#

r

D y .  P o atm aatB r  (G) 

Lucknow  GPO
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L>iil-j.-iL.liJ'S.iT id'' lL;i'iu,

C F / I G E  OF  t h e : C n iE F  j C S ‘l'hU.S}-kk LhCiUKil 0 1 0 ,2 2 6 0 0 .1

' f  .

STrtfJO/̂  *Q j. Qf]̂  Qp CHriHGE- 5Hc.LT FUii :mJuR Pt-N*iLTIt,S (RULE 1 4 DF CCS
^ ' ii/,

(C C /- ,)R U L t b  1 ^ 6 5 )

*
MM

NO*

GUVtRNMENT OF I N D U  

M IN IST R Y  CJF 

dmte:;-

Memo No.FX~1/]s'£Ti.LMa/82-83 dated / /  10 ,67  

ME-MORANDUM

-Hh

Tht; preeid-ant/undBE8icjnf)d pX'upysisE t. hi-.ld on 

i n q u i K y  a g a i n s t  S h a i .. P d e S r A w a t a v a  undar  r u l e  1 < i.jf ,-

t h e  C e n t r a l  C i v i l  s e x v i c e s ( C l a s s i f i c a t i c n , c o n t r o l  a n d  a p p e a l )  

r u l e s  1 96s f h e  s u b s t a n c e  of t h e  i m p u t a t i o n s  of misconduct or mi sb E sh f cJ v  

i o u r  i n  r e B p a c t  nf w h i c h  t h e j  e n q u i r y  i s  proposed to bo held is  

s o ' ^  o u t  i n  t i e  e n c l o s e d  s t a t m a n t  I J A s t a t me n t  of the i m p u t  at i uns 

m i a c a n d u C t  o r  m i s b e h a v i u u r  i n  s u p p o r t  o f  such articles  o f  

chargeis i s  o n c l  usoti ( A n n o x u r t J  1 1 )  A l is t  ofl  documunts by which and 

s  s l i a t  o f  w i t n e s s  b y  w h o m  t h e  a r t i c l o s  o f  chPro^ proposed

t o  b e  a u a t a i n e d  a r e  a l s o  e n c l o s e d  ( A n n e x u r e  II and I V ) ,

2 «  S h r i  G a n e a h  P d  s r i v a a t a y a ________ i s  d i r e c t e d  t<^ s u b m i t

w i t h i ^ K  1 0  d a y s  o f  t h e  r e c e i p t  o f  t h i s  m e m a r Q n d u m  a w r i t t e n  s t a t m e n t  

o f  h i s  d e f e n c e  a n d  a l s o  t o  s t a t e  w h e t h e r  h e  d e s i r e s  t o  b e  h e a r d  

i n  p e r s o n *
3 «  H e  i s  i n f u r m e d  t h a t  a n  i n q u i r y  w i l l  b e  h e l d  o n l y
i n  r e s p e c t  o f  t h p s a  a r t i c l e s  o f  c h a r g e  a a  a r e  n u t  a d m i t t e d  .* H e  

s f ^ i u l d  t h e r e f o r e , s p e c i f i e a l X y  a d m i t  o r  d e n y  e a c h  • a r t l e l e » 8  o f

c "1 g © ,  ̂.

He S h r i  G a n e s h  f d  B r l v a s t a y a . __________ i s  f u r t h e r  i n ­

f u r m e d  t h a t  i f  h a  d o e s  n o t  s u b m i t  h i s  w r i t t e n  s t a t e m e n t  o f  

d e f e n c e  o n  o f  b e f o r e  t h e  d a t e  s p e c i f i e d  i n  p a r a , 2 . a b o v e , o r ,  d o e s  

n o t  a p p e a r  i n  p e r s o n  b e f o r e  t h e  i n q u i r i . n c j  a u t h o r i t y  o r  o t h e r  

- w i s e  f a i l s  o r  f e f u s e s  t c  c o m p l y w i t h  t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  o f  R u l e  1 4  

o f  t h e  C C S ( C C A )  R u l e s  1 9 6 5  o r  t h e  o ^ ^ f i e r s p d i r e c t i  o n s  i s s u e d  

i n  p u r s u a n c e  o f  t h e  s a i d  r u l e  t h e  i n q u i r i i g  a u t h o r i t y  m a y  

h o l d  t h e  i n q v i r y  a g a i n s t  h i m  e x  p a r t e .

k

.2/-



\
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^  ' 2

Attfc-intian of Shri

1964 gndar which no G o v t . S „ „ . n t  shell b o J„ .  . r  ntt.mpt to 

X ng any p o l it ic a l  ai outside infludoncu tii bu.-ir upon inv

ining  tu his SDrvicB under the Government. I f  anj, xenre 

Sentatlo# i s  received on h is  b e h .l f  from ..natHer oerson in

w ^ p o c t  of any matter dealt with in  theeo procuud^nys it will  

b«-presumed that 5 h r i . ^ ^ ,  . ________

«t =uch „ xepruuMitotion unu Ihot it h.a, boon m.dM ut l,iu in.Uno

■inc! « t i o n  will be taken agninst him for violf,ti.,,n bf Hule 2D

°f the CCa(Conduct)Rules 1964,

6. T h o  x o c i s i p t  i j f  t h u  (iiumui>ii'nJuni ly btJ tJCk ritjwlecjytjj

To,

Shri

ux

(Dy ’ Ofiiu-r anri'in* tha" numd oft'h 'u  *

prfjiiidont)  ̂ i'>

i,Qp.iist t«Jr,

Nama &, dus (^^blnpotent

Authority,

SllKit fftajfa .ijtâ -liaba, il&tt&l’lt

l.uek2i«v •

2,



&.UV/.STAW Ui,<2 F,A. iicaal

. .  - . „ ; r r  ‘ - - -  ■“ ■•

th. yerloa i'ro, to H  • 1 9 , 1  ‘ '2 ; ^ ' ^ . “-̂ .̂

amtoK-imr-im artlciis «»oi,„u,.i U  to.:

c r H i t  th. « o u «  . f  o m u : .  4-.ty In tho Co.t. ««„vr.t. Tiu. it U  

tlMt U  « t « 4  In 0ijntri.vsiitn>r. cf t-uios 1 1 (3 ; « .a  182/1 of 

toui«l Vol. VJ iMti I  -^iu rt.ls 4 »f fiy l>.u.a. VcX. I  «aj 

rule i7 of M I  *■.«.«. v a .  .1 « . « . > '  f . l U J  t«

4 J . « ( j f j c O K *  nsfisUtaxJUo to 4uty ut,<i nutW iu a iatn*m»»jr 

Utib«co»ifi  ̂ Of ft &>vt. ttt-rvajfit vioiiitAAi  ̂ iherwi-y ti3« . I'oviaiui-ij oi' 

ltul« of C.C.b.UojHiuctJ hgieii, Mj64.

d^^S)

î i —i?!

'i'lat a/W'Siiiii.u w.i, .-.'i iv&t; tfa!v« wiiiift hoi'kit.i- it*-

tdid  « a ^ « 0 i t /  <iurlB^- tUif uiaruuuia K r io U  to cr«ait  t« ualt.

(iucavftt tU* cusstuti att̂ r twtNijn.^

re«i-:<.Ot of Uu, U r̂-i i/ .''dt.iW’t «* '̂'-

« a v * t t  UJ.W vr. 2 a . > : 4 w  « H :. r- . . .  c u v i ^ i j f .  ‘*’1...... At. U

that «Aid  '.'bri C.i%-riyu»»t.v4 -.ct«a U «  oi'

1 U 5 )  of Voi. ¥i part I ti-M w U n  4 oi‘ Po'T

iroi. 1 »K«i 21 i-'.H.ii. Vol.' i i  fi-iUU to

ebaoiwt^ intfetjx'ity, di« pi«^'ea sro as . n.£-ii...uc» -to dutjf a m  -»*ctea lu ^ 

« M »m «r  u^b^«o«iu,' 01 « a«vt. v i .iatiu , tL «re .y  jro v i.io u «

of JcuX* 3 ( 0  «f <-’C- (C&adiict; t .

/'■a u t ic l : ■ ,

;,hrl Ck.jf««h m e * i d  c r iv *»t  v& «rd i&  workth»i in im ÎCcv&^ îa

Ciii^vclty during t&<, U ‘i>rv^«*ud ,,e n o d  «t  r « q a r .d  to

Ih. ««a-to, of . .n w '. .  .I..U  -la o.J

« . t l „  « « r t y  «,<i « .r .fu il , but U„ 4 U  « t  «  -ii

L „ t .,t .* -  1«.; t)» «-.c. t5 U „  M l ;

the <lkov« r..j;i8t»r lul- th» -'I■'>='' *« “ >*'■■ '•"“

1,  I'vU »f ».=. r*.v.r*«..,. u. '«"••"•' “ ‘■•

e„rr«.t :«». -«'» b, U . .t u U v i .  ti.„ u.

F.T.e.

1



■,S/'

-'I(i

\
■* ,

T'l

m2>»

um̂ rn s?tti« .e-i .V6i. i i .  to

i4 iir»tfeiie ®; B.frVfti'ifen k» 4'ui,r A\t%̂<A 1h -ft x̂tSfatsaraiit̂-

fi»f a aaveri^&fei sasfv^ii^ tirv\?-Jtg;ien&'4̂ r lu.,i*« '1 '(1 .}(,,iJ ) airi

^ i 1)UiAJ^l^f O.G.fa, (Oaaau-at] Airifet, ■ ' ■ , • .

4'-.-;'>n CA/‘̂--'--'̂ î y ■ .

Sy 4 C&i,s?,f ' ?oa tmni&tjas-r'''^' 
Luakiiww ......■ .



>■i

/) ’t>.̂ >t> i'J.: ■̂U

la,aVAT£Mfc. iii  «!• i » f - c r . . T J C M i .  0 *  r i . , e v K v  c v  i „  . U i - i f c » T ' u r  
r t f t T l C i K U  0 1 ’  O i i k l U ' . : '  l i w K i ;  U  / t U . J v w f  ; . U K i  . . i i  I ' i H v A i )  J i U  V * ' o ‘i j i V *
i . . ; i . . G ,  i > . A .  i U C ; . r . Ow  G F 6  ( Ij K].-;. it U P K ^ . i . )

A l t ' i ' l C L R  -  I t

thri liam&h Pruiiad orivawtsiiva, tbt; pi» worked in 

laport b j ' t t o c h  L u c w i o w  Gii(> & «  G . / » .  C i . - r k  . 1  i r o i B  3 . U . 1 9 7 9  t o  U . 9 . l 9 e 1  

Hs ¥us reijuired to r©c«iive the Custoia J;uty ate »rticl«a, to proparw 

r«l(^tlv0 Intiwcitioaa for addrewa^aw and thtar-teni ter to dsllvar the 

artlelM <lt windom aftar clelM«ry of rilutlve intimi.tloui ^hroufh 

Pcftteft ii« Aftay dfllivftrj; q£ th<a 6vlicit‘« iii,»iĵ uow tiit wttid iJhri 

Cu£»»h Prfcitfad UriMUuUy^, wan vaquir^d to orr.-dit tho wtaouut r«- 

pr«»«ntliitf «u*<tc)?ij Uuty due th«r«0Ji u» oJ' hxiu by virtutj ct

kui*f^i^(3) ttau tfc'2/1 of F6.T Munuai Vul, VX t I r««.d wixti I'ulo 4 

of M y F.M.B. VoX. I urn9 '.t> le 2? oi' F.Ii.li. Vol. IX.

Xn tl» »ut4 oapooity inud cfurlMfc; thu rlud &forattftia *;iiri 

Off.Urlvttstuvu x-oCtilved ftittvculwoa uuu tom-duty-dus urlJtolvu uu ĵta' 

d*tail* enu»erttt»a ia kamxure 'A*. Uecexpt of articlcti u&aer rijfttrfeuctt 

WMM *dait t*d by ahri G.i'.c : ivou tj»vu viaw < i«j writtwn mtvi ttrKCut 

d^tedi 24 *4 >82 fiud 241.4.62 (oop̂ y fmclosie^). of Pout

KfflW £«lhi oa tbi Lk«l» oi' refo'l-tsaoed froR. uir̂ -'Ctor o f  Ai.:ait»fistg/;ur 

lutiiiiftt*d uoii-dispoaal’Of ths urticlaB wa <siicwu lu tiit- hnm xu '^

T h «  * c i a r « f i « « e  c f  t w e l v e  u r t i c i e s  o u t  o f  o4w*«<tin»<i, i ^t  t e e r l u l s  

t  t o ' ^ Y i ^  h^v<t c o i i f Iriftcjd i n  w r l t i t i g  t h v i t  t h e y

f aAv e  l a k e n  d e l i v e r y  o f  t h e  6 r t i c l « j a  i i j  ; j U i u - t i u a  a l  t e r  puy i ne , -  t h a  

dutt c u s t o m  d u t y  aatomiit  t o  t h »  C i * r k  c o u o a r t t ^ i d  * » t  i u c k u o w  Oji>0.*rba 

a s o u i i t  «© r e t t l i a e d  hwa n o t  » e e n  c r e d i t e d  t o  t h e  C a v t .  a c c o u n t .  f h ( i «  

t h f  d t p a r t m e n t  h» » n u f t t t r e d  «  i o w a  t o  thus t u u e  &i‘ t o . 1 0 , 9 ( » 4 * i 5  o u  

. f t e o o u n t  o f  n o i i - o r e O L i t  o f  j ^ r o c e e d a  o f  t h © « R  u r t i c l < i «  Jca* w h i a h  i 3 h r i
a . f * « i r i v u i t « i v a  i s  d i r e c t l y  r e s p o a a x b l a .

Thus it «lXaged that iila'l C.X*. iirivawt*'V» a ctwd In oouo 

trttv«ntion of huXe 11(3) end 182/1 of PAT iHinuttl’* Vol . VI part X 

r®«d Witt Rul^ 4 of‘ piT Vol. X ajia Hule 27 ot' P&X F.H.B.
V ' ‘ ■

Vol. XI end ther«by failed to tttiintaiuiibfcslute inte<irity, ditt played 

fro«i0 n«£llgo&oc to duty und aot«d io a MArjnsr uiibocoitina: o£' a Govt 

BervtttttN^taXaUttft th« i»rovi4*ioiia of Uulfe 3(1) of C.C.t;.(Conduct)

M U  t» 1964.



IJi® i i h x i  0 . i " . i - r i v - 8 t « v a  v v o r k i a t f  l a  this» A i i ' o r u -

Sttid oApacity raot'lved Cujstom due article  iv©. 'a 24^iSl4/i.6yO

foif aifiouat of uo.ly7l.20 oa Sa.î .fcsO aiij iio. 2b626y/ti»l' for

« 6  t t a o u t t t  o f  r f w .49a . 5t'  o n  21 . l O . t i U  . f o r  a « i x v u i - f  t o  t t e  ■

iiu(Ar«tt8w«» 4itiyr realisfetxoM of tm  a'uovo waUTiioneu utdcauta• ' 1‘Jae 

ftfortcttid £>hyi Q.ir.i>rivost«ive» daliv^fred ti-« artit;l<«i3 to tiis? eddr®»«fet}t; 

on 9#6*S0 25i1t#0O fii’ ier ryuiiaiui; Uisi liij.t»00*i}0 rt.a-

T h u &  w e r «  a ^ n i u f o  t  i»u«

i  3 ^ 2 6 9 / 1  i t  « /̂ Ofise o f  t k e « ©  af fl quttte,  v b  z.tk e r e a i t t t U  t o U o v t .  b y

»ftid iiuxt 6*a,sr3,vnat<»v* *»* cu*5i;©«i duty ru(;ltitex oi' .tfar«i*;n

fertialfi tx'itaeftjrsfsd A<,*o©ua%f(» bsfaiwii tf.Mifst:»xr»ea ■ toy wfea U.i'*

fcuyift hJLtuwtsiU'« ‘̂ 'b,uu iu wjLj.u0i,«a wii»tk i.U«i ti'«u l j>.o'uu d.

HUttis totwlllJii: K * .2 4 6 ^«7 0  w'®.» l*y »i'oremuiU sii,k

O.P.uxivaetava 'a ^iu at  the previfiiojcis o! i.ul» 11 (2l) t>f i&t• • Vol. VI

p f t r t  1  r e a d  w i t h  t i u i e  4  o i ’ F 4 ' i ’ i f . a . B .  1#oi*  i  f i a d  i uXit -Z'l o i  

V o i .  I I  ttttd t h ^ r e u y  f & i l « d  t o  « *  l i u t t t l n  a b f i o i i f l c !  i t y ,  a i » i / l a y a d

g r o a n  f t c g U g o a c t t  t o  d u t y  arid a c t a d  i n  & s a m s r  u a b o c c a i u g  ot' a t J o v t  

vldlfitittii: tha previaiontJ ei" Ivuie 'J(i) of CCi* ICoji^uctl HuXes,

1964.

