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ORDER ( ORAL )

By Hon*ble Mr^ Justice B.Ce Saksena . V»C«

\

When the case was calledout 

none^ respondnet on behalf of the applicant • We 

have heard Shrl S. Verma , learned Counsel for 

respondne ts ^

2, The applicant through this 0 ,A , 

challenges an order dated 27 ,1 .1989 contained as 

Annexure -9 of the O.A« » The Applicant termed the 

order as an order of reversion and has sought

quashing, A perusal of order contained as Annexure-9
\

shows that the applicant was order to be absorved in 

scale Rs, 2000-3200 (R.P.S«) and posted as Signal -* 

Inspector^ Lucknov/ in Transprotation training School, 

Lucknow* The applicant was played under suspension 

while he was working in scale Rs. 2000-=3200 (RPS) •

He remained under suspension with effect from 29 ,8 ,86  

till 30 ,11 ,88 , His suspension was revoked and 

subsiquently the applicant was also exonerated from 

the charges levelled against him. Consequently , 

the period of suspension was treated as on duty by 

an order passed by competent authority as indicated 

in C.A, , it has further, been pleaded that the impunged 

notice dated 27,1,1989 was never made effective and 

the applicant has retired from service after attaining 

age of Superannuation and he continued to work in 

scale Rs. 2 375 - 3500 RPS,

3, In view of the above, since the

)
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impugned notice has not been given effect and the 

applicant has not been placed, in lower icale which 

can be termed the reversion of the applicants

4 , The 0 ,A , is therefore fail and

is dismissed. '.o'icv i ■ i■> 'o:'.

No order as to costs.

member (a ) VICS-CHAIRIAN

Dated ; 22 March, 1996

Lucknow# ' '

A.K,.
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22 .3 ,94 .

D .R .

Both the parties are hot preseat.

C.A, has not been file d  till today 

by the respondents. h Respondents are 

directed to  file it on the date fixed. 

List on 20 ,5 .94  before me.

Amit.. By. Regis trari

2

20 .5 .94 . /  .

■ D .R .

Both the parties are not present. C.A. 

has not been filed till today. .Respon­

dents. are diredted to file it on the. 

date fixed. List on 22 .8 .94  befor«3̂ me.

' i P ',

Dy. Registrar.
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IH-THt. CEWTRAL AMlNISTRATiyE TRIBUNAL 
CIRCUIT BEMCĤ LUCKNOy

JfRDER SI*IEET

REGIST.inTIuN Wo. ,

R.N.Bhatt

V

A.
V

DEFEJ^NT ■ 
‘RESPOi\lDE?T '

VERSUS

Unidn of India and Others

Serial

nun^oor

. - .mjiaize
\zy

Sriaf Order, -Mentioning ReferenCG 

i f  necGsaary

i,iA

3 0 .8 .S^, HOn*ble mistice K.Nath, -V.c.-.

A{3mit

Repeated opportunities have been given to 

^  the opposite parties to file  a reply as to why 

the petition may not be admitted, ilo reply 

has been filed thus for. The petition is admitiec’ 

counter may be file'^ within fqur weeks to which 

the applicant may file rejoinder within two wee)ts 

thereafter. List for final hearing on fo ,10 ,89  

In case no counter is filed the case may be disposed of 

exparte on the date fixed. Issue notice.

. Sd/-

■ v .c .

Hon‘ Mr. D .K . Aarawal.

bione is. present for the ap|)licarit.

Shri Arjun Bhargav a counsel foi the resporiden-: 

is/present. -̂The case is listed for ex-parte 

. hearing. However,^ there is no Bench sitting. 

Therefore, adiourn''to lQ-1-90 for hearina.< ■' *11 ' ■III liî i

The respondents mâ  ̂ move an application for 

^modification of order and file counter reply,
I . • _
'^if they so like . In case the counter is filed 

Within four weeks the applicant maj' file 

ejoinder within two weeks thereafter.

Hou; complied 
with anddate 
of compliance

<5f  .
i i M  

'-h -
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2 2 .5 .9 5 .

H on 'ble .M r. V .K . Seth, A .M . ' . :

Hon*ble Mr. D.G.- Verina.J.M.

t

Sri som Kartik, B .H . for Sri L .P .  Shukla, ) 

learned counsel for applicant.

None for respondents.

Despite, amiiife, opportunity c .A . has not been 

f ile d . Two weeks further time is granted by way of 

last opportunity to the respondent for filin g  C .A .

In  case C .A . is filed  t h e . applicant w ill  hawe one 

^^eek thereafter to f ile  R .A .

In case no C .A . is filed  the case shall be 

heard^ex parte on the next date .

nr

r

K .N .

Cojy O f  these orders shall be sent by 

registered/post to the respondents during the course 

of this week.

*

List for hearing on 31-7-1995.

U  V ^ .

• A .m .

31/7/95.

^HON.MR.JUSTICE B . C.SAKSENA,VICE-CHAIRMAN.
HON.MR. V.K . SETH, MEMBER(ADMN. “)

On behalf of the respondents Sri B.K.

Shukla, learned counsel, has put in appearance 

and filed vakalatnama. He prays for and is 

granted 4 weeks to, .file C.A. The applicant 

• will have 2 weeks thereafter to file R.A. List 

for final hearing on 14 /9 /95 .

MEMBER(A) VICE-CHAIRMAN.

' 1  ■' -■-r
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IN THE QE'NERAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

LUCKNOW BENCH

\

Original Application No, 48/1989 

this the day of 22, March, 1996.

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE B.C.

HON'BLE MR. V ,K . SETH, A.M .

R«N. Bhatt, Late D.Oe Bhatt 
Chief Signal Inspector^ Divisional 
Railway Manager^ Office Northern 
Railway# Lucknow. R/0 Type-3, 6/A, 
N,R„ Colony, Alambagh, Lucknows

Applicant,

By Advocate ; None.

Versus.

Union of India through its Secretary, Deptt, of 
Railways Board Rail Bhawan, New Delhi,

2 , Chief Signal and Telecommunication Engineer,
Northern Railway, Baroda ^ouse, New-Delhi,

3, Senior personal Officer (P.O .)
Northern Railway, Baroda % u s e  , New Delhi,

4, Senior Divisional Signal & Telecommunication 
Engineer, Northern Railway, New“-Delhi»

5, D.R»M. , Northern Railway, Hazratganj, Lucknow

6, Senior Divisional Personal Officer, Northern Railway 
Lucknow,

7« Shri J.N* Sharma Enguiry Officer Head Quarter,
Office Room No» 403 4th floor D.R,M, Office New Delhi

Respondents

By Advocate s Sri S  ̂ Verma

—2—



- Before the Central 4dmin.iSLrg|;ive Tri'bunal Lucknow

Bencti Lucktiov.

I pplicjati® lo.

V

(.

R«M*B)i8itt • • *

Versus

Union G'f in,dia and others

of 1989

fpplicant

Opp-Forties.

SI.No. Description of papers
n̂/o> I

1. ^ppliCKitlon u/s 19

CO'm/5i?tof f/c>.5 . rt T -.it
§. Inriexure no*l True copy of the letter

age 11 o» 

I .

\0 tc II .

3. I'imexure ao.2 True, copy of the charge Xo2-o

sheet.

4* •innexure no.3 True''Copy of the explaiiation

5 * 4nnexure no*4 True copy of the order listed

3/13.12*88

6. Innexure no*6 True copy of the letter dated

a } .i i .s 8

7* -®̂ nn®xure no*6 True copy of the letter dated
9,2.89 ^r(b§S

8'* Imiexure no*7 -True copy of the letter

1 ett er.

8.lnn,exure no.S True copy of the letter

dated 2*2.89

10. Innexure no.9 True copy of the impugned

letter dated 27*1*89

11 • 'P'’oifJer in original bhiy

Lucknoi/J datedj --
(F aresh  Ba^ipsi ) 

Febr.uary c9/5,19© ' idvocate

Counsel for the P'et it loner

4



s let.

Dsite of F ilin g  ■-

or '

^Bite of Receipt by . • • • •  '

P.Qst

Re.gi strati on • • • •

S ignature Registrar 

In  the Central Adm inistrative Tribunal p r in c ip a l  B

Bencb at lew DeBii C i r c u i t ‘Bench at  iLictriow.

R .F .B hatt  . . .  Ipp iicant

Versus

UniO'n of India and others Resp ondents

4

Details of .jpplicant

It lame of tine applicant R.F.Bhatt

2. Father*s name • late ■ D.-;O.Biatt

•3 . Designation & office inl chief S i t a l  inspector

ihidi employed & office M.visional Railway

address , Managers office Horthern

Railwys^ liUckiio'W.

4 * -iddress for  service  

of a ix  notifies

R.F.Bhstt r/o T;ppe.3 j. 

6/ i ,  Northern Railway 

Colonyj  ̂lamba-gh, Lkb.

f a  rt ̂  c u la r s _jj^ ^ r ^ ^ & a a m i§ &

! •  Name Iddress  and designation

of the respondents, 1 * L'nion of India  through it s

Secrets*ry Deptt of Railways 

Board E?3i l  BhawenjHew Delhi*

2. C hief .Signaland TeiecO'mrau- 

"n ic a t io n  Engineer Northern

Failway. Barods House;He'w_ 

B e lh i .

i



SJ'

A

2.

