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"a be exardned

is the appeal competent .?

a) • Is the application in the
■ presDri-bGd form ?

.̂ DdQ£senT_e_nt as to result of examinat.lnn 

A

c)

a)

Is the applical:ion in paper 
book forrn ? • /

havL;- six complete sets of the 
application been t'iied ?

Is ’the api 6al in time ? •

If not;, by hoj many days it 
is bGyond time?

r>

0.

8,

10.

c) Has Gurfic-.ent case for not-' 

makirg th0 application in time, 
been filoc? _  '

Has-the docun-.Gnt of' authorisation/ 
l/akal^tnana b^tr- fiiea ? -

Is the applicotij.n accompanied by 
ffcD,/po.stal fo-;: Rs.SO/-

Has. cho ::r,T:t.L fied "cpy/copies 

of '-he ordir(o) against ujhich the 

application is made been filed?

a)' Have the oopico cf the 

fiocuments/ rGliud upon by the. 

applicant and ^lentioned in the

.application.; been filed ?

b) Have the documents referred' 

tc in (a) above dijly attested- 

by a Gazetted Officer and 

numbc’-.-ed, accordingly ?

. C-) Are the ducuments referred 

• . to in (a) above neatly typed 
in double sapce T ■ ■

Has the index ef' documents been ' . 

filed and pageing done properly ?.

■Have the. chronological details 

of cepr.-.sentation made and 'the 

out come of such- representation 

been indicatod in the application? .

Is-the matter .?qised 'in .-the appli- 
'^acion pending before any court, of 
Laa; or -any othri.r Bench Of Tribunal?
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bo Examinsd

- the applicabior/duplicate 
^'Opy/spare copiGs signed ? '

Â ;c extra copies of cne appUcatio|j ^
,-,iaor HnnoKvros ^̂ ilurj 7 - /'

^0 Idon^i.al Milh.t-hu Original ?

■ ‘r- '/ ■ '■ ■

L bJantin.j in Annc-xurcs

' ‘° V . ™ _ ^ _ _ j : ' 3 QC3 Nos 9

■ -a!^2HgH!t.a_^ejult of examination
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1.6..

^ 1 2 - criuGlopes ' 
rull aJdrcssQs’of the 

roappndents buon filed ? • "

thj_^gxyGn addross the 
--yistLTcd addrcG'^ '.*'

t'O ir;j - M d s  of thc pa-rties 

spaced in. tno coniel tally ^ifch 

those indicafcGdin the appli- 
cscion-? ■ ' ■ '

■Mrĉ  the Lran:.lations certified 

/?’" ■ supLiorted by an '
■ Afi.]davit affirming that they'"

 ̂21:0 t r u e '? ■ ’

Ar.. thr.:: facts, of the case

. . C:)ncj.3G ? ■ ;■ ■ ■

'^ii^tinct heads ?

 ̂ Mun-bcrud conseatiucly lj.
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;
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16, FiE

Typ.'d in doubxG.space on one 
si-Ja jf the a&per ?

the particulars for interim 
uroer prayed for indicated with-
roasjDs ? ' ,

0

19, i^hothor M l  the remedies, haue 
oecn exhausted.
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^PE'nTIONER.-

^vocate-ior: the Petitoner(S)

/

R2S20MLBNT.

., :.“ — 7-.'“- ' for the i^^i’0x?Xi2::T'(s>

_Mr. \ A V /  ^  - ' ' .

ble* -Mr. /^ *' •

• 1 . Whether S^porter of loeai p^ers Tn̂ - be. aiLvsa to fO

■ . .see; the Judgment?' ,  ̂’ •

■ fl‘2-. To be ref^rrea to ths r^qrter or not T

3 . Wh«ther their ?:ora. ship, „foh-to see.fc^, fair' .opy

V of, the Jiod-gm̂ nt? ' ' ‘

4 • »h«they. to *e  circulatei i , other benahes V /  '

y^Jj^rCjLai.CTnan/Maiiber
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CENTRAL AIMINISTRATI^SS TRIBUNAL, 

CIRCUIT BENCH^LUCKNOW.

Registration N o .129 of 1989 (L)

Niaz -̂ htned

Vs.