S h r i . fiaipaii iiriv«»tavu while woxiciJijg that ftforsfiaiA 

cupaolty duriag ’ tto »for®s&id p«rioi w&i. 'ri^quired to ttA'iatuin the

rftgiita? oJr yowif.B ArtiuXort r«c*iv«d

aad ©arel'ull^ hut to diii not raiatbi.a th« «bov« r®̂ ,dfî er 

3for th« P*riod from 5.t2*'79 to Me oaly miut^ined thi

above reaiater for t'h» ^ H o i  fro» 24.7.8i to 1&.9.'al vUioh too 

le full of «r»»we*» »»<1 ov«x* to i’̂ iUod to *tte»t

th© .oosTftctioaB Bttde by >utti»g hie .luiii«l*> ia the ra^Uter.

Shri a.P.^r v̂astuvflv felled to obi.*iirve th« px'0vi*»i0»»- of 

65i of t'&T Mau. Vol. I I .  Thereby h® tw i^siutalu davotlon to

duty «'ad actftd in  a ’ uubtcornum: v io U tiU i,

pr.vUio>» of Iiul* M O ( l i )  .na M m i i l )  of C.C.3.{Co.l<lu.t) to U a .lSM .

';r  ,
£ i y . C h i « f  i ' o«

L'ucic r  ow Oi ' 0 *



\

7 /

'‘'''̂ f'-i-Alli(L« II J

'<?'■■'« a ‘‘S' “hich tha ci-ticioa ,

U  rjtanafii-i: n^i- ■

of chtisgia
laJ'O, ai:-f

■ f'xi in«-i 

7/247S? i
'  " '  ” *̂ ' «*’'iwxui;e ^

I S-iJtli i-jr li(,t tjt:tut< ( ') t 'I
« « C 1 .

"I ra,iGfi.:,x I,

a W 0 , > ^ 2 9 9 3 7 7 / 2 4 7 5 ?  a t

-•tud ( :j«.t l„ui) L ni

X'/o iurticlft

' v /
. -i-«l - «nd .£ tr cntiuxuTo *

•S. lrfenpfer l.trl deted^w^ai .  .

N o .^ 2 a 3 B % /5 e t .D .j«

V ^ ? i ' 7 Cin*’ ''j 2 7 * *  1-00 ccni^iiiir-s ontir. I n  i / o  j t t i c l e
IV(J, 4n[.•*/<■.? ,i79n ut eerioj 7 of ijnnexurt' A» X

vx

' '^ "X  * T rentif-.jr litit dated 28-5-yo# ccmt;iini;.y wni. j.-y in' r/u artlci &i 
.j..  ̂ ' i\i0S6W^^49lia, ^V'N /- V

X .

"'/' 6* T2:c,(n;if«)! Ji.'t dr',tt*(i 21-1j>hn, c (/nt oir i r.t( srrlry :,r r/«-' »riicl0

V

9, Teanafar Xi at datad 3fJ-1 > -9fj„ cont.-aainp jn*;ry in dxticlfr

Hi;i’3nJ'l /̂9 ii'f wrial fi. uf ««'tna.<Mirr  ̂ v

in T . M . f f t  1i»t d««*<t 2-<i-M. <i-»t«atng sntry i«  • / “ • * « » * •

N n fz5i7I.T "» t M i i r i  3 o*' •■r,‘i ‘’ '<«« *'• v  . ■

. ,  ,  , . . . .  ,.-.t u.,tu; .Q-1-C0, c n t .i n i n g  .« » * » ,  1» * / «

' . • . d .t«d  1-2-00. ccnt.i.,ir,s «n tx , ir. r /u  a x t ic i .

" •  W » » «  "  " '  “ “ “ ' ■ . . i f . .

uu.^^2.u;iO,  entxy in r/o  articia

 ̂ article

* d^t.d  19r6-«2

; •  s r . :  ^r;/. y

under aiUvp'^naion-. Caiitd. . « . • « • • • *  *'̂
. //r~ i f\

I Cinf^



f

' 2 1 *  Mzittun statement of Sri Hanuman Prasad Miiihxa daieci 

^  -V. , 2 8 - 4 - 3 2  w r o n g l y  n o t e d  a s  2 8 * 4 « 0 1  b y  h i » ,

2 2 #  H d g i s t u r  o f  f o * « i g n  a r t i c i n t t  r t a c t i v n d  « n d  d w f c p ^ i t c h a c l  o f f  
f f i r  p w r i . n d  ' ^ g o m  2 4 - - 7 - B 1  t o  1 9 - 9 - a ^  i n  t h «  h « n t i  w r i t t i n g  
o f  S a r i  l a . f  „ c * j r 5 . v o s t a y « ,  a t t w a t a d  b y  t h e  c o u v t  o f  L u c k n o w #
f i J r  /  ■ - < •  ̂ : • . /-

2 3 ,  D u f c y  r i 3 y i  a t c ! r ' o f  f o r » i ( j n  J a j r t i o l n i i  ,  t a m n i i f i i i r i i c i  t o  t | | u A / Q «
b c ' ^ n c h  L u c k n o w  G P O  f » o m  2 6 - 2 - B O t o  3 Q « . 4 » a 2  u t t w o t u i d  b y  t h *  
c o u r t  o f  r . J M  L ' j c k n o w .  .................. .....

2 4 .  L e t t a r  N o *  6 - D f t u / 8 2 « 3 3 / F P ~ 1  1 o a t a J  p x *  2 ?  f r o m
C D R l  I ^ t o x e s  a n d  F u v c h a a e  o f f i c e t r  x o  F o e t m d a t e x  ( aP U  L u c k n o w  
a t t a s t e d  b y  t h e  c o u r t  o f  C J M  L u c k n o w *

2 5 *  L a t t a r  d o t a d  Msi y 2 6 ,  1 9 6 2  f r o a  ' • ' X i  , L . ^ j u s i v a a t a v a i ,  U D C
P u r c h a s e  ^ s c *  C U k I  L u c k n o w  t o  S r i  H . N . i i n u k l a ,  C , I , L u c k n o w  
l i . P . U .

2 6 «  F U < p l y  d t i t f u l  3 - 3 - U 2  av - i t o i u  u f f i t - u r  Hii.il L u c i a i o w ,  s s i c o r d e d  
o v a r  1 M ; .  L u c k n o w  G P U  I c i t t a x  N o * L h - F g o * t  2 1 / 6 1 - U 2  d t  1 T ~ ! ? - * 8 t «

2 7 *  W / S  d a t e d  1 - 5 - 8 2  o f  i ^ h a h n u j  c / 0  , ' - i a h d .  Y a e e o i n ,
H o u e f e '  N o ,  2 1 5  J h a k a r  B a g h  L u c k n o w  r e c u j d e d  b y  S a r i  h . N . i a h u k l i  
Q . I ,  L u c k n o w  G P O *

2 0 ,  4i‘/ S  d ' : t " d  1 - 5 - 6 2  o f  H u s h n a  B a n u ,  2 8  K i & c h h a J L i  M o h a l - L u c k n o w
v f i c o u d t i d  b y  S x i  r t , N , o h u k i a ,  C , i .  t u c k t i u w  •

2 9 «  w / S  d . „ t e d  2 - 5 - - b 2  o f  i i i i  - . H c U u d n r t i m  i u * ’ U u i r  C h i t n d * r a
O u c l h r e t i i ,  x ' ® c o r d & d  b y  « x i  K . I w t J h ' . ' K i u s  L  ,  i  •  L u c k n o w  i a P Q *

3 0 «  W/~’ d u l j r t  l - S - f i ? .  o f  I ’ h i ' i  M t j h d »  b h a m l w  ^ / U  l u t w  S » » l
H o h d *  Naeju.'.4)in 1 1 6 / 9 9  G t ) H a n d i  L u a k n o w  £ « C Q £ d a d  b y  
b ;3i  n . N . b h v j l i l a  L . i «  L u c k n o w

3 1 ,  w / t i  d a t a d  1 - 5 - 0 2  o f  i ) r i  N B U s h a a  A i i  U t  p r e s e n t )  » S a a t a
C h i k e n  U h - i n d a X i  N < J i z i r a b i i d -  L u c k n o w - 1 6 #
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S j ^ i  HemkMftU'35e I t J *  H a t d *  L u C f k n c u v  G/P<ll, p t i n  t.!Ticip mas: ihet

ino gat@ lLucknow»'

?• ^xi Divvruki Naraian Wiohya# thts 'tiitofi rA Luckcicw Uif C, riOirj 

, ' .  t u c k n o w

0 » k S r i  H a j e n d r a  K u m a r  F A ,  L u c k n o w  G P G ,

/ 9 *  S h » i  P a n e h a w  L a i  K u r i l ,  L u c k n o w  G P U *

^  l O o S x i  N u i £ a i »  A r m m E i d #  H h « *  L u c k n o w  

U ' d i j i  S i n g h ,  p / ^ » L u c k n o w  C P C *

(-

iJ./: n

>u.-

A



Is

IS

a : ;

at

';3» 4

■ '\ 

fi

n  •

ei o
.Lj

7
.i ;:'S 
yj t!<l 
e’’̂  o

S : :^
o

: . . 3

■■• t-' 
-i 

•-5 S-*

o  «-• 
i-i
!>;
'.} r,» *rJ M
Ir .. -t

4  M  

•'̂  ^  •'••» o  
i't ■'•]

!•■'* (.m 
» ‘ t

r.- t
>4 W  
H

i
('■i "'r

o

'h (1> 
n  H'

F-f -H 
|-,,lf': '-'W

-'•n ti;i 
-«*■( j; <>
! V -,(. ■

o

F-- ‘ ♦
S''-

1
fv.
«

fa O'
•H

•*.'!
■’ •r.

"m cs;
o
-1 ?

,fA 'C
:5

1** f:̂

, —V
r’>

r;">

t>

m
H
n

U

(P
•-.,Sii
O -V.'-

v\i o
'•1'

%'
r*/

T) !?!
C.) Pci ’’ *
■'■/ :
*t4

:-7
0.if -.-I

«v|

SI
•-*1

T5
U.

:/3

«

,r>- TO' ■
i' •> ■'y' t* . i» • o
'f6 (ft f;i) 03 •
# t'-' ' • •

a m • # • •
• o >r\ • r; « o

l*r— ''A'

> > >
\

>
\
,> ">

t>''i f.\«

o l{̂ c? o o ■<rs O O o
■re- 7.̂- ■;\5 CM 1.M (A f/v
• ’« <9 • • • • *-
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CM o  m CM <.,5
<V rr%'. CM

>■> \  ■

0] (M <t» <4:

fM CM

^  o
(O 03 
• •

tn <M 
•  ■ _

O
00

*«|- r •
KN SO

»“
CO

f<̂
«

'M

in K\
c\* CM h (<\ (A

.'J-i
CM

U

«»•
CD <» <0 «0 »«
•

lf>
•

in
■

♦«-
•

*M
• • <r-* to

CM • • •
(TV O

‘T̂ ■r-

ftr. ?- r»
a

4* n •*4- CM
«■"** 1/' sO (M
i\\ C\i f

ff̂l n
fir\ l>

,o
r'.i 4-»
01 ‘. r?)

ro

c>

«r"O
''-v

^  t~
fO

m  c\)

’ P
r-t ' ■

«(-*
A! (r\ «*- I.f\ <•0

<r“ o o «}«•
m OQ fo so (30 03

''v «
O r*' r- ■M-

o CO |Oi
VO TO ■«f̂ m m ec

f> , l> ' 1T“ m CO T*

!«' ic e s X e

• • * *
• • • O <*** KN

C-* Ct̂ (T. r-

>

gMMI



( -'i— 
■V \

A

X ,

m

Fs» b» I 

I#

OF i01.;TS
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Tl« Ma9lstrat^|
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F x ^ F g n *m V ^3 - S 3 ' Oatfecl B ^ 9 M Q B

Sub I Pmp&nikl t‘©y mmmxf ef 6ovtv mmf a»
&sma^ pi land Jtevaiw# «» cas# of Srf. .Gaiosh 

Sri.v*i$tava Î .G(p#A#),Lyekftt*if G,»p»0 « 
Citet|3r«d|#

Yom kind atmMcn is iwitad to offiet 
l#tt©3?. of « w n  rm»' ddltd aad S'U^stqysnt
t@ffiirKle»'dat@d 23«2«08 i?0g£5?din9 s#eov̂ 3?f ©f 
®0:RSf t@- t-l» tya^ 0f ■ R5«I.0#64«6'S m  m m m -  
M m n m  f t m  Sri GaMsb Pms^4  $jriLvast«^a SA> lata .
SM. -Mahadt® Fi*a@sd Srlvastivai Flat Bateau
Warisi©ri| Hats SuEat Singh, Chaiijativ̂ aii,Bâ h Baba Haia» 
LuckrtaM'and ttelr copies »̂dors®€l te tha 
Tateildai- Ĉ oiloetion s©ctioR Lyckw f@i? dalng the 

foyt m lrul,tfyl insult is fortheoatng ’̂

Toy raquastfijcl ta is€y@ m m^-
ssaiy ins’teyctlorjs to thŝ  "Tahsilda*. C^llmtimi Section 
■tyck'nov# fm. (teirig tlis rttedfwi aarly

Sd/-
Rtstoaij'tor,' 

iuckiiQVf 6 ,p .0 #22& 0i«

%p,y to I-**
Ths Tahslldar Col.l®€tlott S«5Ction iuckiw foi,*; 
iivforraatioii«i'

Sfi BarjBu Yadav FH|(P| .111 LyekDow G«p,0 * for 
d@liv©rlna th© ersclosfd letters t© tb©
District iyiclcsw md th§‘TahsiWar
C,0Xl©cti,a?i S^etion Luekncitf l©r gtiting the -, 
paddful * is  ©axly-.,’ . ■

F*M #G« U#i>« CS.rc.|.® iu c k n o ^  w ltli  to
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V 112)1 fiJJ ro'-'xĴ  (X "’I"' ''Ml.A’n.'C T.ji'P'14'w''M'''

Gm o;^ 0 .̂  ̂ :roib?r̂ *;?i-jvv . lirM \ rZ - lw Jo O O ].

Ifemo No. LMA/82-.83 Dated: Luckrow, <̂“ eSept . €  1982

a n  c ' t p ' i ^ l i r i i n q u i r y  a g a in s t

« n d e T ^ i5 ~ :i 4  of'JKr(:sza^- T^:iyr:i Tcn“ T ~
'Jon-tro], &  ApTaVl)- iul.ea, V 4 > ; .  ’A c  suVs ';-̂ of tao ‘ nch
> : a ^ a 3 h G  o f  u i  s o o n r l - i - . r * :  c r  r r . : , - ' n  V  ;• v ‘ r i i  • j t  . : ) n ) ' ; . : T  c  , o ^ w ' d  
Tho ini.jUi^3' J.J p.i.'opj;>0i,1 ut,’ bj ji';,,;’ ,;■ '> ;; -li, (Ĵ ,J Q-P

f^itewry n f f a i L i c i o e  of n-.. r -o J ; .  o-^u^.oit

V ic 4.i;pa.u»tlcn.3 o f tt^ecDi^a-.i.ut .vr -r; j -k  .. i>-i orr n ') ■ U a t  of 
o; oJ-iicj.e ia  ^ e

ducnrê irs ynlrh, arid  ̂ ji>?!- u" -i i c ,;  ̂o
f j i j . - j  . e a  c f  c h ^ r , ■’. ;■! a r c  ' ^ r c n i . s o c ' .  t o  b o  r; v "  ' '
jrjcioqoi. I I I  L IV),

3
S i r i  G * f ,S r i v a a t a v a  ^ , . ------ --'T'-.-i, «

t “ ,i iy 5 T T :n T i“ fo-?j7r-^> - > '
I M a r d 'O T  wi'i'!.'':!.” ) s 'tH .T '? 'ler ,* o-r j, ;.s e . n i  di..

■iietiicr he ciea!T.\9;j t.) h'. hor.rl ir-

nuiiv v U '‘. to h^’d ■̂',v in'♦ B.-3 ie In-'̂ 'crmcd 1h.nt in inn’'.'-'v - , .i,|fv,,. ,,̂ j
jefipQOt of atrulo uf o U o j , ; .  % , V-n j
a ' i ' u j r ' j . C u X ' o  j Mptjn;i vir'.-i.l3j'’ ■uHui-.: u-' u'!t'.\
^ cJiiirgts t

G *P *S»1 vaetaya_________________ ^On,;,' i. ,  j .  _____z :r  . ~~~ :.Z~ ~  ~Z~— ----- .H...U u'T r  j i ' ! , , (  ’ .
(O.'tjined th at  i f  h e  does not sulniit in ?  o

>ef^:C3 cn rr H'-f'Dif- th e  daX'3 s L G c i f ;  enqpirii',-/

';!' does DLt ir- perncn t e . C f ; , : y  v'rL't I'k ' -jrovreiV,
5£ o'u’vrr^vjoe .u’ai.-t '.'i J : ,f  i;-0:i3 _̂ t o r o“-r,

f i  E a l G  1 4  I ' J - '  0 0 - ^  ( O i j r - x A )  K i ; a ; V i l d  " U ' . e  . i r q i u r i n g
in^KsJ in  p j s 'u a r o q  oT s’: Iv r ,'3x  prrto.