3. Senior personal -Officer (F .C .;

Northern i^silu'ay, Baro<3,a house 

Neî  -Delhi.

4. Senior Divisional 0 Signal &

-tf'" ■ Telecommuinication Engineer

Northern Railway ^ leî ' 'Delhi

■ 6. D.R.M. I^Iorthern Pallvjay

Hszsrtganj'ji,! lyclcoo'w.

. 6‘. Senior Divisional F'ersonai

\  ■ (Officer, Forthern Railway

Lucknow.

7 . 3ri J F.Sharms Inquiry office: 

■* '«
Heid, quarters office Room Ho.403 

■' 4th Flooor .DRti Officer-Few-Delhi
A . ' '

2''*\0fiice ilddress Same as given above. 

3. Ie((ir̂ s-s- for service . «do- 

of all notices.

>

Dated of 198

The applicant further declares that.sub^ec 

matter of the order against vjhidi he wants redressal is 

within the, jurisdictio'n of this Tribunal.

■T.imitation , ‘ -
m

The a pplicisrit'further declares that the 

application is within the' limitation prescrifeed u/s 2 1
*

of the .administrstlve Tribunal ^ict.1985.

6 * Facts of the case; Given in accompanying

application.
m

7 , 'Relief igainst reversion

8 . Interim order. ■ Stay of reversion order dated

^ t h  Januaryjjl989,



3.

Sj'

7. Details of Remedies 

Ixhuasted. ■■

(1) Rep re senia ti on, The eipplicant further states 

that except the present

appli#Jtion j -no application 

or representS,tion pending 

before any court of la¥ or ani

o-ther authority or any bench 

of the Tribunal.
, . ' V ■

FiRTICUt,4Rs OF_BlKK DRiiFT/po^stal order in respect of

■the application fee.

1 . lame of the bink on which 

dra¥n.

2* Demand Draft T\To. 

or

1. Number of Indian Postal 

order (l) .

/ .  ^ . 8 8 < ^ r ' 9

2* Name of the issuing 
pest office.

3 . Eete of issue of n
postal order. f̂s • °  7

4* Post oifice at x-Mch psyalle.

12. Details of index -Given on coovering page of the

application.

13. List of enclisures -%ven in index.

In verification

. ■■■' J.j, R.I'T.Bhatt s/o late D.D.Biatt aged about 54 

years working as Chief Signal Inspector resident of 

Type-3 6/4 Horthern Raii«y  Colony, '®lambagh, Luclmow 

do hereby veilfy that the contents from 1 to 13 

are true to ray personal knowled^ge and belief and 'that 

T have not suopressed any material facts.

Pisces- Luckrio\»J.

Date E.ebruaryp?f ,1989

'S§.g,nature of the applicant



Before the Gentrsl i dm ini strati ve Tribunal 

lucknow Bencli Lucknow

Ipplication lo* of 1989,

R.N.Hiatt aged about M  years son of Sri D.D.Bhat

resident of Type»S.6/ i  lorthern Railway/Colony 

4lam,baghs Ludinow,^

ippllcent

Versus

1, Union of India, through its Secrettyy,

Department of Railway, Eailwy Board, Rail 

Bhawn, Delhi .

2. Chief Signal and Telecommunication Engineer 

Northern Railway, Baroda House, Neî j Delhi•

,3 . senior Personal officer C P-C.) Northern
. -f’’

Rail'vcay, Baroda House, leijj Itelh-i*

4 , Senior Divisional Signal and Telecomm uncat ioi. 

Engineer, Northern Rail«y,^

5 « D.R.M« Hortheiti RaiB^'Sy, Hazratganj,

Luclmovj.

6'. senior a  visional Personal officer.

Wort hern, Rsiil-wayj ludtno'w.



■J

\

2.

7 .  Sri J.F.Shai^ftR Enquiri^ officer^j Head Quarters 

office Boom No.403 4th Floor D.H.m . officer,

Weu. Delhi#

P^ia. parti es.

js _lL 2la £ i2§ ia £ .S te

.S . facts of the case as rs8uLi^ln- Sl:- Sa«6_af_ya

JosUjssilsa

llie applicant earned above most respectfull 

submits as under:-

1 * Ihat the applicant is at presBnt discharge

-ing his duties on the post of Chief Signal 

inspector in pay scile of fe_.2^J75l._35G0__slnce

17.10.1985. ^
t

L-

2, That the applicant was suspended on 22*x.

1986 vide letter lo .M isc ./86-O/LC.S by opposite 

party no.2 and an enquiry m s  ctantemplated.. The 

ssid letter is being annexed herê -Jl.th as 

Innexure no»l to this application*

3, That » charge sheet was issued by opposit

party 0.0*4 thereafter on 15 .6#1987 i^hich vas

served upon the petitioner on 16#10» 1987 .

The Hiotostate copy of charge ^eet  is annexed

herewith as ino,exure no.2 .twnf aiaiijBtt«aMieoTOCT»aae»m8aBPiia amam

4 .
That the applicant submitted his



incomplete explaination on 2.10.1988 whldi has 

not been considered, a t 'a ll . by opposite party 

no.4. The copy of the said explanation is being 

filed here^with as Innexure no•3 So this 

applicatio^n. ■

3.

j

5. That Sri J.U.Sharma , Enquiry officer

Delhi of office, Nevi Delhi has

been appointed as ®n,qLiiry officer against 

the applicant vide order dated 1/13-12.1988 

by opposite party no.4 copy is being annexed 

here f̂liith as ion^l3£e_ngAl.

4
6 . That'the applicant'*s suspension '

revoked on 30.11*1088 vide letter ]\Tq̂ Misc./86 

/D /lCS .The copi' of said letter fs being 

filed herewith as innexure no.5 to this 

application.

7 . lha.t Sri J.l'I.%arflia. opposite party no.7

the ssid enquiry officer has fixed date

4.4.1989 under D .I.lu ie  for first sitting 

at Ne^Delhi vide letter dated 9*2.1989 

copy is  being annexed herevjith as fl.nnexijre_nD.^

to this application.

8 . That the applicant was transferred

on 6'.12.i988 in the same Grade i .e .  Rs.'2375^3500 

vide letter T\Io.94C-E/lI-l/3ig. /88 ®y opposite 

party no. 6 .The copy of said letter is being 

annexed herewitli as 'in ,ne^re^s7  to this 

application.
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9#, ‘̂ 'hat-’the applicant w s  again transferred

on 2.2.1989 vide letter Io«Sig/S.Inspection 

by opposite pa,rt3̂ ' no*4 .The'* copy of said, letter 

Is being ann,exed herevjitb, as 4me:gure ap.8 trv thi& 

application.

10 •, That all of a sudden, inglated vjith 

prejudice reversion letter were issued vide 

^  letter. No, 7 54-E/96/84 Si lb. II dated 271* Jan.

1989 by opposite parties nos, 2 and 3 T̂ hich "were 

incompetent authorities pliseing the applicant 

in lovJer grade i .e . in scale of 85.2000-3200'. The 

copy of said letter impugned is being 

annexed here\ îth as-■tone^ren£.9 to this 

application.

11. That the spplicant is drâ ^̂ ing his sajary 

in the pay 'scale of Rs..2:J76-3500 and in case the 

annejcure no*^ impugned is implem,ented the 

applicant shailbe put in the,pay sc?ale of 

Rg.SOOO-SSSSXSato 320'0«' Giausing an irreparable* 

lossagainst the constitutional r i ^ t s  which cannol' 

be compensated in t’erms of money .and prestige 

and the" same 'wf. 1 1  f»ounts to despersge of the 

ajrsKmsttta: applicant for no fault his part -which 

is being implemented' with retrospective effect*

I

12. That feeling aggrieved and h^sving no 

faith’ in ‘ the applicsnt has been left Ssh with 

ilternate, speedy and'efficacious-ronedy left the

no option except to come in shelter authorities 

concerned due to their being prejudicial and



j :-
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8

5 .

and eneniical, this Hon*ble Tribunal os the 

foiloiwing'amongst other'groundsC

i* Because the diargesheet issued is vague

and is still under process of enquiry.

B't Because the reversion order impugned .

contained in Innexure no".9 is not a speaking

order and does not ensplre confidence and Is  

again mischievous in nature#
i

C. Because iiss in Innexure no«9 impugned

■fete® on the applicant has been placed in pay 

scale of a lower grade without any rhyme or 

reason which smounts to punishment and 

despa rage.

D. Becau45'e the rersion order is wholly 

iliegsl j, arbitrary, ’and unwari'inted without 

jurisdiction which is being impie.mented 

■viith retrospective effect.

E. Because the so called reversion order 

has been issued during the process of enquiry 

without arriving at a decision or affording 

any opportunity to the applicant parti as 

ensĥ '̂ined, .in D .I.^ules.

F. Because no any show cause notice etc.



T 'Y

?

6 ,

was issued prior to issuance of reversion letter 

impugned as contained in innexure D,o.Sxia:.A 9.

The applicant named' abOiS'e most respectful! 