Applicant

Union of India & Others . , , ,

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

Hon. Mr. K. Obavva« A .M .______________

Respondents,

(By Bon. Mr.Justice,U,C.Srivastava, V.C*)

This application is directed agairsb the order 

passed by Chief Operating Superintendent# Northern 

Railway dated 7-6-88 reducing punishment of with-hoiding 

of increment firom two years to one year without 

affecting future increments. The order passed by the 

Divisional Railway Manager# 31-3-1987 rejecting both 

the appeals of the applicant for stoppage of 3 sets of 

passes and W .I .T . for two years on exparte decision 

is also the subject matter of this application along- 

with the punishment order dated 18-12-86 passed by Senior 

D .O .S , Northern Railway./ Moradabad/ for stoppage of two

years \»f«I.Te.(withholding of increments for two years 

without affecting fa$;ure increments). At the relevant 

point of time the applicant was working as Traffic 

Inspector# Northern Railway,Chandausi. According to him 

he detected cfertain irregularities against the Station 

Masters. The result of this ultimately was that two 

charge-sheets were issued to the ,applicants allegedly 

on the basis of one Inspection Report of A ,0 .S.,Moradabad.
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2. The applicant submitted his reply to both the
I

charge-sheets vide his representations dt. 28-10-86 (tv?o) . 

According to the applicant/ they were given to the Railway 

Free Service Cleric/Chandausi/ who also issued acknowledgements 

in respect of the s ame a copy of which has been produced 

toy the applicant. The applicant has alleged that the 

disciplinary authorities did not connect both the 

replies of the applicant g a in st  the charge-sheet and

passed an e>^)arte order without giving any opportunity 

of hearing to the applicant. The applicant has filed an 

appeal against the same. The appellate authorities 

rejected both the appeals in the same way. He submitted 

a review petition to the respondent No.l who directed 

to reduce the punishment of W .I .T . from two years to one 

year and did not pass any order for setting aside the 

punishment of stoppage of 3 sets of passes.

' 3. The applicant has approached this Tribunal contending

V  i the exparte action against him has been taken and

, reasonable opportunity of hearing to defend him was not

1 given. v#
\ \ \

j 4 . The respondents have opposed the application

and contended that no reply whatsoever was filed by the 

applicant and as a matter of fact whenever the applicant 

 ̂ filed a document/ the same was duly noted. He filed an 

appeal before the proper authority and review application
1

' was also filed before the proper authority and the copy 
reply or

.Of""the/representation given in two envelope, .to the clerk
!
'! was nothing to do with the matter in question. We have 

: summoned the records and in the records we have found the 

I statement of the clerk. According to the clerk he did 

receive two envelops. From his statement it appears 

that the contents of the envelops were not knowil to him*

and he in t «m  has given them the concerned o fficial.

. . . 3
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According to the applicant these two envelops contained 

the replies to the said two charge-sheets and in the 

last April# these^ere not in existence and it might have 

been added subsequently. The clerk concerned was not the 

authorised person, but it appears that he did receive two 

envelops. What has happened to those two envelops is 

still not known because the record does not contain the 

same. This aspect was also not seen by the reviewing 

authority as well as the appellate authorities who has 

disposed of the appeal and the review application. I t  

appears that the ^p ellate  authorities have not given 

any personal hearing to the applicant. Accordingly this 

application deserves to be a l l o w e d , ; f x t e a t > 3 .--.tha$i 

fche:. orders passed by the appellate authorities 4ated 

31-3«s86 X- and the order passed by reviewing author ities 

on 7-6-88 are quashed. The appellate authorities are 

directed to re-hear the appeal after giving reasonable 

opportuhity to the applicant and decide the matter 

within a period of two months from the date of receipt of 

the copy of this judgment, taking into consideration the 

pleas raised by the applicant and also going through 

the records. No order as to the cost.

Vice-Chairman,
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BBFOBB THE cai$,a^  Jiicmow#

RBGISTRifflON NO f OF T ^C lS^

hiAz ahmBD, &g@d iboub 37 yB^PSj son of ^brl MolaudddLii 

working as 5̂3?affic Inspector/̂ ^orthem i«ailv)ay Chmd&asi, now &s 

Tpaftic laspoctoi?, F.SLY. ^raoi, resiafisib of '̂ ifirtar HO

H.ELY./GOianr liardai, ^strict ^raoi,.......... .

Y£1E3US.

I . THE mi(M OF TiiRDU(H GSMIR̂ iL ̂ AQSr, liOaiiiSl® &OL̂ i(i%Y,

MRAUI^ HOIBB/saVi.i/BLHI.