,ji,athori V/. uaj'- h o i u  '0L2 i n g u ir

T c T  s’CĈ 'o nd 'ifH )\i Attortion of Sh>:j. _  <->iviJ, t;?ivic.i_, ____
■13 invited to ^-.jo Govt, F3rv'i'ii f-ha\l V i q f  ox-

-19̂ 4 un--c.r J1 jut.T;'cs', r.ie r.ir t^

Vs^r-i:;;>c;-oc^ 'S ® "’-. 'C p .S H v a s t a v a  ' ^
i,1 Vi 11 •';;;“ ,.;;‘:e5rn‘t»ti1?;raic’ U a r i * ;  h^r. >,eei' uqqo

?vi ;̂re 01  yll^ -be a.̂ c:ir-»r'. n : a

< 0 .n ,r C  ,;ujuv 1 . ^ : ,

::;ha •>£ mQinDrand̂ i- T̂E'y ha

Oy« praatmast«3?;{lI«^z(bttBd) 
Lucknaw GPO-226001

Eegd.VJ^^ 3hxi^*P*^3civast^va LSG (F) an leave»Kfflthi H a ji  Rahxmbux 

i . Yigilanc^ ^^99^ neaV Chauptian*Lueknow

Pffjao-Y4.
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A..



A

f"i. “>fi>'asta“ r L S ( ; ( F V L i c k i o «  »5='l'’ 8t Shri Ganosh

rtrticle T

ionTnn as G e M r A i s t t “ t ‘' c l « k  I l ' "R M n ' ’l '  w h U e  funct-
Juring the pexiod from 3 *1 2 . 7 9  to 14  9 fer«nch Lucknow GpQ
Maxi air arti<;les i^#rina cu-3tom d h / ( received foreign letter
•peneri fn«f» window •leliverv to thf‘ i P'^ftaga fee from bag

JsaXising  custom duty and piaat«»aa i  addlTesseea after

in Annexura»<l*but ha f a i l a r ^ o  I n t i !  M . i X u  m a n t io L d
cuHto« duty «nd postage fee credit o?

did not mention the numbers ho^n^ k of the articles
in dBp«6it in hie abatr«ct. He acted articles remained
and 1«4 of pj,T Manual y J  \ T n Z l  r ^ 'V ‘=“ '"truvuntien of rule 11 

and rule 12? of FhB V«1  n ,  PH» Vol l

Article  TT

p ^ .  S r i v a 8 t e v a i r d “ n o J % " ? a n L ^ : ' ' : J '  Shri G .n e .h
t=r.,iv»d >nd WspoBU of'gnr^or '^sn. irticl.a ”
other for tha p . r l o / f r o ^ S ^ f a t
wRre troete?i as inst. Th« said i-.n cl ’ ? ^agiatsrs
period from 24*.7,81 to 1SI,9.81 is f u ir o r "^ ^
inge with ilimotives. He Icfcd il  sind ovdr writ-
PS.T Manual Vol I I .  in contravention of rule 636 of

• ^ t ic l B  III

By his above acts the
LSG(F) Luck;•w*GP0“ fa ile ^^n ' 'I !^ ^ f^^  Ganesh Pd, Srivastava 
«=vitiQn to dSty as reiu?r^S fsolute int.grflty and
CCS (Conduct) fiul« " "   ̂ I (i )M ii) of

/ < )■

Dy* PoGtmastar (G )■ 
Lucknow G P U - 2 2 6 0 0 1  

%

H



musm

1̂. Statement of imputations «of misconduct in 
artxcies of chaiTge fram.d against 5hri Ganeah 

(f) Lucknew GpQ.„
P d .

'upport af th« 
iiri\ osta\/a LSG

A r t i c l e  I
. . j . articles bearing custom 4uty DOstaoR foe men-
txonod in Annexure *A‘ were given by bag o p e n e rs  to Shri GoP#Srivd-

II R«gn Import branc(i Lucknow GPO for 
ffecting window delivery to their respective addressees after 

realising custom duty and postage but the said shri G ,P .Srivasta- 
ya did not account for the articles. The HirectorR of Accounts 
(Postal) Nagpur inti mat edjntan credit of the said amounts of custom 
duty and postage fee. The said shri G .P .5rivastava was addressed 
to intimate disposal of the articles mentioned in annexure 'A '
In respect of articles No. D-210152 and 0-201448 he 
that the articlRS are not traceable to have been deliveved and did 
give no reply in tf*i9pect of article no. 0-205721 , He failed to 
intimate particulars of credit of the amounts realised from the 
addr^seeea «r theiil* disposal. He did not show the numbers borne 
by the said articles remained ind8posii,in his abstracts , He 
vialBtnd provision of rule 11 and 154 of P«.T Manual Vol.
Rule Ik 4 of F ,H ,B , part I and rulR 27 of F .H .B , V®1

VI part I

Article II

While working as 
6,p,Sriv3Str?va did notShri

GA II fiegn Import bran h Lucknow GpO 
^,,7 trcinsfor the rtigieter of «Fgn articles 

i^cexved and dispo'at.î *?* lu'y Mtn, for tha perin,^ upto 7«4.61
alTd thn other for the period from B.4.01 to 2 3 .7 .8 1 ,  The
ragiatere wnro traatnid as lost vide '^.H.No.542 dt. 8 ,4 .01  «nd 667 
dt. 2 4 .7 .8 1 ,  The said ro.!(j.istwr maint^ii'tv<i by hiui lev- o^vi-jd 
fr®m 24.7,81 to 19,?..PI 4̂il.\ errqsino 4nd over writings.
He lost the registers and made erasings and overwritings with 
illmatives. He acted in contravention of rule 636 of p&T Manual 
V o l .I I ,
Article III

By hi« above acts the said shri G.P.Srivastava while 
working as GA clerk II Lucknow GpO failed to maintain hd absolute 
intigrity and devotion to duty as required af him under rule 3 
I (i) and (ii) if CCS (Honduct) Rules 1964.

s'l

Dy, postmaster(G) 
Liiicknow GPQ-2215001 

i.



MNFXURE i ^ t

6 .

h

h

9.

■‘' ; ,?Vi»>at S h J r G ! p J ? ^ “n ? I ^ ' ’L S S (F r L u S k n r *G P n ^  **’
suRiiiinod', • Lucknow GPU ace propttee«i to be

'  1 1 1 :: r -  “ ■ si.'ssa ::- !! '•■ ' « &

M | M 4 i . '  D l 2 i 8 1 S 2 .  showing , entry ®f article  n « .  ,

»r>d trsrjsfer l i s t  showing ehtrv of
Abstract of g . A . H  St 3 n 1 " * •  ^ * 2 0 5 7 2 1 ,
antyy of atticlB  n « ,  D-2181S2, ef tranafex l i s t  showing

fintr.v «f  a r t ie A a ^ L ? ^ B - 2 0 ? 4 4 8 ,^**"*^®^^"®  tranefer^ehowing

« n t ^ r S f  a I t i c l i ^ J ! * B ! 2 0 f i 7 2 ? ; “ “ ” ®^®*^^"^ transfer  U e t  •hewing

; ;
\ 6 ,P ,S r i v a 8 t «v a .  ® 2 6 .6 .0 1  aiidreaeeJt*., Shri

, '  r  i - f r  > •
• 3* Letter no* LR Fan 17i/fli J 4. on « «-. • 4 * 5 . 8 1 ,

* .  s l L V i M l ' l l r j  a S . n e l " ' "  * '

.,V ;nP;?t-n/jr i. x,tt„

’ n « r ^ B  F 8 n - S / M 2 * ’dt? * •

- S r i^ s t S v S  t "  -t. 17 . 9.81 t .  shri G .P .

ii: j--
2 0 .S .8 2 *  , nr» aaC .Asthana LSG(F) Lucknw GRO d t .  8

' * •  shri C .B .Shukla  xettre . M  luck-

, f  th» G.uriSha„l<.* Sh«»,a  PA tupk-
21 ,

22 ,
2 3 .

2 5 . R . n * t . r  . f  f g n .  . r t i e l .  f «  the period fro»  2 4 .7 .8 1  to 1 9 . 9 . 6 1 .

Hy* P«s8tma8tor (G) 

Lucknow GPO-226001

k .  .

Y H ^

i

liWKWwNi-
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A n n e x u r e  IV

the-articlca of 'chBn^.e4:m(ped.
w

/\':/--isainst S h r i  G . P . S H v a s t a « a  L S G ( F )  Luckn9- EPO a r e  prs|iose«l tobe suBt

ained.,

I ^ S h x i  ItanuHian Pi. Misia A .P .M . R 'S "  I™?''** Branch ^uckne- GPO 

2* •• K*B#Shukla !̂ x P*A« Regn Import branch Lucknow GPO

3 ,  S .C .A sth a p a  LS6 (F) Lucknow GPQ

4 ,  G .S .Sharm a P .A .Lucknow  GPO

5 ,  Buxasingh P.A,LuckhQw GPO

'■ V

■1- i V

’ 'Dyo p i a a t m a s t M r ' 

Lucknow G P Q “ 2 2 6 0 0 l
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>, Jr

I N D I A N  P O S T S  A N D  T E L L G I i A P H ^  D i - P A R T M E N T  
O F F I C E  O F  T H E  p O S T M A b T t R , L U C K N O W  G P O

M e m c ^ o  : ~ F X - 1 / F g n  L M A / 8 2 - 8 3  D a t e d  a t  L u c k n o w  G P U  \<\ - 1  1 - 6 2

S i n c e  S h r i  G , P . S r i v a s t a v a  L S G ( F )  L u c k n o w  G P D  i s  o n  l o n g  
^ m e d i c a l  l e a v e  s i n c e  1 , 5 . 8 2  a n d  s i t i c e  c e r t a i n  d o c u m e n t s  m e n t i o n e d  

i n  A n n o K u r e  I I I  h a v e  b c ; a n  h a n d e d  o v o r  t o  p o l i c e  f o r  t h e i r  i n v e s ­
t i g a t i o n ,  t h i s  o f f i c e  c h a r g e  s h e e t  rnomo u n d e r  r u l e  1 4  o f  C C b ( C C & . A )  
R u l t i i S  1 9 6 5  i s s u e d  a g a i n s t  ^ h r i  G a n e s h  P d ,  b r i v a b t a v a  L I j G ( F )  L u c k n u w  
G P O  v i d e  t h i s  o f f i c e  m e m o  n o . F X - l / F g n  L M A / 8 2 - 8 3  d t . 6 8 9 o 6 2  i s  
h e r e b y  c a n c e l l e d  w i t h o u t  a n y  p r e j u d i c a  t o  i s s u e  o f  c h . ' i r g e  s h o i  t  
ni e ma  i n  d u e  c o u r s e *

Sd/- 
( D  .5 .Bajpai)

D y a  p o s t m a s t e r  ( G )  
L u c k n o w  G P D

b
Copy t a ? - y  . ,  ’

* 1 ^  5 h r i  G . p  » S r i y a s t a v a  L S G ( F )  L u c k n u w  G p U ' O n  l u a v e  N u w
Building Kothi Hazi Ruhimbux Hata Surat Singh
L u c k n o w - 2 2 6 0 0 3  

2 »  S h r i  L  . P  . K a < \ a i » j i a  1 . 1 ,  c u m  I n q u i r y  o f f i c e r  0 / 0  t h e
/ P .M .G .U .P .Circle Lucknow*

3 «  V i g i l a n c e  S t a t e m e n t *

D y .Postmaster ( G )  !
L u c k n o w  G P * ^

1  ^
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/
'  B E l ' A H T M t N T  W  H U i i T ^  ’

V n C E  If the CMItr l-UUTMAiTtN LUCKWtlW tCli-22«UUt 

« • » .  N>. «-4/«Btlxom«t,t dat.ii at l.w, th« •;)■/Upt.l 9K7.

I  - » s - i  P i C H I i t t l i  i U V U  L & G

f * .S  6 w i . i n i n B n t ' i . , v i c l  *n l i t i i n i i i  t l  N « .  t . U * « i
Bn 3)-18»B7 V N .  “ tti.ininB th» , f  » u p « . n n u . t i «

r .  c:w »»»nil«ncy mf iiucipiinux^  caiii, Sri

ulon li«nafit«i w ill  d n U s m n ^

(?»n.i.i;» iMif. iTwr

It  shoulil be cinBuxed that thu duus. i f  anw

• - t ' j t j n a n i  « , . i n . t  t h .  i . f « « i . i ,  .huuli t „  xmu^»x.d fxau 
h i m  Imfctjcft h i *  x n t i x u t n i i n t  t t t k n t t  ytlMcu,,

.......S

Lhiw'f I'Oijiijidutua: 

tuckrtuu ClHi:j'«i>22̂ uUl •

C^i^yJtiSH I-

5*fi lattne»iih FyttSMd ^hjriviietuve LSG Foetal A»&t« Lucknow GFli 

undeii!' )iuepeilii«ion« |»xi«ifii6ntly r«ii»idin^ £>t Kothi Hazi Kahini«

I3ux« Hcitsi &ux«t ^infh# Jlaijh littdbtti i.ucknow<-22£Qa3«

2* )P,F. of the o f f ic ia l *

3* »y*Footm««8tBje A /C « ,  Luckn»w CJ*i#

4, S . A .  I F ) ,  L u c k n « w - 1 « .

5 ,  p i t n i t l a n  A » s t »  L u s k n M  f i P O »

rm _______:
Chiuf Po&t»a»t8£ 
Lucknow GPil»226O0^" '

«i
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J ■ iV;?-.1 ■ '̂  v  •

Sti'ARTMtNT Of ,pflbT£, , . 

flFFJCE Of .THE. CHIEF |»U^TMnt.,TLR luLKNDW Gp0».22i00l„

FMaifhîs Nil* ,FX«»1/f fn«^l.HA/82«.a3 datffid'-at Lwcknissw th«s ■ 7/

Whejisas an enquiry undej? ft'uJja 14 ef th© CCS '(CCî )
R'uIq*,. 1 9f<5-is baing held 6i§itlnst S h r i '£»aneah iBxaaad Shxivaatava 
L .S .G , (p.A*)  Lucknew 6PC (Retired),

And whereas thE^undaraigned considaxs that «n 
etiquiiinf authority should be ffijsjaeintei! ts anqAjire int^ ths
■ ehaE|8.s fraro8.d 'again8t the said- Shri ■ Genash Piiiaad. Shrivastavifl^

■ Now, 'Tfissef ©re; tha under signed, , in axarcisa .©f the 
powa^fi Cfiinferred . by ■ Sut»»Rule(2). ef-'the aald Hule>- herelay ajgpoints' 
Ishri Kumar Shrivastawa». C.I . Lucknow GPO ya tha ©nquirinf
■authority ta, enquira- inti the charges 'fxajn&d against Shri .■ 
'ISane.'ih -frasad Shrivastava#."

By o£hj.-tof I‘HJ at«i ast'fer
i.uck!V'w'0pa-»22 50a1 ^

•_ ■ 1 • . .̂h-ri Uane'sh Prasad Shsivastava L. S,G« , (Re.tired)
KQthi Hazi Rahim ,Bux, Hata Surat isinghp, l\l©a,r Bagh Baba 
Ha|:ra, Lucknow. .■

■ Zn Shri A.$hok Kumar ShrivastavBf C«I* Lucknow

■'"'1
■■ '"N-,

' J ' ■0

Dy,Chief fpstmaster 

Lucknow GPQ-22600t*
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D i p A { t T M t . f < T  O F p U i i T ^  .̂}\̂

tjFFlCE 0  the chief PUbTMAt.Tua LMtKNUW laiHU-2260Ql.

^  No. rX-i/pQn LMA/B2-83 ddtBd et.Lucknow the /  Wov.1987*

w h .r t «  an inquiry und.x Rul» U  af
l£i being heXd iSain^t Baneeh p«asad *»hrivast0Vi» U 6  (P. .)

Uucknow 6PP, (Ritifftd)#

And uhasiiaii th® urtdessiofted coneidissa that « peeentinc

s.i0Mit> <lhs »e in  *h.® «*tlolo» sf ®h«i9i».

L“sr.r4pci«t.“ih*fRJ!LihU. wo .*
the p«»seiitin9 effice»»

....
■ -  ■ D y * C h i a f  i ^ o s t m a s t ® ! :  .