-y prays for following reliefsC

1 * Tfeiat reversion order as contained ir.

ln,oe2ure no.9 ’ dated 27tii January,, 19B9

(Io.764E/96/84/Mllb.IJ dated 27.1.1989 ) 

may be quashed,

2., That toe coats of the applicaition

be awrded to the applicant tfegxspf a ga Inst the 

opp.osite parties.

_ For the facts and reasons stated above the 

applicant most respectfully prays for grant of 

folloVJing te'feEEtui interim relief;.

! •  '-̂'hat during the pendency of the

applioation the operation and implementation of 

order no.7641/&6/84/Biib/lI dated 27th January, 

1989 as contained in innexure no.9 may be 

si-ayed.

LuckiioiAi dstedi ( Fsiredi Bajpai )
advocate

Feb. 1®89 Coun.sel for the Applicant



NORTHKiN RAIU'AY

Notice
Hd. Qra* Office

Bar*da H«use, New Delhi

Shrl R.M. Bhatt is absorbed In scale R s .2000-3200 

(RPS) and pasted as Sl/Lka in Transpertatlan training 

8Cha*l/Lka in the same capacity fram the date he is 

reinstated*

This has the appraval «f  i *  -

A d v is e  the date * f  changes.

J,
for Sr. Persenal Officer(PC)

N * ,7 5 W 9 6 /8 V E i l b  I I  Dt. 2 7 th Jan. 1989 "

Cepy t« : ( 1 ) DRM/N.Rly.Lka.

(2) Principal, Transpartatien Training Scheal/Lka,

(3) Dy. CSTE/HQ/BH/NDLS in refereace t* his nete 

N®. 570- Sig/30/Sl/Transfer P t .V III  D t .2 6 .1 2 ,8 8 .

'~-r •
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,. ̂ f  ? w  5nn  ^  JTi f>?Rt ^  (■s^t^^n^ft) =et

^ r a ? i  {%*n ? . w  3ra^ 'fi f m f  (s[?w?ft)

^  ^ 3  ^i 'i ^  5:i^t

’Jif I  ^  it>ft ^

q f  ^  ^^c?T I  f%  1  M )

5r<i^ ’►^*1^1 ^|*n fi^R 5 ^ ^

q  HER ft^'H fe^rre feiaj ft 5nar 1 § i ? ^ -

»td ^  I ^

f^?g ft  9»ira! ^1 ^  I

H I #  (nsii?) H I #
L

...................... ...............„ 3 .- ^ - ? -



rc ^
tr

“  !l<̂

E o
fp -rr

hr

t
OrM>
tr

f L

./^  i

i
(gft)

© / I ,  u

i . M > _

;t« g ^

__L '  P- • , AJA.-(Ttal̂  ._ . 1 1 ^

(W ^^) I  ^

I  | H  g ^ w  ^  J ? i t ^

f # 5 t  f i ^  3ft P i  ^  snii^i^ft ^ ^  ^

« n d  f w  '** H5Tfsjmi ^

^tfi a«n ^  ^  ^

m  ' 5 W  5rm m  m  f»iR^ ^  ^.i

^fe?r  f%’sn ^  m  ( ^ r r a ^ )

>j| ^  ^  f W  ^

^  ^ q ;n :  |  f%  ^  ^^ift

sra^ ^  5 ^ '

R m  ^ "s t  ^  ^
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Before the Uentral Idministrative Tribunal

Lucknow Bench Luckno'w.

4pplication Wo'. of 1989

A .

%

R«F.Bh8tt «•«« petitioner

Versus

Union of Tndis and others Opju^artles.

•■ECBei«C58Be51B»i

Regdt Post i /D  

^Standard Form Wo.I 

Standard. form of o der'of suspension (HulelS) Cl)

(si dtccKvu.iosEGMisf!

No. Misc. /86 0/LCS dated. 23.1G.86 

(̂ ârne of Railvjay isdministratlcsn). 

Divl. Railway >Pnager»s office. 

I.R3J^. lueknow.

;Grder

Whereas a 

disciplinary

proceedings 

against Sri 

R.l  ̂• Sistt •

Place of Issue ., . . ,

%ereas a case against 

Shri R.l?. Bhs tt«• t < • • §

in respect of criminal offence 

is under investigation/ S .I./Tech .

■ F.Rly. Lucknow.

Name and designation of the Railway

Servant) is  contemplated/pending.

I'loWj therefore, the undersigned in exercises of the 

powers conferred by rules4/provisioD to rule 5(l|- 

of the R S ( B &  6) rules, 1S68 hereby places the 

said Shri *R.H.Bhatt under suspension with effect 

from 29.8.1986.

It  is further ordered that during the period of this 

order shall remain in force, the said. .Shri R.F.Bhatt
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shall aot leave t.|ie headquarter witho.Lit obtaining 

the previous permissum O'f the conipeterit authority, 

S^.Illegible 

-f' .23.10.11986

Signature ■ ■ ( R.K.Singhal )
•„* ‘ .. .. '
Name Sr.Divl. Sig. & Telecom* Engineer

B M ‘ s ‘oflice I.R iy . Luckr'.ô 'J Designation Supen.ding

lutho-rity. .

Y' . /
Copy tou

Shri R.F.^iatt S.I.(Tech) H.Siy, i.uckiio'î

H.Ho.III-6/l,Munavvarbaghs IJ^iiway Colony^ 

jilsmbsghj! Lucknow. ■

Copy tos--'*E** Branci'i for infornation and B’eoessctry 

action.

Copy tiO L. Supdt. /Fay Bill DRM offlc^Iko  

fo? infoiWtion and, necessary s ction, ^luring' the

period of suspension ih®'above named employees may be 

allo^^ed to dri’W substance allo^«nce at rste of hslf 

average pay and deerness alio’t'̂ ance as admissible*.

' ■ f I'rue copy
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Before the Central -administrative Triibunai i,,uci<nov3

. Bench Lucknow.

Applicstion No. of 1989.

R.I'T.Btett Applicant

Versus

■V

v A  •

Union of India and. others . .  .:0pp-^s,rties

Inne^ure no.^*

Photos'tate copy of the document Is enclosed herewith

A v 0 iy /= ^ '

■1

y



StI n W R U  FOUM  o f

R ule 9  o f  th e  R a '" '" ^

£tŜ . iiS

. . ,  <KTO a® 5
fyrwi . ‘̂>- 5

if^No M i SO. / 8 6 -  OA*CS
......................... ...................................

.......... ........dated.. 6 /6 /8 7
(Place of issue* —■j

in<w 

m im o e a n 5!?5*
■........... ............ .. ................... ..

ittedto inspcci. . . , . -

V     .♦ ; . . . . . .- ,i\ ^

to n « S l C V '

her informed that ht- tn;iy. if he so Jcsi.es, take the assistance of aiiy other I  
. 4. ann R ,  N . E h a t t  n.;:;^;,^TVade u S v ^ h o s 'i t i s h e s i ; ^  R a i ^ '’■'''̂ “'5 |

and assiiHinj hint in pr^s^llin^’ his case before the Inqi ifiug Ai'li'-Dty in iht t\cnt an oralinqiiy _g • ^

JlJJ.‘’n7i’o,’ rV. »'r .”i "  "i;"T'n "*'" '’■ nomiMliM lilt JSJISlJI m  ''

s s s s i s r a i t i s j i * -  f  ......»>.ouid 4 ,™  „

' ................. ..
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Inneyvure-1

S.a.eBent ox artlcxe f^a.ed against

S h r l  E .T l .H i a t t ,  S I S P I I  X n ® P ® '=^°’' ^

, m c e  of D .E .M . W .Riy. lu cM o -

,„ „ e U o n . . .  s .  «  S i . . X  T ..p e cto . U 'eonnlcl)

o m c e  oftue- B.R.M . H .RB-  L —

a«ring the period 1985-86 to maitAain

Bbaolute integJ^itx and oommittea misconduct 

in as much as he tried to oWaln employment

for one 3ri BUag^an Das in tlie E£iil-ways 

on tue basis of a forged endorsement made to *tjae

Luckno^J under the forged 

slgngture of the M.inister of Stfite for 

Eaiiwys, and thereby he contravened

Rule 3 of R a l » y  Services (Conduct ) Rules
.f

■ Sci,.R.K.Singhal

15.10.87 '

Sr.Divl. Sig.. S: 'Telecoms Engineer 

W^iiy lucimoiA).
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InBexurolii

Statemeat of Impiifc/ation of misconduct in suppriZt. of 

article of charge framed against Slirl R.W.Bhatt 

Signal Inspector, (Tebhfiiical) office of D.R.M. W.RIJ. 

iucknoiW.

Sliri R.W.Haatt was posted and functioni®g as signal 

Inspector (Technical ) in the office of the D,R*m .