2- 2HB DIVI.IEOHA M L W A Y  MJJAGBS, l .a L Y ./M O R A D ^ D .

3- TEE SESma GEVISIOHAL-OJBR̂ TUSTG ^>13?BKEEErWMf, K.HLY./10BAMBfi

?vE<SF0J9Di^S»

'-i

>

w m  ssacioN 19: of Tim

I S I 3 » L A e T ,  1985.

1- DETiCl  ̂OF ŷPPUCiTCOM t'- A
"̂arfcicula3?s of the or(i6rs against which the application is loaas.

\

■i

THE APPLlGifflON AGAENST THE FOUOmm ORDERS I-

1- Chief 'Operating Superiatendant, Northern Railway, ^arau<  ̂ ^use

FBilf-Delhi, order passed on bei^lf of Gmeral ‘‘‘̂ aas-ger, K -^y#/ 

MBVtDelhi, COHmualcated by DLVIilOMJL RAILV/iff M^GER, I  .Rly, 

m R m m D  vide his ^rdar NO li f/408/86 dated 7-6-88, reducing 

pimishment of with hol(2lng of increment fram two years to one 

year with out affecting future increments* wô

2- i4visional Railway ^anager, N«Rly./Mo2?ad&bad Opdar NO n  i‘/408/ 

86 dated 3L.3-87 and NO n  T/4.12/87 dated 31-3-87, rejecting 

both the appeals for stoppage of 3 sets of passes end W.I.T. 

two years on *»-partee decisions of %*. D.0.3*Ajra<pba(i.

r
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3- Senior D.O*S«/N-«Biy./M?)radabad, îiiishmeat '̂ rdars HO H-.T/4D8/
»r. ■ " ' ' ' '■ '

86 as-ted 18-.1&*86 for stoppage of two yea-rs W«I»f • ( witb-holdz- 

•g  of iacpommts for two with out effecting fuburo iacr©. 

meats fflSXGRB NO 4 aad also ^ualshm^t Order 10 411/86

dated 5-1-87 for stoppQ-ga of 3 sets of pQ-ssas %aexure No 5, 

both B»-ps-rte punishmsot oî dors#

2- Juilsdlction of the ^ribua^l*-

>■

>

^hab the applicant declares that the subject of the orders, 

a^inst which he wants radressal is with in the *̂ ^urisdictioa of 

the '̂ribuasil.

3- IdiHitatioa*-

5?he appltcmt further declares that the application is iidth in 

the limitation period prescribed in Section 21 of the ‘̂ doiinistrati** 

-va ”̂ rlbuaai ^ct 1985*
fs

4- ^acts of the case -
mmmmmtrnm •tmm’m.mm.ommim '•<mA

1- Th^t the applicant was working as ^raffle Inspector/̂  ̂-‘̂ ly./

Chandausi duilag 1986» .he learned A,o*S*(a)/K.iliy./*“oradabad

nspected '**‘safpur and Aubta?a ^tations on 19-8-1986, where" ■ . « ,. . gj .. . . »

some irragu3Arities were alleged to have been detected by him

a ^ ia ^  Station ^sters, "̂ saf̂ jur sad Dubtra Rations by not
 ̂  ̂ . . . .   ̂ ^

properly pasting correction sHps delivered by tlie applicant 

to them wader their clear si^atures S2C* and thare affeer the

learned AtO *3*(G)/J5f •Kiy*/"*Q3;»j3(3̂ a(l submitted his thi'ough

^̂ nspection report dated 19-8-86,

ll- ^i^t the learned ^aaior D.0 •Sa/K •^ly ,/% 3?adabad issued tv« 

Memorandum ĥP-rge Sheets No 13^11/408 d&ted 10/ 2D/86 and mq

ll-'2 /̂4iL/88 usited 21/20/S6 on the basis of one inspection,

MNBMBB NO 6 &7,

f-T.a. uW A _ _
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111- ®hat 6pp3dc«̂ B.t subaidtted a?^ly ©f both the %iuoie>adtiQ '*iiarg<5 