Lucknow t,piJ-22600t •

^  Lapy t a  K

Luekrtow. ■ ,,

3 . A^hok, K u w ,  S h i i v a n .v a  C . l .  Luckna« SPU. ( t . O . ) .

f)
_ ---

J,..

yvfeChisif FftititmiiMttiss 
Lucknow Gpti»»2-26Qti1 ®



‘.’y miiiii.Q f- '■ Q t

La;V<4nOW U.,;/

i *■ wH.vs'£ta'va».
vliit.'In.'A etar, 

Cii'nq.i'lry‘f;)f ,l,cer) ^
,Lac,:noiy-Vi'., ■

K£>«2^

■■■■r '■

I AS)pQifl‘;.®{2al of' alii*! 4isi,sdlc 'iu&-iT

C, a.l>g -‘iV .fU' .Miiauil*i5f ill*s^re

I ' f . O .  1 4 4 « ® S

■'■ . irtd,'your,Qf„:lce

-.,■ r-

pectod ;.<lr,

with ; to th& 'Mumi 'ra<l̂ '-i.o m-n'm' '

I , '.», to >̂ 3u t im  a ra &e r  ,af .%  ■|>?5.jtf4

^H,Vl^iaifi Qtasr tn;;;.ri L«-ĉ «naw .niti.m-iy- nl#gtise e@

f t f ^ a l o t o d .  i i f l ( i f i l f t e r .  I, «.«i'tftniW,

^liri ,.Asn9.iC. i.>fi.ya.ii?tfev'â  i,,ucim%*.

:&;4i,»p.ba:fea«4t of v^riUn^ In i,-K;iifHsw Ut-#.)* w iU  

lia i^ a rU a l ta  B(Cj , aŷ "' tiia^ w i l l  t>^-'4eyrh»d to oie, '

tnan»v:lMi' ,/

 ̂V

.ns-

r-,
' >:-'■ '■ 

:y-i.\ /'

.Y.̂ ars» filtniltlly,

[d :.A u .ii .-..ilVA. A)

■ . ( t ' L*1. • 'i?* ( ^Lu i:know 0’'■ 0 .

' Ban$a.'ic ■ Miifigloa,. ■ 
llsta ijurst, slagb, ,

LucKi'iOW ■

\ ■ ' . C:^pjf t'? i:ihri AsnoiC K-iftsr i ; ¥ ^ j -  lo c  'I4 1 n t '
liH&pfcctor (hniiu.iry. OfiS.C;«-'r)  ̂ Luc r? :-w. \»lth the.

r . t ^ q a t $ t  t h a t ' I w  U i e  r r 3 c « - ' d i U i ; , s ;  o t a y a d  t i l l - t h e
of thlfc fer;]:}iifiat|.OQi»

,. ' n . .j<î

i-i- ,-i'i ,>>■! ‘'-.I- 'i, V'c'iî. I >iV

' 'f"-.
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: M f f v a r , .. o ':x
f̂t̂ SBTTT (PpoP?5> 

t

■R?̂ <.̂ pa5->/TKT̂  ; p e f f % r-a-89 ^

jS?:ii9r .̂ 'aiM')T̂ »>̂

% 5iT \ ̂  ^  ,3T'^r 5§ht̂ ryn3̂ 'î  •̂jfT'̂ r̂ rr̂ h'̂

'JrV : - mm\ ̂ -j ^/J\^/d7-^‘̂ '^ '̂ d->. aa
->vXiki»'"■"' ' . .  - I ......-........................... ...... A  ^  

3TO^ ?mih\ yfcj5i7rafr<i?t7 Ife

^  '■iSt̂'n̂rai XWT.>; 35ĥ i-5TTai7

n m m m  ii'o i\fs}<\ )r
f .<i ■>̂J'f.-yi<#>n)uiTj4̂ i4' ̂ MW(f;.f. K! Tii,'i-.I'(VT n(rru.T.a' >/H<.r.*fir

i^oiiT ̂ bP5m

afffl̂  SaCrT-WH  ̂ cJBia. ^  \ 5^1
W % r  F-HTz; <3̂  a?r̂  i

^3tS$17T

♦s



V '

/■

/

- r

to

Sub } Peti.tion regarding change of .linquiry Of.ficeT',

Itef t % .  Chi.-.'f Posttnastcr. LucAnow '̂PO Memo 5So. 
l‘- l / K i , w . I u M A / 8 : > 8 3  dated 6 . S . B 8 ,

iiespocted Ulr,

i t '  i n n  , ' i ^ - - y  l>b.<3 :',bov€; ‘/'©fBrT'fid to o r o o r

iof the J)y. Chief PoMtiriester, Lucknow GFO comrrunieating 

ithe decision of the Chief ro-tu^aster, Luckftoi  ̂ CPO 

'rejecting «ay ••’x - v n t a t ; J  -• ‘̂ •-d tBB toT clvint'o ^

OlVlc. I L .r  b».;*ubudl th U  to

iyoar goodaalf for favourable orders.

il# Ihat by tsn o-rd-jr I'lo. F»l/i''gn»LMA/B^--83 dated

7.11 *87 (Aiiaeyui e-I) t;lul Asuols:. Kuinrir .vrivaatavN

Cog*T’i^ir‘t .InHr.ecto:'"^ LaJci-ov oro w: s

,., as an Knq.uir'y Oiiic - in th< ■‘.rroce'''‘-'infeb

under Rile 14 of CCli(CCA) Kuics 1966 agoiridt me.

2 . That I represented to To ■tnia:>tnr,,

Luciinow UPO re*"II) bu-c Im rojected .the

3UU1V Vi: V' y . Chl -r "'o-tmastar,Lucknow GPO 

T -rei'risd' to -i, ave R'‘‘drecf ed to ,;j|‘iri fvsnok 

iuuii-.r orlvastHva (Arjii':xurG -> III )  a true co^r/

of which U8S rfcolvcid by me vitn 3tiri Ashok 

Kami.r Srivaaavo»s If-tlor Mo. E/aiquiry/37-88 

dated 6 ,:;^B3 {;Q.ectroytat copy cncio£:ed> .

contd. , . 2



3, m at Shri Aflhok Kumar Srivastavrai (:o8ipl;int

Inii'pfejctori, Lucknow GPO i- • n oi’Mcwi' of .xkx®K 

the v e ry  o f i ’lc e  to v/hlch I  b>.»longed snd I  hF.ve r  

reasons to b e lie v e  th a t ho has a lre ad y been 

pi’s ju d ic e d . As such I.  do not hope to get 

J u s t ic e  from himi,

That v'ixrl Asiiak iUm.- r L:riva,i=ttn/a, Coittpl ^int

Ins-ector, Lucknov G .'P.O# Is working andt*r ' 

direct control of the; i)y. V/tiief Pobtuaster , 

Ludtnaw G:'0 v/ho It. tlv Tl^clpiinnry Aalhorliy 

in the 'case an-vas su-h ho will hot be able ... 

to return an rUT'd.f.ji! 'aw X W'tSiH nMsiori

'to ¥e'that he is Dr.irHt r re; ' u r Lc l  by the

office'rs an''"* ofl'icials o.f l̂ uc.iinow GM)..

6 i

Xhdt there ar^ s ■ a u i f lc  ordrri: on the subjf.ct 

th a t the Enquiry O f.!lce r In. the Po^vt-1 Dorartwen 

in  the casts; o f  an i-rnqjlpy unfc;' ru le  14 o f  

tUS(CC,ri) Hales 196S sn:)Uid be ■ a r-o in te d  from'a 

d if fe r e n t  ana o f  the pos’ ta l v in ^  p a r t ic u la r ly  

^^here va rio u s  o f i ic e r a  ai.' th? v a rio u s  hiws o f  

the poHt?! S'̂ inc av'iil;.*u.i a at the :.̂ r::u;e

•j'nat tru; nersisten'; pr'-'‘’sur‘;- anri In si-- trance

of the. Disci pitn-ny -ut;-;-tlty to ke - (} .i'Pri Ashok

Kumar iirivayta\ as an iihquiry Ol'i-'icer gives me _

enough -room to doubt tn-t there is something 

fishy In the matter, ,

cont:U*«3

- /
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•« B«i»
^ 5 '

^rfherefoj-e, iy  rcri! e c t iU l iy  'prayad that 

the D iE C i ' i i t ia r y  A u th o rity  rn<,y k in d ly  ba d irected  

th 'it an iinqulry  O fflca ji'o f Kome other arm o f  the ■ 

po-itaX wing be apijolnted to enquire in to  the charges 

so thet I  way not bc~ 'T'-ttur-il justice#,

Thanking you.

1 .

2*

fi

f Ithili'siy, 

f  . C

Gam .i;li I'lLu riD  i..MIVA':TAVA) 
H.'ihtii n hlhris''- >n, 

Kala  ’ ur.'.t Slri'-^h,
Ije-ir Ba h Baba Haaara, 
Luc/ju-jvv .. ciiu00 3*

Copy to s;nri Ashok Kumyr Mriv-p c-jvfj, Couplaint

Inb'T^ector, Luckncw CTO ( •'"'nqjlry Qffl cer) 

v;.th thw r«<iuest thft tK.- i.'rocwndijjgs mny be

K«pt In  yrnca t i l i  thi^ (Mn iu'.ftl o f th is

petitioG, Any rctiv: tPkm hy him

vjill be at Li a riL'k#

kV

C*opy c n t  {.1 1 by re rJ .;-t< re d  A,!''*

th-5 rir-'Ctor Po.-it4 is ;,^k rnLS\'an»

New Delhi, ior fav-jar o:’ inI'oraiytion ,

\ X
/ h W
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 ̂ Ir̂-t ̂'-i.\'̂ t'/. l\'i \
O l l i C t .  ( : ^ ; -  ’ , ' I i ; : ;  C U l r . ^ ’  IK,. 

5̂eao Ho.Fx-1 /i t̂n *LĤ -*/b2-<;'.5
,1  i t {

J.t

, faherei'̂ B aa eruiUirjf uuucr ^uiu I»j oi uvo

^  irvioee(Cl&eisiflcutioa,CoatroX jx<uie iyo‘> i;< fcoift̂
.'d ugaiiMt bx'i Guncjiia M.>'-ir.ivt.{-jt<uva H-(i htU*'-»ta») wufer«j;iti 

S r i  - * « h o k  K. umur  i i r i v a a t u v w C . i .  wm» ^ - u i i U b a  i u , j u i r i u a  A U  t< L.V- .1- i
to l-xXîuJLjr̂ 1 ut)& i-'hc li'uiiJwU t wx‘x

L £ G  M  ii'uCiiOtj** U i ' u { A . e t , d ) v i u t o  U 4 ; -  o X l i c «  u.^o  « o  
d a t e 4  w l m i ’Oc.^ - r  j -‘ u u u k  fii.iHwr . ' n' i  v/uj l u ’uwt*! fwi- h w v l u , , ,
k a r d  u a d  fcx*kB.iu6id t n e  i x a t e d  u oo ut uwi i tu ii .u;  * i i i n ; b  u u i i d . A u ^ r w a
ttot to c&ntXfiU6 aw K itU» (Ujiii it  iu Jiu ciM ry tu i.i ,uXisl r OAX'i«;i;r

ua  i c i j u i r y  t t u t i i u r x t y  U) j j u j u x r t ;  j.i!<,u iu ixa,v<j,
iirl tava, ■ '

?soss t l k O r a i ’ g i ' e f  t h e  u  i.uty
c o n f e r r e d  bjr i i u b - i i u l e C i ; )  rfa«»dl w j i t L  wu b  j fui u'  t k  Ĵ̂ M  « i
C C A ( C C A ) , f e : u l «  t S 6 5 h e r o b y  » p | , o A r j l . b  * ^ r i A , f t . u r i  v a a < i V u  fawct
L u e k a o w  tt» i j . w u i r  t t u t u c r i t y  %u x u q u i ^ ' u  i ! ; t w  tUi.- i.t*ur,^tjjn i  rwufeU
6 . . ; i i i i i a t  t t i o  sm. id U h o . - a h  (\i . w r i v n i ’ v i c e  « r i ,  M.ui/-?.r

Xiiia ol’l'ico i-.tc.o or vVi.i* ,uo.;:1-4»‘-o » wu.^a t;ai*c«lJ.fevi.

w/.CijjC 'f X'O 

iiUCKi. O i*(ii-V .•‘i'tit-'- t «

C o p y  t o i -
1 • Sjpl v^tfttev •■■ SiJi taM% i,uyiu5tfw iie w ill t>le«is.e out alia t*iu

r«ii!itiv« fiie fi’c-'Oi ~ri «.i. «i>'n.vii«tav& GI U«kuuw

2 .  i i r i  A s i i o k  K u « . a r ,  C X ,  iw . w K U - O j i i e  w i l l  i j i s s i y g  t r a i . B f e r  i b e
r o l a t i v t  f i i a  t o  Sari i » t i u i : ' r i v i 3 u t « v &  u j i a t  l U c ^ j «

y/ •
3 «  # o r k  P . K i « n r a  ftO £'<jid L k  n J ' o r  t j . t i u u .
y/ ♦

» i r i  ( ;6iue»)i y u a  tfe.vu L u . u ( ,  ̂• ' * i rtnxr>id)lclhi l i r . s i
a u x  l i £ t a  ' J u r a t  ^ J r i 4;h W c ^ r  L u c k m : . t K t i k

3rt*̂ f« r e i i C §  to hit' d t .?b .i: .lit-*

Luckiicw û O 22&001 •
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Luck,m)w ,Ci#P#0. - 22ft)0J.« '

■:m^, ■■ . ■

Ulth refawnce to ycHar a^tQd 2(ut(%B7- ■
isjy<}{| vidt MOf m-l/Fgfi,Uli^82««a3 i;#«i tl^ .

-Is That th<* ©h3i?9Q. i«h90t isidlcat®® tn-yo aiithori.tios.

«  I fuyad t|» «;lsar9© a.heete ilmh a
-|® ijival-iii arid .ria pTOr.0CKliny!j. .(Piii b@ dravyii Oi'i ih ,#  ■

2.

i; ;■:

I."'-

3*

I. was Ijoldlng th# subatarrtlv® In tJw C3dr@ o{ ' 
..US*G , %  aiipoiirrfcinp autlmsity la  m ,tm tQr ■
FQfitiil, Ssrvlcou. iTO chart^a ,sht#t giv^in,'bv vau is 
tliusi iiw*3iiid,, b#xn9 aor>t,rary ta-wlJirtielo t'te- '

~Om-stitutioii: o f ' Xi'uil.aii . _

Tb;# on t'ha-s»« €rh,,3rg0'«j 1 '
'and t,h#r#f0TO th® prcsaent cte‘g0'«'h®at Is iiwalid as-
any ,»#ply/iSt ft#ra0.tit :9iv « by m#. bii\p»iut,iieiijd
to fti|f'- 4 fl;S»t -Iri tEtil," :-

r<\.

k:- 
ii:' . . .;

■ ' .:• '■ ■ '.^v

m'-- '■
iK:-
■ '■

: -f--:

Tlia't by Itffcter dated, 8 4 '**B8 ' afWp?tiS#<3-' to :tlw ISlstrlct
Lwclcmiw thsi o f  «ovt.ty'©f ' ■ ' ' '•

fc«i0^964^66 has si realty iK|»scid ypyfi.w® Tli@
o l  t h e  p s m m t  p r t J C i i Q f l i n q i .  «  t l »

■ tht ehiKjsi shscit jfmmts clwlsl# ,1eto*-si‘d y / ‘AMch 
isrRot URd0i'‘ th# 1.#̂ -*. '; ' ' ' /  ■

■ 1,̂  saos.t if®sp4set£yl'i’|f ps&f ‘Ifivst tim cliargt :
aliKSfc fiiif' kimSly m ftantitillaclAyithdra.v̂  itMl t.h»,̂ Si'j«|i4-sy 

Way'li«*

8 §saai^c9

Vwti falthfuUy,,

> -(GmESH'FFUS,AD' SHVASTAVA) 
.aoti3pod.i..s.a* (F),- 
Luckiww ^•F*0# '
l^sietng Flat ilo* 2,. 

■Ral'Hs.m .
Hat a ai3?nt Sisigh,
Near Baba liasara, 
tucliiiow-236003*

. Shst, A.#N# iMvaiit £iva* S« D*I • ( fiaiit), ^Lucknow Sui>^Qlvn*.,
,jL«ekii0w .mi teuis.'y Oftxc^r for favour of In fO M atian  «Knkd 
mGma'Qrf ■ acticm* ' ■ „_ ■ . /,■ . '

Copy tos«*

R '
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c-ĥ.