I .R iy . Luclinoî j during the period 1985-86
\

Shri R.W.Biatt approached Shri ' inirudh Mittal,

P.R.M* NIR luckno'w and hanc^ed over to him one 

letter dated 3 .1 .86  of Sh.l.C.S.Eawatj, M.F* 

addressed to Shri Madhav Rejo Sclndhia and beiiring a

4  fO'^ged and fake endorsem^ent under the forged

signature of ShrS. Msdhav IJao Scindhia Minister of 

State for Railwys We¥ Delhi addressed to the DRti 

HER fjUcknoT̂  for providing 30b a class I I I /IV  post 

to Shri Bhagwan Bas s/o Sri Oiaran aingh r/o village 

partapur p.®. Mohaffimadate.d Bistt, igra. to applicatic 

in name of' Bhag-wan Ebs vjritten by Shri R.l.Bha^t 

himself accompani^ed the letter in question. The 

matter of providig job to said Bhagwan Das was also 

pursued with Sh. -i mittal by Sh* R.If.Eha^t R^^covery 

of cet?tain documents concerning said sri BhsEwan Das 

■was also made from the house of ShVR.H.Hiatt during 

segrch'of his Bussif house ôn 16.7*86 .He thereby 

misconduct and contravened rule 3 of Ra:ilway

Services (Conduct) Rules 1966.

Sd .R.K • SiDghs 1
16.6.87

Sr.Divl. Signal & Telecom:Engineer

■ I . R i y  I j U C k n o w . ,
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toexure^III

List <of do:Cuments by liiich the article of charge is 

framed aga-’nst shU R.H.Bhatt Signal Inspector^ 
(Teennical) DRM office F.Rly Luck̂ -̂ ô '.

f^^FiT - aiT̂- ?lt-14/86 -

•< 1- ^  ^  f:.

?m\c in,-

2- f c ; ^  3- 1-86 ^  -ft .xrm

1

^  5!̂  eft ^Ttn rrg

f W m r ,  rn?q ^

5R'̂ 'tP&:|c1 |i: ^^TT ^ uft,

%, I- I ^  ?vi^ Tltft *fr VflqTH

5TV1 ^  ^  5T%iT finr^i

't

^ f .fw fq q V ^  ViT9̂ , pcp ^ r̂-p-ĉ

3~ ^  ĉ s^ I T * ^  l6-7-«6,

vff Pm;- ^To^^o^- '^ %  z f  li ^rr*r< m h  ^ r r

ClTc! 1

4“  P '.^ '^  I5-3-86 ^  4̂t rr^ci, m  q^ ^  q̂ '

pi? aft 0lP^^ Pfllrlv̂  , ;^0'2^TTG^0 i, ^^oti

^ ^ ) ? p 5 | c l  I *  1

5- ^ W f f  ^  m- Tllft pi- 4-9-86

5Jt pt$ V|r|c57::̂ q7̂  %  |j |'Q

^ ^ 5 3 T #  I

6 Pt;^“<f i6-f-86 .^r Pr^^fr  W .  ^^t t t
I'

-^TW^o^'irc %  w  ^  3.J5 c?t Pqte?^

?rr'^ P^^T ^TT 1

r̂arTt"":' •:t -jMBaag:’



3
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/ 8

^ 2 -

7- ^  grlo^to^?? p ^ p ,

^  ^sJlTrfi^q m  ito | o /229/ 20/  ?fr W p .

/ ^  Pe,Rf«$ 2T/2&^5-86 5}̂  ?ft wt-

I ^?vm

r. 1 . . . . .  ■̂'-. ■ ■ ■
^  I  i

8“  ^ o i o  “̂ 0  W W  ^  .?lsqT

t P im  tfr ‘̂ 2:1=9/86^1

............  ' §0/15-6-8J
[ ^tT0%p5fe|?l I

mf\^ I-

:r '
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Innexure-IV

list of vdtnesses by Wtioni the article of charges are- 

proposed to'be, sustaiBed aealnst shri R.w.Bhstt Signal 

Inspector (Tech).

"1

>■

^  14/ 86-̂ ?} "k 3f̂

1- ^  ia^|wr

2- aft* rrVi fRTT rr^^,

c q f ^  %ft ^TTO’:i^O>-l  ̂ ^  ^

■' ..

^  %  d r r ^  'TT^ 5iT^ ^

it^Z  ^  I

3- pi-m * \^h

«t*-
«; \ ‘"

4- «fr

' , 1
q-^~m \ ^ , W ^ ^  i
'* W" ■;'',

l ? ^ z  # j  I qi ^ fr  P^

. i-|* tr  ^TTG^^O^ll'e' ^  1

§- eft 0ft*^ vrm^» iFî tq V ^  w ,  f^Ttft-

5 2 , =ll f?-Ftfr 1 ^"^TTT

7]^ < iP ^  ^  *:1

6“  . ^  R=T0R^05pi/R0^ifi0^P<$^ , #r ^ T m  rra

, \n rr^q

^1  p5"?ft I
!(*■»

7- {̂1- cfto ^ 0  W m T ,  ^ n r m  f ^ P ^ , 1̂-

' m m  r r ^  Pfftipr , rr'^ ^  Pei^?ft
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8- 5ft. siTTo^fro ^¥, '^ r w  rr^

fW ^qr ;  \
\  -..■•• .„ ’i«.

9- , ^  rf^f, ? W m r

TT'^q

^  l^pRcl q^ q^ afr T3T«^rr^ fjifciT %
*1 «v

.i tcfr^ -qi* m T̂ 'fî 'm 'I :;fc ^

vjT^  ^  f m j  ^TT 1

;|(>̂  ^  rr^ «P’ ^  5 Ta

;Pr^ g  ^ 0  g  ^ rw m j V ^ ',  ?^w f

m  ^  P^ eft 3iTT0^ :̂^0-1^

#  I* a^TT ^  Wf^ #

T^m '̂  W ^  i.

i H  il-o ^^osftotoi^o 5
•i

f<q^|- ^ ;^ 0 R ^ 0 ffr 0 5  219/86 ^  ^  I

2- ?ft ^o q ^ o  airq, P==ifr̂ i#, ^ ^ o ^ t I o  ^»'“®
• .. • '' ' '

^  ^ f■^z ^  I
S, ^

l5-6-^S7 

I ^rro  %o P t a  [

gP^^^ Tjcr;̂ }̂ X3M' |T if^TT' SiP^FI'^^T,

G W  .|!

vrm fPciP^fPq
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Before the Central Idminlstrgtive Tri,bunal Lucknow

Bench LuclmoTAi.

ipplicatioD. Wo. ‘ 'of 1989

• • •R .M *"Bhatt

Versus

Uoion of India and others

ippllcant

Respondents,

'  A
lo. ®IB/Sl/(T),|S:o/88 

Dated 2.10.1988

From
H .I. Bhatt-

Chief Signal Inspector (Tech! 

(Under-S usp en cl on).
Under 3r*B .S .T .E ., D.R.M.

o-ffice, H.Riy#' Hazratganj. 
:n,ovJ«

r/o 111 e/l-Munawar B a^

H.Riy. Colony, ^lambagh

rp
•l-o ,

The Senior Hvisiooal Signal and Telecom

Engineer. W.Riy. D.R.M* office, Hazratganl 

Luckn.o'w.

Respected Sfr,,

^ub-Incomplete explanation and objection cum 

defence under 13.1 .Rule-9 and arficle no.311 

of constitution of India.

Reft- (l) Your letter T\To.Mlsc./S6 :o A O S  dt.8/15.6'

1987.

(2)My several letters of the, diffefence dates^
r

of different months available &n the file. 

¥ith due respectj I  beg ..to inform your honour as

under: -

1. 'i-hat I have been ^working in Î b’rthem RailTAiay 

since 3 .10.56 and at present as Chief Signal 

Inspector (Tedi) under Sr. D .S .T .S . -D.R.M. Office

Hazralganjj Luekriô '̂  and perforiing duties 

entrusted to me honestly and strictly in accordanc
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■witln. tlie rules in force.

■ 2. That one Shri Ram Rajeev Sharma vjorker of louth

CoQgress (i) of Uttar PBadesh, 1 0 I dial Roa%

, 1 1 1 garh-262601. resident of vi.liage and. po'st office

llliadpur, district iligsrh came to me at Lucknow

i-Jit)! STi Bhagwan s/o .Sri CSiaran Singli resident of 

village pratapur post office Moliammadated, Ilstt, 

Igrfi and asked me -to copy out a letter addressed 

Ĵ - to honourable Minister of Rail\®ys Stax-e Rail

■ aiawan^ Bhs^rat Sarkar, lew Belhi an bi^alf of ;^ri

BhagiAian Bas s/o Sri cjiaran Singh which I did and Shri 

Biagwan Ites signed.

3 . Biat as per programme Shri Ram Rajeev Sharmci saw

■ B. R*m '. F.E.Riy 'Lucknow and handed O'Ver the applicatlc

'and recomiTiendation of.Shri H^rish Chandra Singh Rawat 

M»F« alongwl.th other certificates, etc. I had no . 

knowled.ge of what Shri Rfum Rajeev Sharraa did in D,R*l!<

I.E .R iy  office Luckn,ow and to whom, he handed over 

the application etc. as I was not presoit with him 

and attending duty in B.R.M. I.Riy office .Ludmow.

ret*urn when he saw me in D.R.M. office RtRiy, Luck- 

-now he told'me these .facts* ■

4 . That thereafter some priO'd Shri Ram Kijeev 

‘%ariM left at my residence a Ifetter addressed to 

Shri Harish Oiaridra ito'iii Singh Rswat, M.P. Written.

- by him on his paid and an other letter written by

• Shri Harish Chandra Rawat, M.P. 'iddressed

to theH o n '*b le  M inister of Railways state on his 

paid along with several other certificates papers an,d 

et c . wit ho ut m . my know1 ed ge.