Sheets^ide his represents-tioiiB datod 28/30/86 end 28/1D/86 tnder

clear acknovile^emaita of the *ail\vay “̂ree Service '“leiPlv̂ '*haii(Sai>'
.i, «

si, copies of the both r^reseatetions sre ânexi;ffi*es lo 8 and 9 

to this * 0tition aad sclaiiOTNlê eiQfiiits of ^Ivjay I^ee ^ervice 

l̂®?V î̂ n<3sausi dated 28/10/86 are nP-rked as ^exta?es lO

to this ^efcition*

..S *  -1/
1V» '̂ ‘i^t the learned ^  B.O.*SV^ra(Sib«^d, the ^iscipldnary- 

^uthority (Ed not comi^t the r^ly  of the ^plicaat,s both 

%&vgB %e@ts mitfrTn '\r\f\ passed S2&.parte ^unishnmt orders

on both the cases ^ida his '̂ iMshamts ^rdirs lo iI-^/408/86 

dated 18-12-86 for stppi^ge of incremmts for two years tê poraiv 

ly end W ll-f/411/86 dated 5-1-87, copies of both the  ̂iadshmeali

^rders are ^nnexures HO 2^
r

ê nd M to this @tition«
■D

V- that the applicant submitted his appeal dated

for both the cases to the learned D.E.EVMoradabad copies of

which are marked a© ^mexures l^Lto this etition*

That the learned D*R.E*/%radabad, ^e^ondant ^0 2, rejected 

both the sppeels ^id© his '̂ rders d^ed 31-3-87 and 31-3-87 on 

the ssme date which are ^̂ &rked as %nexores Ko j W M /^ ^ / / / / /

2 and 3 to this petition.

Vii^ ^hat the applicant submitted his ^eview Petition to the 

Respon^nt 1̂ 0 1, who directed the C.04p.S«/^.SLY^/Sew-"elhi

to pass orders who reduced the punishmsnt of W.X»$. two y^rs 

to W.I^T. One y ^r  and did not pass any order for setting aside

“  =  “ •  » T .  _

0# d^ted 1 5 /V S 7
F *0»
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^  . 5. for pr0v5:,sioa.s *-■
**

the applicaut mas issued tio ®3aiâ © %©«ts fbr me

Xaspection a?@p®rt of A,o*@*(G)/loraaabad* 19/8/86 •oil prejuaiciai 

b^sis OB the fault of ®tfttioa %ste^s '̂ sfef pia? aad ^̂ labtra ag^lBE
- " ■■■■■' ....  " ' ............■ - y - ■ ■ ■ .̂...-jf.'- •■  ̂ . . , r - , .

-t whom th© appHcait i^d a.ir.^dy r̂ orfe©d|j.jĵ  did
«,'s.

abt tak® ®ny  ̂ them̂  resoltastl^ they «©a?® €bc©op

by th@ %id l^us they did jaot -|:̂ :st© the ^m^ctier

sMpS' a®31\r®^d by the ©i>p2i< ^t to.thoai mdmr ttoir cle^r aclsio# 

,l©dg©n^s which £s filed as 4im©XBr© #  this '̂ ^etitiOB.

s«>.-.tet th® î c^p r̂t® FiMshmmt ordare t^d In. Mm th@

■ l#=d -Submitted the «iffl«t'®d®r cle&r &ctoi©̂ l©ag©-

of th« staff m  duty deputed f@p this viork.

3- th0- p\3lm ©f ...iftttral 4 î3istic©..md. .rease^b^ ?opportiaities 

g ^ i^ e e d  mder -’̂ ic l©  3lMs} ©f th# ^stitufeioii ’of
'"' ........r- f. -.

wi3M#d iatmtioi^lly#

a# ^  :i..'iA  -a..- ' i - ' S'-

'4* S ^t  b€th tht itatim the

^Hc®iit and &B such th© î jplicimt I^d ;s]̂ 3mitted_ his_̂ r€poits 

sfc^^gt th® f®r BsctssBfy ®ctim, b!t.^§©^oa<^ts t©©k no acUcBs 

Which cR'̂ used eacouĵ gftiitJitB t© these t̂ŝ tioa '̂ ^Bt®rs.

6» ^iypils-©f-th@"i^©m®di©e"“®xh^.-^©d-^-

%<B appaiofant d@c3^F®s tiP-t. h© ^ .s  a w d la d  @f sOl th@ r©a®^@s 

a- d̂l̂ bl© to him imclar tha r®3U5v«mt service rule® îach as

■ll %4t h@ submitted his app#î lst»o the 4m@x«p@.
1%

m ^  \~7 (̂ MJ-Jit  ̂ . - ................. ....1 ./ ' ..... ....