^ i l d h s  s c , ( j )

i/'^i f. ^ri iVT (^j

/  £ •‘O) '7Y 'V^/3c /tv  ■̂(‘■hlr^H CM-h

. tiT x c a . ^ ^  'Clc -

o i ^ ^ - ^ '"  'f^' ^ - ' j\.M-~

W  CK/ll^i) /i' 5^cw-

• “

'3 /^

R .



v\AJ2-

a ¥  “ "

- V/CSnYIV'/
,ii.J.v* »>|’I h‘‘ "

fe.t

■' 'lsl î^JS.A,r , ■, . VM
:’>X 'V'C.'SIW l̂-iiilMA

p - l l m

■ - m  r -

‘ c h f v ^  A  ' ^

2 d  - 4 ( § ^

4,- ^ 'tM  U  ^  Z '

I'ui;i.-L)j&CC(S

;% o



REGISTERED A*D*

To

Shri A»N* Srivastava,
Sub Divisional Inspector Post Offices, 
fiast Sub-division, tucknovr*'

AND
Enquiry Officer.

Subject t Eqnguirv under rulo 14 o f  
CCS(CCA) Rules 1965,

S i r ,

T h is  i s  to  s t a t e  th a t  L albagh Pt Of ,  Luckrcw 

B e g is te r e  l e t t e r  No* 98  d a ted  1 3 * 4 ,8 9  c o n ta in in g  your  

l e t t e r  l\bv P £ « « l/a * P .S r iv a sta v a  d ated  11*4*89 was 

d e l iv e r e d  to  my so n  a t niy resideiw;© on 2 1 .4 .8 9 *

As SMch th e  q u e s t io n  ofmy attending th e  above ertquiry  

on 20.4*89 f ix e d  vides your abov® l a t t t r  d id  not a r is e .

I t  i s ,  fu r th e r  to  s t a t e  th a t  I  m  s t i l l  

undergoin g  raed ical tra a tm sn t f o r  my a ilm a n t o f  h ea r t  

tr o u b le #

Thl0 is for your information pleasa.

Yours faithfully,

D ated 2 2 .4 v 8 9  , ,7 / '  ' P C /

teANBSH Pa%SAD s r i v a s t a v a )

j r̂'loit ivc)#2* rtahtoan Mansion,
(i Hdta Surat Sinqh,

j  LsjckiKtvv* 226003,

^<opy forwnrriod I'o * V ‘ Kxxcax 
P O ! t l l l i . t S t y : f  ,  ’ 0.) , J . IH  O  . t- *1.'# i i ' T  i i i j . l J ' ' -
i n j t ’j o i i  ' v l M i  j; I ’ i ' '  j.'O IIC-. i..;> i l l ;  i i ' I .o . i ' X — J , / P u  11. i.. '. . ./
82-83,  The a l le o a t io n  oi: tho enquiry o f i i c e r  th.)t . 

the procjuction of 0 niedic^jl coi-tificate furtlior by 

me w i l l  be taVon an an ovoj.c'pnce to a t / (;rid enquiry 
is  base.lass a n d  la-iicicus* I n  thit- coni-o-cliun i l  

is  submitted r.h.rt I  arn i;ti.l].^ undercjoiiTLj metiical 

trentinent for rny ai hnvui. j ^  he.rrt,,j 1,roul;)lo>

PriAS..D
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To

Shri a * n * srifaatava^j 

S il j -D i  v i  s i  o a a l' I  as p«ic to r  
East Siito'*divisioa#,l*iicjtiiiow 
^  , • ■ ■ AMD
M Q UIRY OFFICER*. '

Si^.| E3upairte

■ m r  ' ' ' ^   ̂ ■.

■«i feo® t»ta that Lucknow a,S»*o, R w d . letter# '
Hos. 1«2S d&tmd 10 ,6 .89  aod 652 dated I6.6v89 «*«

U m m  cJOiJt«iniiii.g co w  of t̂bon,«s',elt©<l toqulry prae^ediriga
w t e d  10*6eS9 wit^ coplfc® of statemaate-of' S' (fivf). '

.yiltosases .»n4 ttelatter cmtalning copy of tt!e 88-id
dated 16.6.89 and your letter Ho. 
SrlvMtsv® dated 16.6.8* fixing

m® .dai© of sai4 mquitf m  24e6»89«-«»
were delivered to me- m  26#6989,(> ■■■

In this connectioa this io to stat# that ^ 

suinpzised to le a m  as to how the e3&»parte proc^dings 

were drawi by yoa on 10.6^89 and X6.6»89 without aay 

InfOBnation to rue of those d^tes* It  is  furtiier 

surpi^siag for me to .note froiB'^your copy, of proceedings 

dat<^ I0«6e89 that l :d id  not .attersd tl^e m qiiixf

■ m  10.6..89 inspite 'of iaforf«ati« having-been giv®  to .̂. 

me by registered poat* It'iss act imderstood how''t!iis 

'f®ct has beesi Kieatiaied "therein 'ai«i ao, Intorwa'tiol' to' 

that ©ffect m s  #iv«s to rae at -all*

■ As for w«y ^seice;aa. 24o6*89,' this is. to state,

that th® question of iny'att«idi«g' tihie’enquiry m  'that' 

dat® did »ot arise in face of the d^iveiry of &»ucknow 

OeF«0® Etgde letter Ho# 652 dat^d. 16»6#89 containing' 

your letter .dated .I6»'6e89. regarding.the said'date of , 

mquiry 'Via* 24,6»89— oo ' 26«6*S9. ' ' ; .

■ Ihis is for your infon-natim* Any further e»«partg 

proceedings acibdftejE aii>itra rily . draMj m der ̂ ■ similar.' '■ 

Circumstdnttes as aforesaid will be your respmsibility*

Dated I 27.6«89

, Yours .fa i^fu lly * '

(GAiSESSi PRAS^ SRIVAS^VA) 
Flat Ho®2e Rahmaa Mansioij, 
-Hata-mrat Sin^-  

; ■ Hear -Bagphi' B ^ a '  "azara., .■ 
liucknow •  226003.

•^py to the E^, C3iief Postmaster* Lucknow Q.P.O* 
for infonuatioKi witi» refereac© t© his office File Ho*

r
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£hi?i ,A»iu S u iv a s t ^ ^ a ^  ■

■, SuWivisional tmpmtm. 
f e s t  SyJ:^*0iylsic»«9: 

iU€kridtj¥ ■

. "a 4̂D '
: imvHuisy

' & \ M

"This ia af^iii you that. t|» hm>Kj&w

P^ip» fe.« lim . datisci 24#6*89'c^niaii'iirs-g fout '

afesv# ,iiaciuixy f p » c :a ® # o c jS  .2 4 # 6# :89  aftrl'fljfiiii'- tte-'

mMt ef tl» ©aid>fiqyiiJ ©S'2S*<|,#89'was- d©liy«#d ■;. 

t# «# on'5iC)»6,S9« ■ As .iyc-hj Ife# qutstion of

th# sM:d QBquirf^ &n^0*4-»89^ 

■|tet afist* ■

' T|a§ f s c t  0 f  Im iiiing t f e  

■■witli§«t iiy 

\mply. 27p^^W) and s-ybs

Sfiilth i n f o w t l

a i  d Q p r iv tn g  tm d f  

t t i - a  ® f i . , , t d i . Y  ^ 3 W  t f e  
. ® f til® iiJCt th 'jt f o n  coaa 

a g & im tf  m  witli a fei

which is 03't faif and in^pdrti

■ffeiS' is aQaict fs» y«yr I

a s w r t l o i i ' a n y  f urtimt 

. ai'blt.rairily acalost ,»

t M  d a t#  f i s & d .f e f , y«>y*.did

Si i j i i . i4 @ arli'©r

s p .f § v i w -  ■ '

-Its -sych a quiclc

I t@ »  w ith  i^oyi?. i l l  
ihas o f  '

,3at*3 flKCS^Ig its IfT '^ieatlv#  / 

t i ’ t N  tld  ■ I'K̂ ul 

;3®#d riiid gr«f^ydic#ci ralmJ,'. ' 

3i Oil y e w  |>4rt« '

i f O M 3 t i © p  ■1 : ;
‘p a H ir  piroc't^dl

dll. b#-your. j-epiiioftsiMlity*

:YOvii‘s .£ a it h f ij i ly ^ , .■

-

I 3ta Sy^at_, ,

l4.si:

:>ckrrfW ** 226(X33«

. C|)f:%to th» Oy*Ch,i«f Poo
226CK^ i w  pe

te hi» ofrlc« fll#'
IBiS i® s'ls# in cot/tinyafcic/n 
dat<|.ci 27 .6 .B f uddr-3ssed to th 
& s p f  t£? Idsa*

masto,"j ..iu£k'r<i»f' • i' «>0*« 
'd c t io a  wi-''b

tO' lay pro.^/iuua reply 
"s goqi,.;i'}?y Officer arid
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Tte % #  CM^jf Fos'test (i‘ (uai:<9t 
Lm knm  G.,F»r

■ ' Kl-f»dly r©:f@,i; to Wf 
% se'Ograt ■» r@ply has
fcs-w is that r<ipr©s.@otatio.ici«

'2#. F 0 f  t i l t  m m o m

tspf^terst^tiofi d3t#d 28«l 
sha^t 5.ssk;»iS bf you i«  iricoirf 
ind fe«e#9, mili arsd'v©i4 
€as M  t?l«.®p. Qfi. it®

ss^ntatlo'fi dat#d 2B»l*89* 
faf tetm -rewiv^d fra«

a n d  d a t a i l f d i  i R  i n f  
afo»iidd ,

I'et
£0

,.:3 «-.-. .Sine® . y s y c . -t f e e . . -f i l 0.cipiiiis». Aytboidty
Qf tte -i|}pll©,aiit.a' th@ 'spp^^lntjiQat. ;©f Shri <l*K*S,'riva&ta:va 
as 1 '̂ you is #lao’ incompetesit M d  ill69al a»d
as suekg h-s- fiss m  suttoity .to' mak«.©«Q't4.i:y '
a g a i m t ^ t h a  a p p l t c s n t »  t b a  s a i d  S b r i  A , N »

^rivastfewa* having i:*:rk©d as-a cVarfe In Liickr̂ ŝ v̂- '̂ .»P»Q 
in Q Jyaiot cat-iacitf vdth tha. applicant hs.rte^fS c©i*t3l«

. pr .- - - judic© s' a - g a in s t  t h ©  a . ’p l i e a m  t f e  s f s p H e - ;« 4 t  b s s , »■ 

t^mmm to b©ii@v@ th.at te-vd-li iiot .ast-in-a fal.y am̂  
sari\i@fs Hii corstiri.a3wa as I«0« 1r tb® .ease.

.|a prsjydicial't© tiio cas-a snd tho lrit@4*@st tha 
af^pli^a«t is not safav It- liiss ale© ctecl.d#d b|f̂ th©

.t'eU, KiT... iJ'tlM l,n. iatteri fnos® 2()/l./?l«^^4.^c 
9a?i.Ti sfid 6-$/?4- l.df-o*l. dz5t.©d' 2X ^ '9M  that tha '
Irc^uisy Ofi-ic®r sl»oyld bt* l:is| te anntter stm of 
at tte ®a®!i static'ii from a ctt¥.ig.,ioiii
p.r®fe.rabl,f at tha station ©r oaarl:^^ Ib vi©'̂ ,̂  ©f 

slssir irs?itryctio,s'6 rif tte. ‘'̂ bV® l%w .%IJ*d 
Islwi'AeMfl, Sflvastavo e;aiMiat fuiiction s$ "X«1H  .

ij .roet©**
d' a r#or
{P#utli) g,

reso?it: dtiofi d 4

S S ^

4«
26«2«S8 %a tfm - - .

U m  #9ain*it fuoetioPiriQ c>f i^hsi iirivastava^
iii-nmv ’Jnqolir^? Offie#^a&id te ¥im elsaii9#<t» i-hri 

Srivastav®* having al.tcia<% v̂ tŝ k«4 in-$ Jij-Dior cpacity lo 
Lycki'iow Vvitb ,th#, appllscsit. havin'9 ' pfejudieas
against ^hin ca.n*ist l'un.ctioi:i a» 1*€),* ift m  uoMasad

folx a.a«.mr‘and tlK) app'iieaot has n© of .ciettino- 
Jiistict fro® ito .

§,* It ?«5,.:jy. :furthiir b© that .tho
is and ,3.llh->yyh bo' rstirsd'
@ l i  s u g ) s . ^ @ n n u . s t i b f t  © f ?  a t t a l i i i o o  o . t '  " > 8  y e a K S j -
his rtitl»isant bsnofitfi lt«v.a toao,Iveld Ufj lor rio vplici 

sn-1 te is te syfftr tte parms ef'paucity
©I funds to face urtt rd h,5i^dsl\ips anti to l#<sd a 

U M *  of M s  p@st«»TOtlr»rit dyes hi,j&
bft.eft paiiid î nrf a hac'a asi»unt to tht SKterit of ovtt ■
14 ,|3'C£ a p p r o h a s  .ba«o il,leyally deitairstad as 

•wn - , ■

(i)- Bis pay in tha mui scale #;i.f‘3ctiw  
frocfl. i*l«86 tias .aot lidQa fixed .wf'ilch 
has riepcived bltw of tte arra-'*ps of 
p.2iy arni-ailov̂ xjocGS. froa i»l#86 to 
3i.,10.*87 tine dirt© of his -i:̂ ‘i.irQraa0t\.

(i’i) to ©f p:ff J.« thfV
. ■ Kcai#s thi'i provifl'r'rial p o o 'J o A  haS

b»«o njueh- Iq /̂uc lovais
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(.ilij'. Aitteygh sioxit‘-'tĥ  20 .©oi’jtb  ̂ hav<i passi^d '
the. »i4icufit«& aMp.jnfi.Qtv h.ag «ot bo^n ‘
pjf©d fimllf v4tk'tha.ygs Hit-that h@ U  ‘
b d l n g  | .a id  4 yojcy cr^uyx#. vMwarrt atS p r o v j-  

sj,&nai pî nsioii tmch casi hajrd%̂  the 
. - b .as^i!»c®sa«3r of Xif«, ite W  also

. _ .  . dapilvtd ;0f ©f c®®fiyt'at.iofi ©f
pt#sloii wihlch coyld pr§c« 8  hiii a imm msi 

mmmt f®r ®ajot of >J,t old .

. Ci^) T|i@' D*C,ir?«a# amanti'sq^ t©'li*35*CM)C!A  ̂
.appsr03?ii®at#lf hm m t  te##«. pailt

Im ) a f .G®;itsral Iftsus'aac# luii-rKit foteji

lvl| -LtW' ©ncastaiii.t/t0 tli0 ojrti?Bt 0 l-fo»|.a.ocxy*«^
■ ipp««tdKr:40lf :his Iiel4 ' ' - ■

Ivtll Ite .f>t5aftdia§ to ..tht ex’tgŝ t @f
n m  .ut ,9f tl4«s .h«ia altac?. w i

(viii) ftut was plisca'd uiVfesfi* Of*
^  'thwj X m m d  by  IsIsm

Ivo* .datficl

dv?t€d .A fTOi&li ,'C;h;.3r9,©«̂ h(i9t vid® ■

fflillc4o.̂ ya% alsost m  tt  ̂ cli3m^.'aiKl '
^ t e '  ^fo r®  m t im ^

%  app4:tesnt /  -.
£^t,i^ 4 -Qp. 31# 10 , i7  ©m eo^a^latiiM
t h t  a g t . 'o f  s.y^m ari.ay4ti® rt © I  f m m '  '

©otiti®«S t# aai ■'" '

3a®10>8?.ivhx.€li hi^ »ot $# fas' fcrt̂ n pal'd* ■

m at ■'all tte MoyrAs y im  itmm U }  U
|b©%f@ |3av®,M^0fiJte.W isp isrMtraJd.ly' Sim' ' ' .'■'
tliafjaily a^d is  -©utltL^d t©
Awt^rjei ® .a»>w« m  tij# ■'titW ,ya

f L  ^  i m » ' <imk imt m m it  ’
-  ^ » ,s 4 w  sgalr'^t ‘a. govt.' servaot wl» has

ff If f '̂ ^2 .by the Smram© Co.urt I'mii.a '
JL9Ta 714  wtex©-» ’

.«0 <feubt tfjat.if dife.Hp,HadSf a^i.of4 - 
. i r t ©  ,ii@ tsicw agaiast a -strvMitiit 
mist ii© t\ati,rt:S as p tito'

t i44  I#-a ctlseipliraff' ^riqiAiy. facirj0t-fe#.'' '

t »  €4î Mr.se.#-@p#i| t-® C«jivtv 1$ t#  pis#. ,®n. ;iif<fe't- 0 !  ■
sud p i w  ti»  ;■

| ^ 4 i i  t f  wttee..apd .ftt.ala. M ®  i n  ttJPviij®.
I l l l  sas^ 1;§ ' sa.d a filial 0«2ar "'
St pmMm
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’ b®y:0ii<3' th e  .datfil- o f  '® y p « w » u a tie a  i s  'als® cJtear t o i l  ■ ',
' t^® da^sioo- #f tbs. full B̂ rteli •©? 'feuala I'Ugb 'Coyrt'.
■ 1979 K#rala- i m  v® m m  m m U  .state'
■ Slactficity Boapd,*. tbia ■ deeislofi wMI© corssldtring'■; 