That on 26th Jun,e, 1986 my further expired
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snd I left attend deatli cerenioB.ey etc. at my

home in Hathrss, on leave.

6 . Tliat on 16*®.86 irfhen I tes on leave at Hathnis 

the s Staff took search of my house in my

absence in a case No*RC-14/86 Lfeo under sections 

120B/42<0/465/471 on a search wrrant issued

by the special corruption. Judge, t.uctoox'j and nit>thing 

W3 S found s pportlng any ccosplracy, forgery as'well 

las any convineone for the ser’̂ e e  of airi 

Bhagwan Ifes_ except those papers which 'were left by 

Shri Ram Rajvee Sharma were lying unconcerned to me

and their dispos'ai was with :Siri Ram Eajeev Shai'ma 

j for whom the papers were lying at .my r esidence.

7* That on. my return, on 28.8.86 from leave, I was 

required to see the C .B .I. Inspector who .arrested 

' me in the said case of S.O.„l4/B6_xko an 29.8.86

and I ■ve.s releved on bail on 1*9,86.

] ,Jr'" 8 . Th^t thereafter I-fnforra.ed your honour who

issued a letter of even no..dt'. 23.10.86 placing 

 ̂ Eie under suspension w.e. f« 29.8.86 on'the bssis of

that I remained under police custody for more than

fourty eight hours hence my suspension was under

B .4 .Rule 5/2 of 1968.

9. Ihat the C .B .I . also ocunducted the search of 

Shri Bhagwan B  s s/o Sri Charan Singh in his Tillage

pratapur in Eistt. jSgra and found nothing a gainst

me at all which is proved from the seaiscM memo of

the house of Shri B&agvsn B? s dated 4*9.86.
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JO. That ^'hereafter C .B .I. during the investlgatlo- 

found nothing wong vdtt me enfling the case unfler 

section 169/170 CR.?.C. ana made approadiea to your

honour for their own sake for flisdpllnary action 

against me. «ccoraingiy, sheet (S .F - 5 ) ,

Bo.Hisc./86. 0/LCS dt. 8/15-6-87 m s  served upon

me.

11, T h a t  thereafter I  requested for the copies of 

relied upon documents and sfcstanents recorded 

by C.B.I- mdei^ section 161 CrJP.G. and the fsetsffld

grounds under «hich the C .3 .I .' filed the case and 

did not send it  to court for proper trial, so that

I  bhall be able  to give proper defence of Vae ciiarg

sheet. I  made several efforts and -all my efforts 

proved in  vain'and, the adm inistration did  not 

supply me the copies.

12, That wheB the CBI has en’ded his case m i m, 

suspension was baed on that, the same should hs-ve 

been revoked under DA Rule 5/5 of 1968 hut it is 

still continuing without any fault of mine.

It is  further ps|,nted out that my suspensio:

can not be. one the bisis other than remaining in 

police custody for more than fourty eight hours

otherwise the suspension should have been 

quashed after theexpir^ of six months or charg 

sheet should have been served \-jithin six months 

as per the decision of the supreme Court,

13. That I  have
(3  P
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trying to O'btain emp,liy®eri't for one Sp^i Bhagyan 

Das on thebasis of-iorged, endorseient ffiad,eto the

D.R.M. W .^.Riy. lucl-rnow under the forged signature 

of trie Hori'bk.e Minister for Rfiiiieys state, t'hus the 

violation of para-3 of the Railway sermnt 

conduct rule'1966 ijjllieh is totally illegal and 

unwarranted on the follo’tJlrg goundsj- -

I', Because Shri Bhaĝ «ian Bss s/o Sri charan Siiigh

is neither resident of my 'vi.llage or district nor 

related tO' .me nor of my sent etc. and there is also

no motive as to why I Mas trying'for his appointment 

in I .l .R iy . This is a condoeted story for my 

false implication and no motive behind is apparent 

from, the charge sheet and the available relied '

'-V _ on the documents . B.ence the char^.e is illegal,

unreasonable and liable to be cancelled under the

D .I.Sule 1968.

B. Because had aci I  tried for any point in this

connection, I would.have trj.'ed in Forthem Railway 

where I am viorking and not in North Eastern Raii-wa:y 

where I had? no source and influence etc.

Hence the piea is false and concocted for my 

implication.

C. Because Shrl Inrudha Mittal, IH4 N.E*Riy, 

Lucknow neither knows me also not aquainted with me 

nor I te!s to him likewise me like that ofnor also

he mentioned, on the appliest5.on of 3 .1 .86 or any



pssperfended over to him tne like that of Shri Ea.m 

RajesV Shaitna Kjldka’ that I  handled over to him* in

, absence of these facts the plet is a totai false, 

concoetefaaKExl'trSfexgxkos and based for m.Yfelse

implication.Hence the charges are liable to be

cancelled under the D.4.Rules beyond all reasonable

doubts.

6*

-X

J

D. Because thfes case being persuaded by Sh^i Ram 

Rajeev Sharma as letters from D.R.M* I .S .R B ’ office

Viere given to him and he "wrote letters to P*R*M« 

W'ri.Rly and pei’soaniliy saw D.R.M« and Sr.D.p',©.

H.E#Riy- Luckoovf and handed over letter of Shri 

Harish chaadrs Singh Ra'wat, M.P. dt. 1^*3*87 to Sr* 

D*P.iO. I.B#Riy on 17. 3*87 end the Sr.B .p .D .

K'.E.Riy on 17.3*87 and the .sr.D.p.,o. N.E.Riy

ffidorsed as foilowsu **This letter ■was handed o-ver 

to me'personally by Shrl.i^m BJjeev Sharma (Slip 

atta-fefeed) on date at 12»Z5 hours Sd.Sr.D.p.,0. 17/3

in tills m  endorsem.ent , nothing is written

about me which proves that in fact.I -vas not 

persuading the case and it is, sfciri Ram Rageev

3 -iarma K alone m s persuading the cssesnd handed 

over papers to M  ?I.E.Riy Luc'kno-w and I have been 

blsimed'felseiy on some ulter5.orrrotive behirf. it .

E.E« Because vJllMng application never means 

trying for aia aigsgement of cn,e. During my service 

period X -wrote'thousands of applications and not 

only myself by all and non is blaimed likeviise,. 

Hence ' this prosumption is totally illegal and urC
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uiarranted by him in his hand writiDg and foitid in 

mi/ house search in my absen.ce of 3® 16*7• 86 

resembles with the endorsement made on ' 

the letter of Shri Harish Chsndra Siogh fflwat,

M.F. of dt. 3 .1 .86  on. behalf of the Honourable

Minister of Railwys state beyond reasonable

do'ibts. These writings of Railways State

beyond raisonable doubts. These \>JiltlDgs"’may kindiy

be verf.fied by any inde^.endent expert for the fair

justice. Under such drcumstaQces it is proved 

beyond doubt a that there was nothing mrong .with

me and a false and concoeted story is.sia made 

out. for my iic.plicatlon only. Hence^.the charge is 

liable to be ea;nceiled.

F. . Beosuse the charge Is not defilnte and clear 

■as required un3. er rLii&.9 of 1968 and article

311 of the GDinstlt lAion Q.f In,dia'. Hence, the charge 

is liable to be cancelled under these rules and 

decisions given by the following honoural^ie

courtds-

1 . aiK' 1956 Calcutta 662(666)
r

2. I .I .R *  1 S56 Madras 220(284)

3. iljR. ■ 1964 Isssm 18(24)

4 . I IR 1964(6) ■ . 4lss!3.in 107 • ■

6 . Crl.J 1 9 5 4 ' '  ' 31(DB)

6.1 IR  ■ ' 196S , Tripura 20(28)

G. Beccrrse the charge is - not clear on the

following' ground S3: s-

1 . The period 1985 end 86 that is for two. 

complete years and no definite 'period is mentioned

2 . lo definite, time, date and place is
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fflentioned, when the alie,red paper is paid to have 

been given to DjI-t F.'S.Rly Luclmo'w*

3 *'I|ie metns and ways hovj persuaded for the engagement 

of % r i  Bhag'VJan Das have no.t been detailed.

4 « Ho'w the endorsement madeto DRM H«B.Riy Lucknow 

is forgefi* •

5 . Bow the conduct rule-3 of 1966 is violated.

Under the above noted circumstsnces the cterge 

is not sufficiently explained to gi«e an idea of 

a proper defence. Hence the cha.i*ge is liable to be 

cancelled under Bi rui'e-S of 1S68 andsrtlcie 311

of the constitution of India and decisions made by 

the honou3:abie courts just referred above.

6 . Because from the papers recovered frt.m my 

houseji search are neither addressed to me nor under 

my hand -writing nor eny sign to use them nor 

any atterirpt for action €;tc» illesedocuments 

were left by Shri Rim ■•Ra jeev Sharma and were lying

all ray house as waste papers# Under such 

d  rcuffistances can not be cannected with the

concocted story for my false implication.