2» th6 appiii^t subaiitt0d his 2‘evi:@w,'̂ t̂itioa- ta t̂hê . jes^oa

MO -Vid© hi® mvim î 'etitioas %a@3caP0s 1© J5 and >>̂ «lhich wite. 

co®.sidsi'©d and pisiiahiamt of yew® reduced to ©ae

T--’ ■.......... ................... ...................... ............. ..... :'. Lu '
vagL<n f
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applicaat aipthei- tteotepas t » t  to
aot previougO  ̂ filoc

oy aH»Ucati«i, «n t  prtition op suit pagsii,ang the nPtto m  

reject of this a^UcaUon tea bam *a® , befi,^

^  otoer auttority or any other b®oh of tho ^H b«ainor «»y

such 5i,lioation, «rtt fsUtioa s«tt is pmaing before any

Of tharn*

8- ^uejLisfs soi^g^t * •
•wwmwm^ib

6 above, the ^plioaot

prays for th© folXoiiag jpoHofs I-

1- the Im pu^d ptalahBieat op3si?s ^ s e d  by ^

^ra^b^-d Amiexupe V aady be declared laopei<atlve "̂ ”
,togeftliap

with r^Jicted by ^E#M#/Moradabad m̂esatipiBS 

as iiQll as ^uniahineat of w»I*T* yoai* reduced by ^spcm^iife

a-^he fimomt of 6Q0/- aedooted in reject of îmishsaeBCt for| 

•î slsT* One y€ 2̂» be paid vdth interest of 33 3*> p«^ * till the 

of its actual pfŝ ymocts#

3« ĥs-t the 3 sets of phases ©t0E>ped by “̂e^oadsatB^ afaoimt of 

i»hich ehould be awarded to the applicsnt aaoumtiag to 

vith 13 ^ p«^» interest till the dP<te of ite aotoal payments*

9- InteriUB order if any prayed lOr i«

Ho iotesiUBi or<3ar is aoadbd ia this caae*

10-» £he fi|>plication is piHSseated ia persoa before the
V . - I-,-, -f

l^ucla&ow*

3»Q- %rticulja*a of Baak drafW filed ia respect of aEjpî jo'aticn
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»»»*• » »  Mi n»li»

M^Ot! 02^011 ®,i;@d02i- f̂ ia reject of tiie

applicatim faes.-fa^bl® td .tli® ^<Mai0t ^ i v

®' |ribO!^l f̂ i* S0/* issued 1:̂  %ak @f '̂ <31̂

is iacX®s©d«

•‘■I

Is . l4st ©f mclasapes at^a^d*

>

*w

;y

,j.

■i ,u-.- rr- i.? * ,

S . l|.aa tofiEitd, y ® £ « , ■'stagpK
^  V . . ' .  .............. ' ................. ' I - * ' - ...... .„ j-,

|j^-..aa- fia,fj^c 2 .®?

®  l#S2y. iSdloair ^a^dei %sstriG^_;^d0l „  do hm
...... ..:..................- .. . -. t ...,„i, ’ - ... . ..- .....

T3y v@ii?if̂ 'tb̂ .t th® c«fc^ta of ^r&s_ao 1.t© ISjsf thla.pe^Me

a 83?# '̂ u© psrsoaal toovjl@<%0 ^ d  belisf sad ^

E0t s\;?>p2ress®d f̂ crt*

m %@ dC-L-fW

f

l*X®c@ CK̂ uCkinrMOG)

rryiŜ ,

Sig!3PtU!?@ Of the

•—'""'ip-

5*?if sf^i 

Asstt. EngiDccs' 
N. Rly. Hafdo!

(
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3r̂ T̂ ?fmT
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^RT (sTtft̂ T?)

n

3T<TfrT f?fftR f̂e?rr {?^t r ) ^ f?r% I^ t |

^  ?̂ zr arir̂ T 3T?zr sttt sft <r?g'>

V 5 T  si?;ft^T JTT SPTJT3T m  I^ift

/3rt7: # feiTTt WRt wl’- ?7?T w^5r !Ef 5r5-:i|rmiTr ?r ŝ f̂ î r ?i?r

3«ft sTT-yst w firnTm'* |«IT> rftT #  g,r^ ^r,#

3ftT?f?r?>̂  ?:T>Tf^^m35T#!iT*tf^.T!tr5nrT ^  r̂r fwif^ ftqisft 

?TT?rf«5r fw t  fsn >5̂ wr ^  w  fwr^ f w m r  p ;  