,Hyl# 3 : ' f ^ £ t , I I  Chaptst 1 of tlio Kam lQ  S t a t t  iipita' ■ ' '',

. which is siiall̂ s-:̂  th Bui® '9 C'i-sCFansionĤ iaŝ ' tfce 
fwlA B®«ch ofostw d a©, followSi*^ ,

^1ti@. eyl® dC'#5' ?3ot sytt’ttris# th® ,eo.r»tirmaac(  ̂ ;■
: 0f'diseipllaa«v.px©c@8d4i'.9a @M .yclragai»1;

@ 6ovt:« m t h
p r ia c ip lt  ©« sythferitf-fiycfe a P'©®itioii.: 

®#ivr*©t fo®: ea®ily ,■ It "
■ I m l f  a M &ii@ d  typ# ©f t#
■ iwiih^ nmmlf as to miih^' :i

jm e m ei^  fm m  ptsslDxi %  »as.@g m y , ^
' d u rin g  in

'©f tile' 0^3l0Y0^'- m&Bt, clays#'- (a) 
pmvim i0 .Mui0 (Mul& 2(§) ,-»f 

Iv F©ii$ioil t i » ‘ dapai?t»iltal |sroc#«i41>«a*;.
'if iMtitut#d ilwring tl»'i#wi^«-0|. il» - - .. 
0!^>Xof00 .i$  t0  b® , ' t e , 1̂  .a :fimm@ding
u n c ia r  tfe@ t w l © ' a n d  i a ' » ' » d  ■ ;  ' . .■,

m m ' sit0T fds/mtimmmi*'' T# tiil̂ : . 
Iii4t«i @3£t#iit ate».ls, psmiBiP^ md§, m m  .
til® f©3? 'cof^tlniiaR^^'. ® f ; ■'

■̂■' ■ p r t « d |m |  bc?f©ftci.'frtiwiiiiit®. tliat, i®© ' i f . .
•• hf t r » m t t i n Q 'i t  1»  iSjitim tp ■'. ■

iiri^« tte salt.e S%?is«id 
'■mmmt yi«fsrstai^^ tha ryl# m  in -i'sif' wsf, 
pcwmittirif th4v M t te t  t@ laii'ieli
m  t®-e©riiin-5i@. diteipiiiwsf 
t te ■' .«?!' -t'te ta'©al4

il@stg'«ct-lo«i ml .'tb© ■ '
'Of 6©plo'y@r m 4 ©»pl©y@@ wIiAch 'ka© t@, m  .
#n .̂ hf »as<Jii of ths ;tte'

foÂ yorisI'Wbick tk@'dlscipa^a^ir' eo-R̂^

:,. ■ Xa t h a  : C 4 i S ' © ' ' V a # i  
sep,0Xt'«a iP:, Xf?6 ilMS) i t - t o ' ■■'

■ *Byt «sMou$|f'tte s.wp©iisi©'ri.,̂ jrd'ir
tte cofipiilso.^ « f  tlw ,

. spp#U .»iw  A^^,;ze'tireme$it' M : ■ :
«©yW- -p© io«§t,r 'It i# fe' ■

' In  th® e.as«s K*,>ad '»a4ibha-¥@«--^«G*:  
tiydarabad a.î  ̂ ot.kir&
?6'®f 1984 a23Jl SJf I980).d®c|#4 an.7*4*tr. ;
i f  'to  aS', rndrntm  , ■'■"' .•■

ii)  Ifeat ,rwl#s p eiiiit  t W  e©ntini*-». '
aiK;® ^ f  '®i3QU,i£f ■a«ir,ist m ■
wfm lias T O tlta 4  ' %@
'tiisiidpiiiiaff 1“̂  ®a«Aot #:KtensJ.,

'b#fo«d'tte-d^te o f. ."
fPa3?a 6)#,* . ■

C il)  C iv i l .  S e r v ic f  F®fJsion 9*, « «  ■
tits©ipllR«rv auth®r|.ty m  ^

' " " i?Tip.©ie a 'c y t  'in tfee D w m l e n  and I
■ tlia ■ gritylty  h® is d t w a W
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H#ld th‘at it woulci. nat b# '-
t o  tl.is fll,sc lp liii^ j^  a y t t e f i t y  t#  

Iffiposi®, a cyt in p.©irmi'OR tN# , ' . .. 
■-spplicafrt o r  » ltfo l^ l( i t t e  p trislo n  and 
g^ citu lty  vim wmm ^raftwt’ fee ivithfiald*

*hatl}#r $yap#risio« e lM a d y  con tin u lsig  
i$- valid t# r©tte-? .

..»,f|rstJLy s-y@'p^mio« ©rcfeli* 
revoked e R - % q y i i t a i  iind ,$-t;'£o«dly oft 
t b i  a llie d p .g  t|i@ ■
t@' j?tti»,. »  ^jfd^r.is ma®@d
t # > i  iybtistinat. I^ftitioiisjp is.
@«titi@ci t#  : f y | l  pKy « d '
t:te' parlad '^f s:wpimi©,ii tW itln sll ; m

f  «. Xiiat yaifeg' Hill.® 9 th® F«aiwion Bul^Sg
fe^yW. h% p»S€eait^. a*^airist m k m

@ f  t t e  a l l s g s d ,  f i s i s c o n d y c t  msS l i K l d s g n t ^ s ' X u  t l i « -  i r e t a M ’ - 
«as@* tfea alltQ§«l. tmidmt/m'umQmm^t «lat©@ t©

mid
mm- to tte appli&^m oil t|s@ -¥@r9a «f ■ 14® ■

fiSiiid daiiwK'4© hi«';®fs 28«lO#.i?». c»pif' thm^ 
d av i' |}0fdi?«&: M S  f’̂ t i r w p t  #icl t m  ,i»t % ,  a ■ ■
ii©®Mt@«*fe ayt^ajtiif m- a lw a # ' V 'sp m B m M t. ifi® actl^a- 
n§aiR®t till? ap p liC iiifit-ls  ,» la f lfJ a »  p r t i y ^ e i ^ , ;  . ,

b® pr©c©i!̂ «-«f a.g4ffist#. 
iaali€i0yi% m<i m b i t m ^ l f *  m t i m  p m ^ m M r m  & m  

« S m t f  In ^im ^f m  fact©# m%d
5fee-¥@#

____  ___________________  __

f © r t w m  .••■S’"©!'’ $ u s p i S i » ^ ' ?

s^nwa.l J ! f

H That I t  wauW b» in  t lw  intei><i*t o t
<i«*tlca that th# ciisciijUnaty »r6caa'Jinci® b® wcdlad
l©rtlwith' including

s » i i s r o B  ®f _

b ? ^ ? S « d * 0 ^  ancS a i d , to ibs’ a-ppUcant

'tti

t% is* tbarafos-t, TOSt f^spsetfyliy piraydd 
th-̂ t m m  im
ill tl» XiSt ©I sytoissiQrit* Wrid® bf 
t® him iraM@dlat£»ly'«»nrf fe fet witfe a-Wly

* l.£i jy«tl«© U  tot t© th@ mpii€.iiw1
s«i4 w  t̂o hiffl ^ .
topll€d«it will l̂ 3¥® m  M & m M y ®  bijt to-.kmek tii# . 

#f justic® at «o-st ^  t̂ #®r4r*a# ■ i|»
ym^d anid ■'

aiid 5Blt®fi06 lift tf nl,
M s dw«s#' . , . ’

m t ^ d  I 30^6,89

Yoy»

(CWNHSH m P & t m M V m m A )

P</D Flat" rioî e*' «atoari Mamion ^
HiiU & w 4  Sir̂ ali, ■ ■ ■,
M®a:j:r -Sagh Bafoa. l-laxara,
Lyck  26C^33 »

corstii***^
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^ j  ̂ in fo iu ia t io ii  anci m t m s & w  &cii<m
foistfivo#a to {<•!* ,

Sflv«itdv«, ^«Dtlf(i«$t], Lucknow 
S*lW« vlr»ij| tuck row and so callad Xnq^xy utflc©i>

no riaht md to CQWdoct ni^ dfi^uliY
m dpr ikiio I4t » -1 f

I

T|» rirector Bestai Sarvicas, tucknaw îoylon.

tlw Osnarai, y*|»# .Lijcktwv*'

‘i’ha - ĉyretasY tfs-thii-S[|riistary of î -ji?3rjrjlcation* 
yov*« Qi .^pa3trt»«t mm Peli'dJ

Tiiii - f n m  t #  4  «»rirnoi» l y
requtiiitad te iiite^ani! and âction ia thu
mattor to ©is® the tamian, h..sji?d®hip« md Kd0©.ri«̂
©f tli» appliu^mt in his afi«r his
£»oa iaovt* s îevic#  ̂ ' ■ .

FimSAO' «¥ A ;- T aVA)

I
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I p  aii f. h<m
rrf)

To

■•L/h.d i>3dV43t44¥at

* 4̂ it> 

t̂ fisiulXV O i i i ^

m  « w  <#M«wA«e m  9 *  «•-*• it!-tl'-f t£ . TO- ixv!

'!■’,/• I//'va^ii l»i CiipV •c/H'-iuisy

5!;uiiwf)rtr, «t If
' '-\t ■■;<*.v.w *'/ vivca'ci'-ii.ihP 4*^«

to roelstir^Ki p w t . !£ -M to p »«* to »Y *’S? '!^?fo f' ' 
i«  U, « l e  .j U : ;.u .'U ,,U u .'.u ,m ;c U

Itlitt?! in  ^  vS... « - u U y
'> w ^

Bits i«

s ; : ;  is  yo«&' ««.i^a<ii*.'.uv-

Oc?t»;d ?

Vou .̂'i, ii-slthturiy, 

i'l:.t Ul*# 2^

Ui4 r i;^4i p-̂b:> ^Usii3.‘0« 

)?iar.f̂ nt‘3tEy

i'f ■Iis« '.V . C ia j ; t«at;:j{'t..>3-  ̂ *’“ o‘*®/&’‘''Vri:iS &

jf»'r^r»ttr.9 omtWijr

sr^wkfT^iVA)
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To

IhG C h i0 f POstiBaster,
Lucknow G#P#0»

Subject 1 Rule 14 enquLgiLJatla§.iJEt

Sir ,

It has bain intimatad to w  by tte 

O ffisar , ShrS, A .N . Srlvastavs. ASPes BaMfoa*i vitie 

hJ.s lettor No, p&.l/'G,P,Srtvastava/89 dated 25.T .B9 

that my two letters datad S .7 .89  and 23 .7 .89  addressed 

to him hava been sent to your fox dlspossl.

"tlB
I am, tbarafora.^roquost you kindly to favour 

me with your reply to rny aforesaid letters so as to 

enabl® me to submit luy dotailed represontation in

th e  m a tte r•

Thartdng you v«ry much,.

Pattd  I

Yours ‘

%UAi^ESH PR/V3AD SHIVASTAVA) 
Hetirocl
Lucknow G*P*0# 

B e sid in g  at F la t  No#2^ 
Hata Su rat S in g h , ,
Naar Bagb Baba Hazara^ 
Lucknow

V)Vm , ’



4'y\jy^veMhj(̂  ^5 - 3 7

Postmaster,
Lucknow G .P .O . - 226001.

The S±ation Officer 
I /C  Police Station,

f

To

~ .  o o a  b
Hazratganj,
Lucknow -226001

Nov Fx /Fg„/LW 82- 83 . Dated Luckmw 226001 Aug.30.1982

Luckmw G*p.o , » Postal employee of

i^gistration Import Branch Luckmw G d n

a d d r e s s ^  o f-^ h e  a r t m f s V  f!!f
informed that r^eived  I h f

total loss*^f*^^ 

and paise t h i n y ^ v "  sixtyone

KlAmA /N-ff . . •
Amount realised 
froro addresses \/

Syi^o® Postage Total 
' fee

of Name of 
articles addressees Date on 

which 
article 
was
received 
and given 
to Shri 
G*P#

11/80"

5 *0 289896 
“ lb /60  ' ■

l l / 8 0 '

2 /4 /80

Central Drug
Research
Institute,
6 h«ttar 
^anzil,
Luck new

930‘i45 2V50 938.95 24 .04,-80

••do*'
1294^90 2*50 1297.40 10 .12 .80

^ 0 *
1513,00 2*50 1515.150 13.11,180

-do- 1409^75 2**50 1412*.25 11 .12 .80

••do* 630 .70 2V.*50 633 :Q£) 03 ,b2 ,8l

•̂ do"* 1268^.75 2.50 1371.25 27 .11 ,80

-do— 1618,60 2,50 1621 a o 0 1 .0 5 .8 0



7

244914 1968V7G 197if|50 28 .05 .80
jtena Pra-tap 
Margf 

' Luckrnw

94g  286289 -do- 498.00 2a?50 500*^50 21.10^80

■

Total 11138.85 22^^50 11161-^5

The case is being reported to you for registering the 
aame under proper section of I*Pr*Cf| and takina the 
investigation at an early date'*! "The o ffic ia l 'is  on leave 
from l̂ ;i5î 82 and his residential address is aS under

Shri Ganesh Prasad Srivastavas^
L*S.G»(F) on leave
S /0  late Baboo ^ahadeo Prasad
Kothi Hazi Rahimbux,
Hata Surat Singh,
Near Ghaupatiyan 

Lucknow - 226003

Yours faithfully,

Sd/- 
(B .N . PRASAD) 

Postmaster 
Lucknow GPO-226001.

J a
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BFFCRF THF centr al  STRATIVF TRIBUNAL

■ CIRCUIT BFNC h /  L U C K W

<2 1N<. i - / w ( s

O.A, of 89(L}

\

4 i

V

Ganesh Prasad Srivastava

-VS”

Union of India and others

fetitioner/Applicant

Opp, parties.

a p f l ic a t io n  for  con donatiom  of d e l a y  in

- p il in g  COUMTg^^FIDAVIT.... ....... .

The humble apDlicsnt/Opp,' parties begs to 

"’.submit as under

1. That the counter affidavit could not be filed 

earlier due to want of information, which took time in

collecting the samel The counter affidavit is being 

filed herewith with this application.

2 . That the delay in filing the counter, affidavit 

was not intentional.

3 . That the counter affidavit being filed herewith 

may be taken on record of this HonUxU- CAT and the delay 

in filing the same may be condoned.

Wherefore, it is respectfully prayed that

the Hon‘fole CAT may be pleased to condone the delay in 

filing of the counter affidavit on behalf of the

opp. parties and the same be taken on record in view 

of the reasons and circumstances explained.

V
(VK CHAIIDHARI)

Addl. Standing Counsel for Central 
Government, ■

Counsel for thp Opp parties.

Lucknow,

Dated: 3 ,1 .9 0 .



BEFORE THE.CEWTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

^CIRCUIT BEN3H, LUCKMOW

O.A. ND.262 of 89(L)

Ganesh frasad Srivastava . . .  Applicant

-vs-

Uniion of India and others OppJ parties.

■ COUNTER AFFIDAVIT ON BEHALF OF OPPOSITE PARTIES.

aged about qJ^ " 7  years, son of

i_

at present posted as

In the office of the Chief Postmaster, Lucknow 

^ v ^ . - - - O ^ ^ G • P*-0., Lucknow do hereby solemnlya affirm©

'  V
'4'

)d state as under;-

That the deponent has been authorised to 

file this counter affidavit on behalf of all

the Opp, parties and he is well conversant

with the case and he is in a position to give paravase 

comments /replies and facts as hereinunder:-

2.’ That before giving parawise comments, 

it is pertinent to give brief history of the case

as under:



t

I

-2-

(a ) That the applicant was recruited as

Clerk in fostal Department on 15 .6 .1948, During

.. . j ^ JTiisappropriated the
tne period 1979 to 1981 ;x

amount of custom duty, realized from the addressees

©f the foregign parcels and other postal

articles at the time of delivery of such articles.

The amount so realised as shown in the annexure was

^  not accounted for in the government account. The case

was reported to the police and is pending in the

Court of CJM, LucknovA? under suit No,293/83 inder

Section 409/82 , simultaneously departmental

proceedings were also initiated, A charge sheet

under rule 14 of CCS(cCA|Rules 1965 was issued to the

said ohri GP Srivastava on 6 .9 ,1982 . Later on it was 

noticed that certain documents were in the police

custody and in court, so the charge sheet was

applicant
■ y' \cancelled informing the that the

I' ^
--

/  iM- ; ,# ^c^l^ati,on was without any prejudice to

issue of charge sheet memo. The r equired documents

could be obtained from the court only on 12 .10 .87  

and fresh charge sheet was issued on 26 .10 .87 .