7 .  Because, the house se'srch of Shri Hiagwan 

BiJs wg,s ;fnade on 4m9*86 wiiere ss search of Biy house

ws’s made on 16.7*86 and i*he F.I.R» vas lodged 

on 26*2*86 and from this period to the dste of 

the search of my house, there is no record



c

available on the file on vliich basis my house 

seSircli ras sfes teken place. This prsys that the 

sejsrch.of my house vjas. tfaken ^vith a prejudlci*^ 

viey duriP.g my absence* Hence* entirefa^ts

against me'a re totally' false, «oncocted and

liable to be can celled.

9.

- X

J

G_. Bees us s it |,,ls not apparmt from any record 

what i«s the main cause and main point "wjriich

warranted the CBI to take sanrch of my house and 

sefsrch of Shri Bhagwan fes after fwo months, though 

Sri Biagwari .Das was in picture, Hince the entire

fa ct s a re tot a i ly fa Is e ■ a nd c on c o ct ed a gs i, ns t m e.

I .  Because Shri Ram 'Rajeev Sharma was the main man

whO' was. persuading the case of Shri Bhagwan Daa

which is apprent from the records of DRM N.'B.Rly

Lucknow'his letter addressed to M.P. and m »F'*s office

letters addressed to the HonOgrable Ministerof 

RalXwys state and DHM. N.'iS.Riy 'Lucknow. It is too

strange to understand as to how the search of 

shri Rtm Rajeev  Sliartaa was not done, % i s  thing 

is more than sufficient to prove that nothing 

wrong Wi2s with me and a plan was oancocted 

for my implioatiGn. '

J .  Because I 'have not been given the copies of the 

stat(®ents of Witnesses recorded by the I^-'lway 

authorities in fact finding enquiry and by the

C.B#I. under section ISI Cr.p.C. and the copies of 

other mateiials supporting 'the diarge due to which

I .ronained hf^diy pre^udicied in having proper'(defence 

of my <53se and the charge is liable to be
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cancelled under I}:il rule -9 of 1968 and article 311 of

the Constjtution of India and the s decisions given 

by the follOTfJing honourable courts;.

1 . I . I .R . 1966 H .P . 13

2 . A .I .H . 1961 S «C « 1623 para 14

3 . .1 1 H 1957 ,S.G.R. 96

4 .  IIB . ” 1956 S .C . ' 232 862.

5. 1958 s .c . 300

6 . t o 1968 P.C . 1 2 1
w

0

I

r > M ^ ’

K. . Because I have beeE. alleged for the 

violation of conduct rule..3 of l i66 .First, 

under tills rule there' is no  isuch provision 

secondly, the decision under conduct rule can.be 

taken by the General Manager or RaiiiAiayBoard,,

thirdly this para has been abolished by the 

Honourable justice Shri M.l«B^g of the 

HighCou^t. of 4liahabad vj.de his judgrient of dt.

17 •3*70 in the case Miscellaneous case Writ Petiticn 

no.810 of 1^61 Shri :,Qii Pral«sh Vs. Northern Raiiviay 

He cording ly the "charge is liable to be cancelled 

as there bein:g no violation.

I .  Because I ha .'6 not been given the reasonable

facility and opportunity provided under U  rules and 

article 311 of the Constitution of India, details 

of ^̂ ihich vJili be opened in the ■complete e^cplamtion 

pending submission due to xhe iacLin.as mentioned, 

herein.

M, Because it is not understood aste hovi the

'pesT 1985 is involves in, the charge when no 

occurrence took pl.s»t.e in, that .entire year. Hence
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$lie charge sheet (SF.-5) Wo.Misc. C86-0)/LCS- 

dt« 8 /1 5 “6.87 is defective and liable to be' 

cao cell^ . ■ i

14. That tW.s is m m  incomplete ssEsejcplanstion

even then viarrants the authority cotiipetect tomd

the oase In my favonrGthen^lse res.sons for its- 

■ fejectiofi shall be recorded as provided tinder 

Riy. Bd;«s letter T\To.E(I& 4R) KB -.6-14 d t .20 .2 . 56

«and G.M. I.Riy IDLS letter "©.52E(KEV-BaR) dt.l4*3,6'; 

so that |>roper elarificatioo and defence be 

submitted.

15, lhat as regards the list of i/^ltnesses and defen 

helper’are ehall be Submitted along^^lth the 

complete explanation*

prayer

, It is, therefore^’ most respectfully prayed that

your honour may be plefssed, to cancel the charge 

' sheet (Sf-5) No.Mlsc./86«0/l,CS d t .8/15.6.87

on the facts and grounds given herein.

It is also, further prayed that for any doubt ^of

clarification I shall be allowed to be he'̂ r̂d in

person viith my defence helper Shri B*£,.Verma S.M.

Ilatnnsgsr (Re€d.) 'whose consent is  attached

herewith and he ’will be brought beforeyour honour

personally by me on the date 'and time fixed.

Yours faithfully 

Sd.R.K.Bhstt 

■ Uhfef iSignsl Inspector (Tech) 
y  (ijnder suspension) ^

maei-̂  SJ‘'1 d.8 .T ,E .D .R .M . office

W.Riy. Hazratganj, luckno’w r/o 

I I I  6/1 Munawar Bagh* colony

■tfilambagh, LUckriovJ.

11.

dated 2 . 10.88 
D.i*
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To

The Sr.Bs m ,

DKM office'N.Riy Hazratganj, LUcknow.

Sir,

I- d,d hereby give my full conseot to <iEfend 

the case by Sri R.N.Bhatt G^Sl(Tech) .under Cr«DSTS 

/il.R. Iko/periding beforeyouf honour under HUSc/86-0/ 

jj:S dated 8/15'.6 .87... ■

I have not .more than Two cases pending 

with me under D.a.Rules and an liable to act as his

defence helps.

Yours faithfully

J  ( B.i.Vei-tna )

Ret Sm«i. #lc

' House lo.F 3933 4vas Vikas

Rajajipuram 4lambagh Ludlow

Bated 2 .10 .88 .

• X
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Before the  Centra,! laministrsti ve Tribunal Fr5.ncipal 

Bencfc at Feirf Delfel 

Circut Ben.ch at Lucknow.

A.ppliostion No* of 1^89

R.F.Bhstt . . .  Ipplicfint

Versus

Union of In^ia an<3, others ' .«• Op'P^Fa3:*t.ies.

fcnegure^^&i

Northern Ifellusay 

Confidential' mvionsl office

lo.Misc.786.0/ lCS LuctnoVJ dated 01/12.12'
1988

order
?. . ...........

J  , litiere«is an inquiry under ■ Rules -8  to 10 of

ft the BSil^iay Servants Discipline and ippeal IE

Ruie.s 1968 s"'is being heldagainst Shri E.F#Bhatt 

Signal inspector (Tech*) A  .Rlj/iuclmow and whereas 

Undersigned considers thst an inquiry officer

be appointed to inquire inot the charges fii?Bm.ed 

against Shri R.I.Bh^itt Signsl Inspector 

(Tech,) iucimoTfli.

>■  ̂ ■{"' '

No^ therefore, the undersigned in exercise 

of the powers conferred by Rule 9|2) of the 

t^ilway Servants Discipline and fippeal Rules 1968 

hereby appoints Shri J.F.ShsrniFi E /NDLS

to in quire into the diarges'framed against Shri. 

R.K.Bha'i.t Signal Inspector Lucknow,

Sd.R.K.Singhal 13.12.88 

S r .a v l .  Sig.-& Telecom .Sagi 

N.Riy Lucknow.
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2 .

Copy t,os-

1 ,. Shri 'R.I.BUatt Sl/Tecii ./liko*

2.' GM C%g) infoi’matioG, in to is his

Eis conf. letter No.l9:vig/2^87/SP^l dt,20.4..87

3. Shri j .W.Shanna E O /H 'Q/Room Ho.4d3 4tla Floor, .

O T  office imexed Bldg. Glie?jnsf©rd., Road,, Sg’W Delhi 

The case and. relied u p o n  docmifents ^Jill be s ent 

Shortly from this, office .Please take eI early 

aetioE '.to-'fi.mli^e the B & R. in q u M  and submit.

his report in tripliseate to this office, confidentia. 

section.

True copy

>v
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Before the Central itdministrative Tribuna.1 principal

Brandi at, K'ew Jltelhi

Circut Bench, at x»uckinovf.

j

R.N.Bb,stt

Versus

■̂ ipplicant

:©pp-Farcies.Union of in.dia .and otliers

&nn

Genl. IBS 

Standard, form No'*4 

Stan.da,rd for® ©f Order for revocation of suspensl,G,n 

order (Rnle 5 (5 ) (a ) of ES ( D &  J ) Rules, I968i.

Io .M isc ./86/G/LGS

NS‘me of ,Rly Idrnlni s^ration j 1)1 vl. Riy Mana,ger‘ s

' office Northern Railway

.Place of issue 'LUck,Row Dated ,30.11il9S8.

'Stiereas JsIxk an order p,iaci,iig Shri R.F.Bhstt ,;Sl/ 

and designation of the Railvay servant) tinder suspen- 

-sion was laadeA'as deened to have feeen. made by Sr. 

DSTE/LucknW'J on 23.105 1986.

BoWa therefore, the president/the Railvay 

Board/the undersigned (the ©utbority u'hich made, ot 

is deened to have made theorder of suspension of any 

other authority to ^hich that authority is 

suboKdltfite) 1,0 exercise of the pover conferred 

by clause (c) ô f sul3-ruie (5) of Rule 5 of the R.S*

(D & i )  Rules 1968 hereby' revokes the s'^id order

of suspension irfith immediate effect from.