(??cr^) #  » jji q> firj^ ? ^ > | t ? !r  jttf nf

| n ^  ww«rr I  aftT itift w=fraa;,iwT few

f%̂ T f%3?T f% 5RT  ̂7:| 3 ^  f̂Jr̂r 7T ^FT 8TT% I

»T̂ T| •

F̂crrsTT 

■̂TSft (»T^%) •’ -••

** “ * “ ’ *............   “ *̂ 1̂ *11 ........ • • • • • • •  M «  « • *
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B » !H S  TI#C®IfBAL LUOPTOW#

KSGIOTM'lOH m  _ , OF 1889^)

^  *#* •***■««• •«*«« •• • •* •* • • •«  ««»«** ,

■■' ■■■ ■' , ’ ............... . ..............

TFIOH OF UmA mOfHSJHS ...................

■■ - - *' ■.....  iHBSX■

“l—li* r*“ ‘I?'*"* •rrii.r I*

1- illHlXURB HC 6,- ^py ©f tb  ̂■allaga.'tions of îh/irga-
SheiSti 10 13.- /̂408/86 dt 10/ 10/86 Af mss/m •*. 12 to i2

2- m m M E  H0̂ f7j copy Of the alleg-tia&s ot
Sh0-t ao ll-*/4y./86 dv 21.20 c86 Gf e.. W M S  ‘3^ to 23.

3- .«SXUES10 8, *eply Of eharg©'iSh0ait'B*̂ 'll-’i-74O8/S6, _  _
seat .on 28*10*S6 toi^s^/j4i4 •••«»•••••••»••••*••♦» *■*

4 - of  «»-*'13rV4iL/S6, _

>■ s^t oa 28.l0.86tO^r i3OB/MB 15 to .15

^  jUfBXilES HO 10* '̂ ei3aô vle<%0miarit'Of 'f^W'a^*yic©, ^

' 7- ilHSXmS HO 12, ^̂ '@ndadei*''at
of ^ l y  from Sr QOS/MB for diargs 'sheet XL-V41V86,
•?@c©lv^ on 10A2.86.^.v......*•?.••••.?•.••.•••*.•••".......

,V  8- OTiXlIRS FO 13, M  H
^ rmlr Sr-■I30B/MB ■ for ciiajp̂  sheet îiO 11-1/41V86,

. dSed 25^1.86,,raeaived on 10.^^^^ 17 to 17

9- JWBX®g FO 14. ^<Ĵ ov?ladgam®t
■Clark' îsaaausi- for 3?ec@ipt of r^ly 0l ,, 104.^10
I S d e r s  I© 1W 41V 86 oa 12.12.86. IS to. i8

10- toaxur© 10 15, diliv^s^ "M' clp6aPieJ‘'’ilip.'s ^0’ . „
9 mad 10 to SM,S mdi®? ackaovilQagemmt..••» •••• •••  . ^

11- Aaaextirs iso"'16, %omt "of fas*es for \Mch tickets ■' ,.-
pupcl̂ assd for stoppag® of 3 sets Of passes foi*̂  ^
J'j'̂ aily ia®at>e9?s •••••...•••* ••♦ ♦ ♦ •••••••••••••• ^

13- MKBTOS w  17, Appaal 'to a  to 21
408/86 “■*““

..■H
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' V

m m m m  iro i

10 13^f/408/86 .

£iiGl 10  7  

' 7«6*oS«

ikil f e z  Ali^a Iilp:#!#/ -421,,

*- ^^t®,„levi©w '^erliiioa agaiast. tli® ao

18 ,12 .S6^

€*!©«F#S« Iĵ s passed tho foll®iiaiag *-

I

r

** \ thx^u^ the case of thls^ioy@@  ^^parte actio

n tatei^by ^visicaal Aatljoriti€is ia tJa© ijseace of 

^  deface*

h@ to ^Ml@; di§5'08^ th©

ctegf speatog ordtr^was aac0saa.2̂  if  tlte_ Q^loyTO

i ted giv®a the defauc® and raised objactions* *h®p® is'tlius 

sa irregia^-rity ia foll0ii?iag tli© pTOcsdures

appa3LlAt® ̂ ^ubhoilty maiatained tfea ordir' of th« *lscip3dai-
• .rj'. *

ary •̂ iitiiQ.slty. % a.pp@ars lie was ^tiafind ?dth Vm orders 

I^sssd ...by. ,th© ■ 44scipli|ia^ .̂ '̂ atiho-rity#
£ ' ' ” *' " ’ ' ■"■■'-'''•■■.. -...