(b) That the applicant attended the enquiry 

only on few dates and later on he did not participate

in the enquiry. The enquiry officer has followed
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the procedure rightly and submitted his report

dated 4 .7 ,8 9  received at Lupknow GFO on 24 .7 .8 9 . The

( charges against the applicant have been proved and

the case has been submitted for decision under 

rule 9 of CCS(Pension) Rule 1972 as the official 

was retired on 31.10.1987 after attaining the age 

of superannuation.

3~ That in reply to the contents of para 1(a)

of the'application it  is submitted that the applic#it

was placed under suspension because he was involved

in a criminal case ie, misappropriation of custom

-2-

duty rei^iised on foreign articles at the time of 

delivery but not accounted for in the Government 

accounts.

4. That in reply to the contents of para 1(b) of the 

p application it is submitte'"^ that the departmental 

proceedings were initiated.

.5. That the contents of para l(dl) of the

^|3lication are incorrect as stated, hence denied and 

in?reply it is submitted that the Revenue Authority 

.were requested.

6 . That in reply to the contents of para 1 ( k̂ ) ( c )

of the application it is submitted that the applicant 

was supposed to attend the enquiry.



That the contents of para 2  and 3 of 

the application need no comments.

contents of para 4 ( i )  

of the application it is- submitted that th . applicant

was a Clark in the Eostal Department and he retired 

fron, service on 3 i ;io ;i9 8 9 . Rest of the allegations

ere not admitted and the his conduct is under criminal

investigation,’

That the contents of para (4 (i i }  to 4 (iv ) 

of the applicatio-n are not disputed.*

That^n  reply to the contents of para 4 (v) 

of the application it  is s„v„itted that the applicant

- ved  for the change of the inauiry officer. The reo.est

was not acceded^on merits.

That in reflply to the contents of 

para 4(vi) of the application it is submitted that 

^  . the inouiry authority was changed on the administrative

instructions. The services of^Shri BL Verma and

Shri Gupta were required .Ise-where by the department .■

That in reply to the contents of para 4 (v li)

'4 \  application it is submitted that the depart-

6  ment|[ proceedings can take place simultaneous to the 

. ^cr^lt proceedings.

13. That the contents of para 4 (v iii )  of the

application are incorrect as stated, hence denied and 

in reply it  is submitted that the photostat copies 

duly attested are material evidence. The applicant 

attended enquiry on 19 .12 .88  and on 4.1.-89 . The rest

contents of this para are not admitted as he did n*t
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move the application before the Inquiry officer

for production of additional documents.

The the contents of para 4 (ix ) of the 

application are incorrect as stated, hence denied 

and in reply it is submitted that the Inquiry officer 

had categorically informed the p applicant that 

he is"required to take assistance from a 

Government servant and he should bring such a Govt.

^  servant on the next date of hearing.

15, That the contents of para 4(x^ of the

application are incorrect as stated, hence denied 

and in reply it I s  submitted that the charge sheet 

was issued by the department are proper and competent

authority to issue such HKtx charge sheet.

16.' That the contents of para 4(xi| of the

application are incorrect as stated, and in

reply it is stated that the Inquiry officer has to

follow the prescribed procedure as per rules.

the contents of para 4 (x ii) of the 

h  /  J r SA^T^^^^^application are not admitted being incorrect and

0 ^  i:n/^eply it is submitted that the notice was issued

11.4 .89  and there was ample time before the

date fixed for enquiry.

(xiv)

18»- Thei^the contents of para 4(xiii}7of the

application are not admitted being false and in

reply it is submitted that proper notices were
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issued by the Inquiry officer for the hearings dated 

10 .6 .8 9 , 16 .6 .89  and 24 .6 .89  under Regd. letter no.l24 

dated '5 .6 .’89, 1425 dated 10 .6 .89  and 652 dated

16 .6 .89  issued from Barabanki HO and Lucknow GFO 

respectively. Thus it is clear that ample time 

was provided to the applicant by the ©.‘0 . Keeping 

in view speedy disposal of long pending case as 

per instruction of the higher authorities issued 

time to time. It is evident from the proof furnished 

by the applicant in the para that the applicant had 

received the above notices but avoided to participateii 

in the departmental enquiry. The intention of the

Pnguiry officev^as not prejudicaial or malafide at 

all.

I

.HisSiM

191 That the contents of para 4 (xv} of the

application are incorrect as stated hence denied

and in reply it is submitted that provisional 

pension is being paid and the case will be 

finalised after the outcome of the departmental 

proceedings for which the case has been referred 

|o Director Postal Services Lucknow for taking 

^^^ecision  under CCS(Pension5 Rules, 1972/

2 0 . That in reply to the contents of para (cxx

4(xvi) of the application it  is submitted that the date 

of hearing dated 3 .7 ;8 9  was communicated to the

applicant vide Lucknovtf GPO RL No. 1205 dated 28.'6.89

requesting his attendance on 3 .7 ,8 9  positively but 

he failed to do so.
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21 . That the contents of para 4(xvii) of the

application are incorrect as stated, hence denied and 

in reply it is submitted that the Enquiry officer has 

followed the rules and instructions of departmental 

proceedings. The applicant has willfully avoided to 

attend the departmental enquir^^ only after perusal 

and obtaining photostat copies of records and 

written statements relating to the case.

y .  ■the contents of para 4 (xv iii) of the

; application are incorrect as stated, hence denied and 

in reply it  is submitted that there was sufficient

opportunity for appearing in the enquiry waS'given 

vide letter dated 3.-7.89. He al^^ays pleaded late 

receipt of regd. notice by one or two days only 

after when he has received all the copies of records 

prior to this stage he received notices and attended 

the enquiry timelyl

23 . That the contents of para S 4(xix} of the

ication are incorrect^as stated, hence denied and

,-.ply it is submitted that there is no such

'/Z  ,/#'ovisiori under CCS(CA) Ru&is as alleged by the

f'.OV

f. 7  > -

applicant.

I

2 4. That the contents of para 4(xx) of the

application are incorrect as stated, hence denied and

in reply it is submitted that the applicant could have 

presented his case before the qnquiry offieer, but he

failed intentionally.
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25 . That the contents of para 4(xxi) of the

application are incorrect as stated, hence denied 

and in reply it is submitted that the decision will 

be taken in acosrdance with the rules on the subject.

That the contents of para 4 (xxii) of the26.

application are incorrect as allTeged , hence 

denied and in reply it is submitted that the 

charge sheet issued during the service period of 

the employ is covered under Rule 9 of the CCS( Pension) 

rules, 1972.

27.' That the contents of para 4 (x x iii) of

the application are admitted to the extent that 

FIR was lodged with the police as the applicant 

misappropriated the amount collected on delivery 

of foreign postal articles charged with custom 

duty.

That the contents of para/(^iv) & (xxv) 

are incorrect as stated, hence denied and in reply

r
^ ^ ^ t  is submitted that the Post-mais^er, Lucknow was 

p ^rlauested vide letter No.FX-l/Pgn-Lmp82-83 dated
•sfj' *. y
V ■’

^.^^/2,lc84 to take necessa'ry action for alienation of

any sale and transfer etc. of any immovable property

held in the name of the applicant or in the joint

name of his family etc. t ill  finalisation of the 

Court case.
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29. That the contents of para 4(xxvi| of the

application need no comments.

30, That the contents of para 5(a) of thp

application are incorrect as stated, hence 

denied and in reply it is submitted that the

Deputy Pbstmaster(Gazetted) is fully competent

\

in  the matter.

31. That the contents of para 5(b) of the

^  application are incorrect as stated, hence denied

and in reply it is submitted that the administration 

did not consider to transfer the applicant to

another unit dtie to gravity of the case,

32 , That the contents of para 5(c ) of the

application are incorrect as allegedly hence denied 

and in reply it is submitted that the action 

taken by the Department was under the provisions 

of the rule.

- 8 -

33. That the contents of para s((i) of the 

■^"^plication are incorrect as stated, hence denied

reply it  is submitted that Shri AN Srivastava 
t''^ : ,.j - 

U  , Divisional Inspector,Lucknow 7 Sub Division . Lucknow

was appointed as enquiry officer. There is no such 

provision that an official who is pro’ioted in a higher 

scale and holding a superior post can not hold enquiry 

against his co-worker working in junior capacity.

34 , That the contents of para 5(e) of the
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application are incorrect as stated, hence denied.

35v That the contents of para 5 ’ f)  of the 

application are admitted to the extent that the 

applicant continued the suspension till 31 ,10 .‘87 and 

the remaining part of this para are false.

36, That the contents of para 5(g) of the

application are incorrect as stated, hence denied 

and in reply it is submitted that the charge sheet was

delivered to the applicant when he was in service.

3 7, That in reply to the contents of para 5(h|

of the application it is submitted that the disciplinary

proceedin s under rule (9 ) of CCS(Fension) Rules is pendir^

'for decision in the office of the Director, Postal Service 

Lucknow Region, Lucknow. After decision of the case 

the action for payment will be taken.

38 ,‘ That the contents of para 5 (i )  & (j)  of the 

application are incorrect as stated, hence denied.

That the contents of para 6 of the application 

are .̂ -ncorrect as stated, hence denied and in reply 

submitted that the applicant did not move any 

appeal against the order of the Dy. Chief Postmaster 

which lies to Chief Postmaster Lucknow, GPO. No appeal 

lies against the order of the enquiry officer,

40 .’ That the contents of para 7 of the application

need no comments.^
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41. That the contents of para 8 (l )  to (s)

of the application need no comments. The reliefs 

©ought by the applicant are not maintainable 

in the eyes of law.

4 2 ;  That the contents of para 9 to 12

of the a'■'plication needs no comm*"ents.

43 . That in view of the facts, reasons and

circumstances stated in the above paragraphs,

the application filed by the applicaidt is laible

to be dismissed with costs to the Respondents/Opp parties.

'" % ^ t h e  contents of paragraphs 1 tcT
/q

Deponent,’

Lucknow,

Dated;
{ Y

VerifiiSatinn.

I ,  the above named deponent do hereby verify that

is true to my 

rs on a 1 knowledge, those of paragraphs "L. to K  L-

/^^e believed to be true on the basis of record and

information gathered, and these of paragraphs y/\} to"

are also believed by me to be true on the basis

legal advice. No part of this affidavit is e f a ^ e

and nothing material has been concealed.

i /

Lucknow'J

\ 'ii‘nt I identify the deponent who has signed before 

me and is personally known to me.

(VK Chaudhari)
Advocate, High Court,
Counsel for the Opp parties.

Solemnly affirmed before me on

at am/pm by the deponent.

Deponent.



IN THE CENTRAL AD.MIINISTRATIVE TRIHJNAL, ALLAHABAD, 

Circuit Bench, Lucknow.
c  -fVv. ^  Wo s3T /qo t  s

O.A,. No:. 262 of 1989(L)

' , ' • PV- X - ^ 0

V\op

Ganesh Prasad Srivastava

Versus

Union of India, and others • • • • • •

Applicant

Respo ndents

APPLICATION FOR COfOONATION OF DELAY IN FILIJ'jG 

THE REJOINDER AFFIDAVIT - -

The humble applicant respectfully submits as under;-

r. That the Bajoinder Affidavit could not be filed in 

time by the applicant due to personal unavoidable 

reasons of his coundel.

2. That it Vv'ould be expedient in the interest of justice 

that the delay is condoned and the Rejoinder A ffidav ^  

taken on record.

It is , therefore, most respectfully prayed that the 

delay in filing the rejoinder affidavit be condoned and 

the same be taken on record.

. Lu ck now :

Dated : 19 .1 .90 COUNSEL-FOR APPLICANT



..

.4f
IN THE CENTRAL ABffiNISTxRATIVE TRIBUNAL, ALLAHABAD,

. CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKi'OW 

0*A* No. 262 of 1989(l )

Ganesh Prasad Srivastava

Versus

Union of India and Others

Applicant

Respondents

REJOINDER AFFIDAVIT

I ,  Ganesh Prasad Srivastava, aged about 60 years, sonof 

late Shri Mahadeo Prasad Srivastava, resident of Flat No«2, 

Rahman Mansion, Hat a Surat Singh, Near Bagh Baba Hazara, 

Lucknow-226003 do hereby state oh oath as under:-

1. That the deponent is the applicant in the above noted case

and is fully conversant with the facts of the case deposed 

to in this rejoi-nder affidavit.

2 . That the deponent has read and understood the contents of

the counter affidavit submitted on behalf of the respondents

and is replying to the same.

3.' That in reply to the contents of para\of the counter 

affidavit, it is stated that the answering deponent,

Shri Chet Ram Saxena, Dy. Chief Postmaster, Lucknow G.P.O* 

has not filed the alleged authority or authorities 

authorising him to file the counter affidavit for and on !

behalf of other respondents also, and for reason^ of that

his reply for other respondents is incompetent and liable 

to be ignored*

contd.:. .2

I 
j



1

4 .
That in reply to contents of para 2(a) of the counter 

affidavit, it is not disputed that the deponent was 

recruited as clerk on 15 .6 .48  but the respondents have 

s u p p r e s s e d  to disclose that the deponent was promoted to 

2Q( L .S .G . post with effect from r.6.74>.. It is wrong and 

malicious to say that thedeponent misappropriated the 

amount of custom duty, realised from the addressees of 

foreign articles and other postal articles at the time of 

delivery and this allegation is emphatically deniedv The 

matter is already pending in the court of C .J .M ., Lucknow 

and the deponent has denied the charges there. The 

respondents have expressed their verdict of misappropriatij 

against the deponent notvdthstanding the fact that the 

matter is pending adjudication in the court of C .J .M .,. 

Lucknow and is sub-judice. ^he alleged chargesheet issuej 

to the deponent by Afemo dated 6 .9 .8 2  (Annexures A-1 tô  

A-5(a)) was cancelled and the deponent was placed under

suspension by Memo dated 24 .11 .82  {Annexure ir-t) and 

fresh charassheet was issued to the deponent till 26j 

Annexures A—8 to A—12A)| On the eve of his retirem® 

only 3 days before his retirement another fresh ch^ ■ 

was delivered to him on 28*10.87 and he was retire/ 

effect from 31.10 .87  (A#I\U). The respondents coul| 

obtained the copies of the required documents sta 

in the Police custody and in court and expedited/ 

instead of persecuting the deponent, harassing I 

continued suspension against the Government ord< 

issuing him a chargesheet only three days befoj 

retirement. The action of the respondents hasl

-2-

conts



malicibus, arbitrary and prejudicial to the interest of 

the deponent. The deponent could not be continued under 

suspension on the flimsy plea of contemplated enquiry 

with effect from 24 .11 .82  till 3 1 .1 0 .8 7 , the date of his 

retiremen-6 when the initial chargesheet‘was cancelled and 

no fresh chargesheet was issued to him till 28 .10 .87 .

-3-

5 . That the contents of para 2(b) of the counter affidavit

are denied as stated. It is wrong to say that the deponent 

attended the enquiry only on few dates and later on he did 

not participate, in the enquiry. The deponent attended the 

enquiry when he received notice in time and whenever he was 

not in a fit state, of health, he informed the Inquiry 

Officer of thefact and also submitted medical certificate 

in support of his illness. But when the notices for 

enquiry were received late and the date/dates of enquiry 

had already passed, it was practically not possible for the 

deponent to attend enquiry and intimation to the effect 

was immediately sent to the Inquiry ^Officer. There was 

no deliberate or intentional lapse on the part of the 

deponent for not attending the enquiry as maliciously 

alleged. It is wrong to say that the Inquiry Officer had 

follovred the procedure rightly.: He acted maliciously,

arbitrarily and prejudicially vdthout affording the 

deponent reasonable opportunity of defence and his said 

report dated 4 .7 .8 9  is ex-parte, isgx biased, against rules, ' 

malicious., illegal and nuljLand void. It is wrong and 

malicious to say that the charges against the deponent have 

been proved when no opportunity of defence was given to i 

the deponent and no opportunity of attending enquiry, 

cross-examining the prosecution witnesses and adducing his 

own evidence was afforded, "̂ he entire proceeding conducted^

contd.. .4
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by the Inquiry Officer v«/as against rules, illegal and void 

and no action can be taken on it . It is stated that the 

applications/representations made to the Inquiry Officer were 

not considered and replied by him and he acted arbitrarily 

against rules and natural justice. The rest of the contents 

of the para under reply are denied. .