■Sd.Illegible 
.30.11.1,988 

•’By order and i,n, the name of the 
president).
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Before the Centre! Idminlstrative Tribula 

■' Luckru>¥' Bench Luckno'w.

Ipplieatioo lO' of 1S89.

R.H.Bhatt .. • '^PPli cent

Versus

Uni on o f a a nd oth er s . « '.Opp- * "a es.

|nrieptur:e.-tiQjt6

lortjiern Railvay 

Headquarter office.

Room Io«403, 4th Floor,

DRM ©ffi.ce, DelJal #

C£}nfideotlal

Io.Pi^69/lfeo.lO/SFli/S9/EO Dt. 9-2.89 

The'Sr. m\?l. Sig. & Telecomm. Engineer

F.Riy DM  office, Luck.r'iOVJ

Subs- DIS inquiry against Sri R.F.aiatt s Chief 

Sig . Inspr/Tech.Asiglx'. tucteoT/J

Refs- Yeur office file No# Hisc. /86«0/L<^

preliminary sitting of the DiR inquiry li 

the te'bove case -will be held on 4*4.1989 in th 

office of undersigned at Few E’eliii at 10 hrs. jj 

for presentation of charges e3tiiM.tion of reii 

upon documents and demand for addl# documents 1 

any Ittendece of the following may therefore, 

be arranged positiveiyC

1. Shri R.B.Bhatt Chief Signal Inspector

T e ch /« /o ffice /L k o . .IBS

2. 3h* B.I'Vertna Retd. Ho.F 3933 *Svas viklj

--̂'T- ' I
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2.

B3 3a3ipu^a.m '^^laninagar Luclmow.

i

2

I
. K

3* presentinf officer if  any RomiRated

4 . Dealer of the case alongvJlth relied upon 

» # ‘ * * -■ 
doounients.

Ittendence of all eoncern.ed be

ensured,.

(J .]\f .%arraa) ^ ■ - , ' '

Enquiry officer (SQ)

e /

1 . The 'GM Cvig) / W M  for inforro.3tion and

■" - ‘ i'"
ensuring attendegjce of Item no.3 is  above.

2. Qhri B.If.Verma F-3923, iivas Vikas Râ ’ajipuffsm

■ilamnagar i.ucknow for attend tog enquiry as 

above* ' ‘ *

True copy

C J.H-.^aruia )
Enquiry officer (HQ)

s-r
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( R.K.Singhai)
SigrxSture Sr .D ivl. Sig &  Telecom

Hame-'Engineer H.Riy. luckno'w

Besig,na:tion. of 't-be authority making this 

order (.Secretary I^.ilway Board, ¥)iere the 

order is made "by the K^ll'way Bosrd). 

■DesignatiO'B. of'the officer authO'rised '

under article. 77(2) O'f'the Constitution 

to a uthtend cate orders on behalf of the 

president, vjhere the order is made by the 

president.

Copy toJ- . ^

Shrl R.w.Bhatt, Sl/rech/Lko /risme and designation 

of the suspended‘i%;ilvay Bervant) .

C/SE ll/rJi:o C/- Supdt. /Pay bill /Iko 

%A''/here the order is expressed to be made in the name 

/  of the S: pTesident.

G/G.M.(Vig) I.Riy KiaS for information in reference

to his case file Io*lS/Gig/26/87/SpE.

C/Supdt. (S & T ), ,sr.13STE office /Iko



2.

ssjsjipui’am <iamnagar lucteow. '

- y

3 . Presentinf officer I f  any nominated

4* Dealer of the case alongvJl'th relied upO'H 

dooUDieots.

Itteiidence ô f sii,concerned mngt be 

ensured.. . . .  ,

(j'tF.%arina)

Enquiry officer (IQ)

e /  '■ .'

1 . The 'GM (Vig) /FDHi for information and 

ensuring attendessce of Item no'.3 is above.

2. Shri B.l.Verma F*3923, 4vas Vikas Ra^ajlpu^^n

^lamnagar LUcknoiAi for attending enquiry as 

above.- • • , '

True copy

( J «H. Sha ruiB ■)
Enquiry officer (HQ)
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Before the Centrsi Idmicistrative Tribuia

- xuektioi/j Bench Lucknow.

application lO' of 1S69,

'hra-J

R*F«Bhatt . ipplicant

Versus

Uni on of india and oth ers . « ‘..Opp-Pa rti es

10 rth ern Ra 1 im f '

,Hee(iquarter office,

Room Wo *403, 4th Floor,

DRM rpffice, Wew P e lM .

Confidential

No.P-69/lfeo-10/SFE/89/ED Dt. 9-2-89 

The Sr. Di-vl. S5-g* & Telecomm. Ingiiieer

F.Riy M  office, Luckno'W 

(D/^i5l?hority)

Subs- DIR inquiry against Sri R.F.Hiatt S Chief 

31 g* inspr/Tedi./MEh'. Luctoow

Refj- Your office file Mo# Misc. / 86^0/LtS

Freiiminary sitting of the M R  inquiry in 

the isabove case "will be iieid on 4*4.1989 in the 

office of undersigned at Fe-w I):el)ii at 10 hrs. 

for presentation of charges exhibition of reHed 

upon documents and demand for add.1 . documents if 

any Ittendece of the following may therefore, 

be arranged positiveiyjl

1 . Shri R.B.Bhatt Chief Signal Inspector 

Tech /M /office/Lko . IBS

2. Sh. B.L*Verma Retd. Wg .F 3933 '^ves vlkas
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Before the M x  Gerxtral I dm in 1st rati ve Tribunal

Lucknoi'i Bench Luckno'w. 

IpplicstiC'n to* of 1989

R.N.Bhatt . . .  Petitioner

Versus

Union of India and others ,:G^p-Parties.

Northern Rail\May

Io.94G~E/lI-l/Sig./S8 Divisional office

Luckno-w dated 05/12/88

'%e foliovJing posting orders may please 

he issued to have inmediate effect

1. shri 41goo Ram CSI/fBH Gr.Rs.840-1040(53)

/te.2375. 3500 (ims) is posted as C S l A mbh^Mela 

in the same grade with Hd, qrs at Pratapgaiti 

agsinst a workeharged post for Kumlii Mela for U'Jo 

months.

2. Shn  S.F.m att CSI Gr. Rs.840-1040(RiS) /Es.2375 

-3500 (RRS) on revoeati'on of his suspension 

firder is "posted as CSI/PEE in the same grade 

vice Shri ilgc© Ram.

This has the approval of completent 

authority* ■ ’

Movements iaould be advised to all

conGerr5,ed..
Sd.Ilielilble

5.12.88

For Sr.Civl. personnel officer 

Lucknow.
copy for information and necessary action tof-

1. Sr.Kc M.S Luclmow.

2. The C3T./Effi

3 . Shri R .I .m att  CSI in office 

4s The Sr-BIB/Luckriaw

5 . Supdt.i^y-bill*

ij
1 •



Before the Centrsl idninistlpative Tribunal pTi,gicipal

• Bench at Nei-j Deliil 

Circuit Bencti |t iLUGknoŵ  ■ •

- X

y

R.I.aaatt i

versus

Union of India and others

■iipplicant

Respondeots.

innexure no. 8

Bo.Sig. /Ij/Inspector I>i,visioRal office

Luckiio'w dated 2#2 .1989.

'̂ 'he following orders are issued, to have liTimediate 

©ffects-

! •  Shri P.asxena Sl/Centrc^ti /jj£o vlio Is looMng 

after the "worlc of Sl/1 Tech* is posted as Sl/Tech 

Gr.Rs*2000-3200 (RFa. .
..... .

2, The post released by-Shrl p.Saxeos is pin • 

pointed in Gr.te.2375-3500 (RFS) within the 

exlsting'strength end Shri R.W.Bhstt S .I .  in 

supercession of posting orders' as C.SJ./PBE in terms

Qf Notice io.94gf-1 /̂1 I/Sig/B8 dtr5'.12.88

is posted eit LudknovJ against this post-as S I /  Liaison

/RRI.

ihr3., R.B'.Bhatt -will be responsible for 

liasoning of Route Relay, Inter looking being done 

at Luckno^^. He will lisiOin with Dy.CST1|/RBi'.-aod 

point out deficlnancies, suggest impfovesnents, and

furnish infonnation needed from the maintenances 

point of vievj and will take follow, upaction 

in that regard, thus coordinating with construction

units in all respects.

Shri R .I . matt will be directly responsible
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to ASTE/lT./lfco G.C. Veriua i/Jho is officer

Id,charge of Liicl̂ rio-w Irea# Sbri. Bhatt ¥ill take 

detailed instructions froiTi j^STE/II and M  Ml vilth 

^  regard tO' his day tO' day duties as SI/i:,ialson

pay @f Shri Btiatt ^€11 be charged by C S l /l /t o  

bill Unit.

‘̂ i s  is pure3.y, a temporary arrangements for
s..

a months . .