T-hat the contents of para 3 are denied as stated except 

that the deponent ŷ as placed under suspension which was due 

to prejudice and bias and against Govf. orders. It has 

been laid down in D.G. ,P&T letter No. 20l||)43(|76 Disc, dated 

15th July 1976 that while placing an official under 

suspension the competent authority should consider whether 

the purpose cannot be served by transferring the official 

from his post to a post where he may not repeat the 

misconduct or influence the investigations, if any, in 

progress. If the authority finds that the purpose cannot 

be served by transferring the official from his post to 

another post then he should record reasons therefor before 

placing the official under suspension. But no objective 

consideration was given to the matter, the propriety of 

the case for placing the deponent under suspension was notj 

considered in terms of aforesaid instructions and no 

reasons were recorded before placing the deponent under 

suspension. It may be pointed out that the foreign arti< 

and other articles of the nature bearing dues on them arc| 

kept in joint custody and the deponent could not be 

singled out and isolated prejudicially and maliciously.

It is pertinent to state that the suspension order was 

dated 24 .11 .82  but no proceeding was iratisi initiated

till thedeponent was in service v iz . upto 31.10.87..

contd...5



?'• That in reply to contents of para 4 it is stated that 

so called deg^artmental proceedings were initiated after 

the retirement of the deponent maliciously and illegally 

with intention to harass him and cause him injury. His post 

retirement dues have been wrongly, arbitrarily and 

malicously withheld by the respondents without any authority 

and the existence of the deponent and his family members 

has been at staked

-5-

That the contents of para 5 are deniedv Annexures A-39 and 

A-40 would clearly indicate that the respondents took 

punitive measures against the deponent withou t any 

justification*" There v̂ras absolutely no basis for requesting 

the Revenue Authority to effect recovery as arrears of 

land revenue, when the matter was pending before the

Lucknow and v\;as under enquiry department ally and 

approximately 1^ lac were due to the deponent as retiral 

benefits, which have been arbitrarily and illegally 

withheld by the respondents.

That the contents of para 6 are vague and ate denied as 

stated* The deponent did attend the enquiry as and vs?hen 

intimation was received by him in time and he was able to 

attend the enquiry* He could not attend the enquiry vi?hen 

the intimation was received late or he was ill  and for 

that information was duly sent*

lOV That para 7 needs no reply*

11:. That the contents of para 8 are denied as stated and 

those of para 4 (l )  of the application are re-asserted.

contd*. .6
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12. That para 9 needs no reply.

13V ^hat in reply to the contents of para 10, it is stated

that it has been decided vide C.S. (Department of Personriel)
I

O.M . No. 39/40/70-Ests.(A) dated 9 .11 .1972  that whenever

an application is moved by a GovernmentssxKxs servant

against whom disciplinary proceedings are initiated under

CCS(CCA) Rules against the Inquiry 0Officer on ground of

bias, the proceedings should b e s t a y e d  and the application

referred alongwith the relevant material to the appropriate

revievdng authority for considering the application and

passing appropriate orders thereon. ■ The D.Gv, P&T by his

letter No. 7/28/72-Jl1isc'.I dated the 19th March 1973 has

clarified that reviewing authority would fef normally be the
request

appellate authority. The of the deponent for

changing the Inquiry Officer was not placed before the 

appropriate authority for passing ..appropiaate 

<pa£s4 ag=3ppropriJ"tG orders and the same was arbitrarily 

not acceded to:. The rest of the contents of the para 

under reply are denied and the contents of para 4(v) of 

the application are re-asserted. It is further stated 

that in terms of D.Gv,P&T letter No. 6-8/74 Disc-1 dated 

21.9.1975, the Inquiry ^Officer should be from a different 

division preferably at the same station or nearby.

The appointment of Inquiry Officer in the instant case was; 

in accordance with D.G. ,P&T said instructions and for 

reason of that the enquiry vi/as vitiated.

14.^ That in reply to the contents of para 11 of the counter 

affidavit the deponent re-asserts the contents of para 

4(V I) of his application and the averments made in pre ^

para. CO nt d. . .  7



15. That the contents of para 12 of the counter affidavit as 

stated are denied and the contents of para 4 (V II) of the 

application are re-asserted. It is poihted out that para 

12 of the counter affidavit are not relevant to para 4(V Il) 

• of the application. It is stated that on the same charges 

both criminal and departmental proceedings cannot run 

concurrently.

-7-

16. That inreply to the fcoratents of para 13, it is stated that 

the photostat copies are not admissible in evidence in 

absence of the relevant original documents. The deponent 

attended enquiry on 19 .12 .88 , 4 .1 .8 9  and 20 .1 .89  on receipt 

of notices.' The rest of the contents of para under reply 

are denied and the contents of para 4 (V Iir ) of the

c.

application are re-asserted.

k/:

17. That the contents of para 14 of the counter affidavit are 

denied as stated. It is stated that there is no rule 

under which the deponent is required to bring his defence 

assistant personally with him. It was/is the duty of the 

Inquiry Officer to send notice to the Assistant Government 

servant and to inform his controlling authority to relieve 

him well in time toattend the enquiry under aile 14(8) of 

the CGS(CCA) Kuies 1965 and the instruction issued thereon 

as contained in G «I*(l8) contained in Swamy*s compilation. 

The failure of the Inquiry Officer to summon the defence 

assistant direct and direct the deponent to bring him 

personally was against rule, highly biased and the deponent 

was deprived of that assistance solely because of the 

indifferent attitude adopted by the Inquiry Officer.

The Inquiry Officer had clearly breached Rule 14(8) and 

denied the privilege of taking the assistance of any other 

Government servant to present his case. The deponent was

contd.. .8



prejudiced and kis the Sintire proceeding was vitiated, 

the rest of the contents of ,para under reply are denied 

and thecontents of para 4 (IX ) of the application are 

re-assertedv

-8-
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18. That the contents of para 15 of the counter affidavit are 

denied as stated and those of para 4(x) of the application 

are re-asserted. No reply to his representations were 

given by the respondents to the deponent.

19. That the contents of para 16 of the counter affidavit are 

denied as vague, indefinite and irrelevant and the contents 

of para 4(Xl) of the application are re-asserted.

20. That the contents of para 17 of the counter affidavit are 

denied as stated^ The deponent has stated the fact in his 

application vM ch has not been controverted. The letter 

dated 11 .4 .89  fixing the date of enquiry on 20 .4 .89  was 

received by the deponent on 21 .4 .89  and he immediate!^ 

after receipt of the notice of enquiry intimated the ' 

Inquiry Officer on 22.4V89 that due to late receipt of the 

letter it was not possible for him to attend the enquiry 

on 2 0 .4 .8 9 , adding that he v̂ as still unwell and under 

treatment af for ailment of hearts' trouble(Annexure A-28)>

It was not a fault of the deponent that the letter dated

11 .4 .89  sent under registered cover on 13 .4 .89  was delivered 

at the address of the deponent on 21 .4 .89  after the date 

of enquiry fixed on 20v4.89 had expired.; The deponent, 

hov'tfever, took prompt action to apprise the Inquiry Officer 

of the fact;" The contents of para 4 (X Il) of the applica­

tion are re-assertedv

contd.-. .9
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21.“ That the contents of para 18 are denied as stated and

those of paras ^  4 (X IIl )  and 4(XIV) of the application are 

re-asserted. As stated in the application the notices said 

to have been issued by the Inquiry Officer were either not 

received or received late* after the expiry of the date of 

enquiry and the deponent was handicapped in attending the 

enquiry and the Inquiry Officer proceeded prejudicially 

notwithstanding and caring the service of the notices of 

enquiry to the deponent late and nor ensuring their service 

in time so as to enable him to attend the enquiry and defend
#

the case. The Inquiry Officer was under obligation to 

ensure that the notices ^ were served on the deponent in 

time and even the applications/representations made by the 

deponent that the notices were not served on him before the 

dates of enquiry, were not considered by him and the enquiry 

was conducted pre judiciously, maliciously and illegally 

behind the back of the deponent violating all norms of 

natural justice and denying opportunity of defence to the 

deporent. As stated earlier the charge-sheet dated 6 .9 .8 2  

was cancelled and no action was taken t ill  28 .10 .87  when 

another charge-sheet was served on the deponent after more 

than 5 years and only 3 days before his retirement.

The deponent was under suspension and no action was taken 

by the department and the respondents for over 5 years and 

after his retirement not only his dues were not settled, 

he was also subjected to torture and harassment by denying 

the constitutional right to defend himself. The action of 

the respondents including the Inquiry Officer was highly 

malicious, prejudicial, arbitrary, against rules and 

instructions issued by the Govt'.' as Vi/ell as by the depart­

ment. The Inquiry Officer did not act according to rules

contd.. .  10



and he deprived the deponent of his right of defence. 

His action' was wholly prejudicial and'malafide.

-10-

22". That the reply contained in para 19 of the counter 

affidavit is evasive and cryptic as it does not say 

anything about the payment of retiral dues which the 

respondents have no authority to withhold. The 

contents of para 19 are denied as" stated. The payment 

of deporaent^s G .P .F . , leave Encashment, Gratuity, 

General Insurance, the Mfference of pay and allowances 

for the suspension period from 24 .11 .82  to 31 .10 .87  

has not arbitrarily and maliciously been made to the 

deponent during all this period and the same is 

illegally retained by the respondents after his 

retirement with effect from 31 .10 .87 (A *N .) . The pay j  

of the deponent, has also not been fixed in the revise^! 

scale of Rs. 1400/2300 effective from 1 .1 .86  and his 

provisional pension according to his enhanced pay 

admissible from 1 .1 .86  in the said revised scale, has , 

also not been maliciously and prejudicially fixed and  ̂

paid. The deponent has been highly prejudiced and 

rendered to suffer untold hardships in the last days 

of his life after his retirement. The rest of the 

contents of para under reply are denied and the 

cdntents of para 4 (XV) of the application are 

re-asserted.

23. That the contents of para 20 areddoRxe^ denied as 

stated and those of para 4(XVl) of the application^ 

are re-asserted, the reasonable opportunity, fairt 

and natural justice has been denied to the depone!

24. That the contents of para 21 are denied as stated 

those of para 4(XVII) of the application are rs-as



.jT

25. That the contents of para 22 are denied as stated 

and the conteits of para 4{XVIIl) of the applicatibn 

are re-asserted. The deponent did not show any laxity 

and always replied to the notices promptly after 

their late receipt but the Inquiry Officer did not 

care at all to inform the deponent well in time to 

enable him to attend the enquiry and he deprived the 

deponent of hie right ibf defence arbitrarily and 

maliciously. In fact, there was no enquiry at all and 

thej?f proceeding rushed through by the Inquiry 

Officer was against rules, natural justice, equity and 

hence illegal and void. The averments made by the 

respondents based on surmises are baseless and 

unsustainable and are emphatically denied.

26. That the contents of para 23 are denied as stated.

Since the deponent was advised by the Inquiry Office^ 

to have correspondence vdth the Chief Postmaster, 

Lucknow as stated in para 4(XVlii) of the

application he (the deponent) addressed his letter 

dated 23 .8 .89  to the Chief Postmaster, Lucknow G.P.O* 

to whom his earlier representations dated 5 .7 .89  and

23 .7 .89  made to the Inquiry Officer had been sent for 

further action. 1% ^eply "to this letter dated

23 .8 .89  was received by the deponent who was greatly 

prejudiced in the matter. There was nothing wrong 

or against the provisions of CCS(CCA) Rules 1965 in 

making representations by the deponent. The contents 

of para 4{XIX) of the application are re-asserted.

27. That the contents of para 24 are denied as stated.

It is wrong and malicious to say that the deponent

-11-

contd.. .  12
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couldK have presented his case before the Inquiry 

Officer but he failed intentially. As stated earlier 

in the application and also in this rejoinder 

affidavit that the deponent vjas not afforded reasonable 

opportunity to present and defend his case and all 

his representations Vv'ere ignored and no reply v<;as ever 

given to him. The allegation against the deponent is 

false , baseless and malicious andthe same is 

emphatically denied and the contents of para 4(XX) 

of the application are re-asserted.

-12-

28. That the contents of para 25 of the counter affidavit^jj 

are denied as evasive and cryptic. The respondents 

have no power to withhold the retiral benefits and
r

the arrears which they have arbitrarily retained. ^  

They are under obligation to pay the same with 

compound interest at Bank*s rate immediately. The 

contents of para 4(XXl) are re-asserted.

29. That the contents of para 26 are denied as stated and
1

the contents of para 4(XXll) of the application are 

re-asserted. Even otherwise under Rule 69 of Pension 

Ru3ies the provisional pension should be equal to the 

maxj.mum pension which would have been admissible on 

the basis of qualified service, but neither the pay of 

the;^deponent was fixed in the revised scale of 

Rs. 1400/2300 from 1.1.-86 nor due and admissible 

provisional pension on it has been allowed to him to 

his great prejudice. Rule 9 of the CCS(Pension) Rules 

1972 does not prohibit payment of retiral dues which 

have been arbitrarily retained by the respondents.

Under the said rule 9 the President reserves the right

■ of mthholding or wthdta«ing a pension or part
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thereof, whether permanently or for a specified 

perioci and of ordering recovery from a pension of the 

whole or part of any pecuniary loss caused to the 

Government, in any departmental or judicial proceed­

ings if the pensioner is found guilty of grave 

misconduct ortogligence during his services This 

right cannot be exercised by any -other authority and 

that proper and competent enquiry in accordance vdth 
✓

•rules has to be conducted, but in the instant case 

the charge-sheet was issued by the Dy.Postmaster 

who was/is not the competent authority after 7 years 

of the alleged incident and the appointment of Inquiry 

Officer and the enquiry conducted by him was incompet-, 

ent, against rules, arbitrary^ and malicious?^. ‘ The 

deponent v/as not given an̂'- reply to his various 

representations made to Indquiry Officer as Vxfell to 

other respondents and no action can be taken after 

long lapse of time in terms of rules.

30. That the contents of para 2 7 'repugnant to the 

cQntents of para 4 (XXIII) of the application are 

denied and the contents of the said para of the 

application are re-asserted.

31 . That the contents of pare 28 of the counter affidavit 

are denied. It is v^rong to say that the District 

Magistrate, kicknov>; was requested vide letter dated 

2 .1 .8 4  to take necessary action for/^lienation of any 

sale and transfer etci.; of any immovable property held 

in the name of the deponent or in the joint names of 

his family etci. 'iill finalisation of the court case.

contd...  14



The aver^n t  does r»t disclose as to who requested 

the District Magistrate as stated m  the averment.

The contention of the respondents is belied by 

Ant^xure /W39 to the application which clearly 

indicates that the Chief Postmaster. b .c '.n «  asked the 

District Magistrate, tockoow to cause, recovery of 

Bs.lO,064.65 as arrear of land revenue from the 

deponent. This action of the respondent No.- 4 was 

highly irregular, unfair anjust and distressing.

The contents of paras 4{XXIV) and 4(XXV) of the

aoplication are re-asserte# action of distress

could be taken when l u  dues payable to the deponent 

v^xe retained/detained by the department to the extent

of about Rs.l^lac.

3 2 . That the contents of para 29 of the counter affidavit 

need no reply except that the respondents have 

admitted that the deponent was/is aggrieved by the £  

arbitrary, malicious, prejudicial and illegal action 

of the respondents and had no alternative but to file 

the instant-application before this Hon’ble Tribunal.

33. That the contents of paras ^  to 38 are denied as

stated and thos of paras 5 (a j , 5 (b ) ,  5 (c ) ,  5 (d ) ,

5 (e ) ,  5 ( f ) ,  5 (g ) , 5 (h ) , 5 ( i )  and 5 ( j )  are re-asserte|

34. That the contents of para 39 are denied ancthose of

para 6 of the application are re-asserted.

-14- ' ,

,de ni(

S5. That para 40 needs no reply.

36V That in reply to the contents of para '41 it is

sought foi by tk  Si
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maintainable. The reliefs sought for by the.deponent 

are based on sound footing, they are maintainable and 

liable to be allowed v̂ /ith costs.

37. That the contents of para 42 need no reply. It is ,
relief

however, stated that the interim m U U  prayed for 

vide para 9 of the application has been admitted 

by the respondents. The Tribunal may, therefore, be 

pleased to issue directions accordingly.

38. That the contents of para 42 caf are denied as stated.

On the facts andcircumstances stated by the deponent 

in his application and also in this ref^inder  

affidavit, the application filed by the deponenfeis 

maintainable and liable to be allowed vdtIf costs ^

aaainst the respondents.

Lucknow :

Dated : 19 .1 .90 DEPONENT

VERIFICATION

I ,  the above named do hereby verify that the contents 

Of paras 1 to 3 2 , 34 and 35 are true to my personal 

knowledge and those of paras 33 ,36 ,37  and 38 are believed 

to be true on legal advice. No part of it is false and 

nathing material has been concealed or suppressed,So help 

me God.

Lucknow :

D^ted ; 19 .1 .90 DEPONENT

I identify the deponent who has;^ signed

b e fo re  me. .< ..