Y  Sd Illegible

■" (R.K.Singhai ) 2/2

Sr. Sivl. Slg & TeleGom-. aigineer 

li'uclino'w

 ̂ copy tos-

1 . The Sr.K :̂,Q/ife.G for infomation and. necessary actior

2. S h r i 'R .F .Bhatt SI in office for necessary action,

3. Sh,r!. .p.Sas:ena SI in office.

4 . CSI/l '/iXo  for‘information and necessary action.

5 . Supdt. /pay. Bill DRM office/Lucfctio-vj.

6 . I'he Sr.DRD/Lueknow

7 . Dy.CSTE/Works A k o  for information.

True copy b
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Before the Central Administrative Tribunal 

Luckncw Bencfc 'Luckno’w#

i-

J

j

'Applicatlori No* of 1989 

R,W .Bhat t . . .  Fetiti ©ner.

Versus

Union of m a i8 and-others -0pp-Parties.

, Northern ESiil'way

lotice:- Hd. i^s Qrs. Office.

Barod^ House Nev) iDelhi.

Shri R#F.Bhatt is absored in scale Rs.2000-3200 

(RpS) and posted as ai /Lko in Transportation 

trairiing schitl/Lko in the ®.me capacity from 

the date he is reinstated,.
♦

This has the approval of CSTE 

Fote Idvoce thedate of changes.'’f »
S for Sr^Fersonnal 

■' officer (PC)

Wo.7S4E/96/8VEilb II dt. 27th Jan. 

copy to ,

1. DSM /I.giy / Lucknow.

2. principal Transporta rat ion Training 

School/Lko

3 . Dy. C S T ' ^ H i n  reference to his 

note Ho.570 -aig/3Gte/SI transfer pt. VIII dt. 

26.12'.88.

True copy

i
. . .  i isrl
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i uckn' W Bcnch .

Date »-f Filing ' " ' .......

BEFORE THE CEt>jTRAL ADMINISTRAtPi?^ TMBUN/^  ^ ^

LUCKNOW BENCH. LUCKNOW xrxAO
\ ’  (|Df. Bcgiitnr (

M.P.No, ^ F  1995

UNION OF IM)IA &  OTHERS ....APPLICANTS/

RESPONDENTS hb.l TO 6

Ini

O.A.No.ft8 OF 1989(L)

R.N.BHATT ....APPLICANT

VERSUS

UNION OF IfOlA &  OTHERS ....RESPONDENTS

F I K E D  O N

APPLICATION ON BEHALF OF RESPO^ENTS hb.l TO 6 

FOR OOWX)NATION OF DELAY IN FILING OOUNTER REPLY
■ ~'*4 \*■

t ■

i This application on behalf of Respondents No.l to 6 most

- I respestfully showeth:-
Iii'i ■ .

K I •
i i> That due to inadvertance and unavoidable

. ■ I ■ ■ .
j circumstances, the Counter Reply on behalf of
t .
! Respondents No.l to 6 could not be filed within the time

1 prescribed by this Hon'ble Tribunal.

I

2. That the delay in filing Counter Reply was

unintentional and was only due to the reasons beyond 

control of the Respondents No.l to 6.
r

WHEREFORE, it is most respectfully prayed that in the 

Interest of justice, this Hon'ble Tribunal may kindly be 

pleased to condone the delay in filing Counter Reply and the 

same which accompanies this appllcatton may be taken on

record.

Lucknow, Dated : (SIDDHARTH VERMA)
, t W .  ADVOCATE,

2>\ Q i r  COUNSEL FOR APPLICANTS/
” 1— RESPONDENT No.l TO 6,

7
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‘'H i'r r f  ...................... ....

!)ff‘ Py Pm ...... .. ..

BEFORE THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRld§iit&^ ^ *  < 

LUCKNOW BENCH, LUCKNOW

M.P.No. OF 1993

UNION OF IhDlA &  OTHERS . . .  .APPLICANTS/ 
RESPOMJENTS No.l TO 6

Int

O.A.No.48 OF i989(L>

R.N.BHATT ....APPLICANT

VERSUS

-tI
UNION OF INDIA &  OTHERS ....RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION ON BEHALF OF RESPOM)ENTS No.l TO 6 

DISMISSING TOE ORIGINAL APPLICATION AS INFRUCTUOUS

This application on behalf of Respondent No.l to 6 nrK>st 

respectfully showetht-

That for the facts, reasons and submissions made in the 

accompanying Counter Reply it is expedient In the

interest of justice that the above mentioned Original1
Application be dismissed as infructuous.

Therefore, it is most respectfully prayed that Ih the 

interest of Justice, this Hon'ble Tribunal may kindly be 

pleased to dismiss the above mentioned Original Application as 

infructuous.

Lucl<now, Dated ) 
3une , 1993.

3
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Si(jaxuiJ-
(SIDDHARTH VERMA) 

ADVOCATE, 
COUNSEL FOR APPLICANTS/ 

RESPONDENTS No.l TO 6.
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

LUCKNOW BENCH. LUCKNW

O.A.No.»8 OF A9S9(L)

R.N.BHATT ....APPLICANT

a . VERSUS

UNION OF INDIA AND OTHERS ....RESPONDENTS

COUNTER REPLY 

ON BEHALF OF RESP(»S>ENTS Nb.l TO 6

1  ̂ .presently posted as

the Office ol

Divisional Railway Manager, Northern Railway, Lucknow, most 

solemnly state as under i-

l.

1. That the undersigned is presently posted as

,in the Office of Divisional 

Railway Manager, Northern Railway, Lucknow, and is competent 

and duly authorised by the Respondents No.l to 6 to file this 

Counter Reply on their iiehalf. The undersigned has read and 

understood the above mentk>ned Original Applicatk>n 

(hereinafter referred as ' appikiation') filed by the Applkant 

under provisions of Section 19 of the Administrative Tribunal 

Act, 1985, and is well conversant with the facts stated 

hereunder.

2. That in view of the submissions which would be made in 

the following paragraphs of this Counter Reply, it is evident 

that the above mentioned application has become infructuous.
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to the averments made In the Original Application.

3. That by means of the above mentioned application, the 

Applicant has challanged Notice No.734E/96/8^Ellb. II dated

27.01.1989 (a copy of which is annexed as Annexure No.9 to the 

application), absorbing him In scale fe.2000-3200(RPS) and 

posting him as Signal Inspector, Lucknow in Transportation 

Training School, Lucknow In the same capacity from the date 

he was reinstated. The said order was termed by the Applicant 

as an order of reversion and he had claimed following reliefs-

■I

"l.That reversion order as contained In annexure no.9 
dated 27th January, 1989 (No.75<fE/86/8^/Ellb.II dated 
27.1.1989) may be quashed.

2 .That the costs of the application be awarded to the 
applicant against the opposite parties."

4. That it is most respectfully submitted that the Applfcant 

was suspended by means of Order No.Mlsc./86.0/LCS dated

23.10.1986, Issed by the Senbr Divisional Signal & 

Telecommunication Engineer, f'Jurthern Railway, Lucknow, In 

exercise of powers conferred by the Railway Servants 

(Olscipline <Sc Appeal) Rules, 1963. A copy of the said order is 

contained in Annexure No.l to the application.

5. That by means of the orders contained In Annexure I^.l 

to the applk:atlon, the Applicant remained suspended with 

effect from 29.08.1986 to 30.11.1988.

A 6. That the suspension of the Appik:ant was later revoked 

with immediate effect vide Order No.Misc./86/8/LCS dated

30.11.1988, issued by the Senbr Oivisional Signal &

Telecomtnunteatbn Engineer, Northern Railway, Lucknow. A copy 

of the said order Is annexed as Annexure No. 3 of the 

applicatln.

7. That later, the Applicant was exonerated from the 

charges levelled against him in Case No.Misc/86-O/LCS. 

Consequently, the perbd of suspension from 29.08.1986 to 

30.11.1988 was treated as 'on duty' by the Competent
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8. That the Impugned Notice No.75<>E/96/8<»/Ellb.II dated

27.01.1989, was never made eflectlve, and the Applicant, who 

has since retired from service after attaining age of his 

superannuation, continued to work in scale Rt.2375-3500(RPS) on 

the post carrying the same status as on the day when he was 

suspended. The payment for the period of suspension from 

29.08.1986 to 30.11.1988 has also been arranged In his favour 

as per rules. The Applicant has also been paid all settlement 

dues after his retirement, which have been received by him 

without any protest.

9. That since, the Impugned order contained in Annexure 

No.9 to the application was never given any effect and the 

period of suspension has been treated as 'on duty' by the 

Competent Authcrityi the present application has become 

lnfructuous» and It would be expedient In the Interest of 

Justice that the same be dismissed as Infructuous.

Lucknow, Dated :
June ♦ 1955.

VERlFiCAllON

I: 3 - ^ .presently posted as

,ln the Oftlce 01

IDlvlsional Railway Manager, Lucknow, hereby verify that the 

contents of paragraph 1 of this Counter Reply are true to my 

personal knowledge and those of paragraphs 3, 0, 5, 6, 7 and 

8 are based on record and the saii^ arc believed to be true. 

The contents of paragraph 2 and 9 are based on legal advfce 

and the same are believed to be true. That no part of this 

reply is false and nothing material has been concealed. So 

help me God.

Lucknow, Dated t 

June , 1995.