©v«r aâ .c®s>€a@î stt0 ^sm ds oaly ^ m  radiiciag the

_̂̂ Ĵ stoQ2st %0 f#X*f # Gil© igdth tii0 Iwjp© ,tii«̂ t vdli 

ifl̂ ipov®̂ to Ills

*<a. ■ ^u .^ia . Y  _

* -  ........................................   .............  ■fl*aA/iB

e /. s .n . W /M » ,  in r o f ^ 9 , ̂  ̂ SO Sa V  _ _ . ,

/iam  at a0.5^S ease W  is hero by aolw,v,l,agM.

I

11 7V

c
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^Ottie^mrn 

"31.3.87#^" '

m  11-1/408/86 

% r i  Mtmz H ■■

a '.................. '■'■■' .... * ...•-. ....... ....  ■'■'■f.-',.,

®<» ■l8ilEi86

Ji^\s < m s ito e d  a p p ^ l  m ry  c^r^fuIXy m d  tee 

r@j«ctM thB saia®«

^m^mdoa 3*4.87#,

% r  a«E*lA
%

3V3

t : c . N iW O l^O i^
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jM'SXPRS m  4 -s'AGS 10

wriisr of ^ea^3*y ̂ ule 6ilV) of the ^ilws^ servsiilis
CBlscipliae Stfid J*ul9S 2968# -

V  w6 11̂ .3«*/408/86* *'2Ac© of,issue ■*̂ 03padabad.

A0 iia’tod IB*12«86»
' ......  * «

5̂ 0?! ^iaz

' ' 'iiacrai fti#/oi»

you failed to staxoit the ^ l 3r of t o  *aiiKa?aadiin wî rg©- 
m  dP-ted 20*1O.86* ^isiW^S actlm lî s been takm

a|^ijQSt you ■■- ■

I ,  thera fOP« hoia jfou guilty of law afi'par <awPg^^
tainisd ln the maaopaadwii of watt ®t«d 18A )»86  M d  IPIM ^ciaed
t o ^ o s #  Bbon sou tli« £>^lty  o f . with hoiang of i n « « « A .  *our

«>ii,> na»-ft!aa tS 1533/- to BS 1560/- iB  the--S»f

0 ES 1400-2300 noiMJLy t o  0Q li^ST  iM th^Q liel^^p
a pwiodof tao.y^rs vdLth o ^  p o s tp o ^  youp f*uira InweoaBb.

&  -%d0r  iinl® IB, of the leiivisjr -^rvaats atai^ppio m a  a p ^ l  
i>Hl«s 3368, to E^paal a^lnat thM® ordaps U a a  to pr«vidB«

i r  siibmtttaa «i,th to 45 aats fw ®  tha aats you

j?0C6ivs t#h6__02*derS|̂  t̂td  ̂ ...

<3oas not oont̂ 3,ia it î̂ oper or aisrsspectful

3- actoo^l0c3g0 r©c€dpt of this letter^

»d# % v i
«*

^ s c i p l i n ^  Authority*
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•a'-

m  rb^/43.3B®*

'''■■' ... ‘‘Ji -

Bhri M m z iiiaaad

3 i« 3 « 8 7 * /
r- (

S'" t
stogpag® ©f 3cs^s of passes. 

X.8«12«86i»

bias ysui» s^pe&l v ® y  <s&r©fally sad ips

%im sams*

-V

' V

♦ %
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« S r a B 3 i O  s FAQiirO
I(

6(3^) Of-the
#«rye^ta aiscipliii® aad ^peal rules

^0 U-2/413/86
;̂ 3Pt«e of ^oraaaŝ td#
r̂: *■ " '

*atad 5-1.87,
m

1'.

a m  “taz Aheo&d L,a./i;.i./<H. espy to SM ,/T .1./<S

% **?  of the ^aaotwno^

^ 5 ? ®  21.30.86 Sjo-parto action iias boai

talcga agalast ^u *

^tdd 2l,*lG*86 IP.v® d^idad to iî sos© 

tli« paaaity of lidth holding of the pf̂ avalloge passes 

a-ad accordi^y ysui*. t%00 s@ts of p2*0va21agQ passes ^tb- 

liold Tsith to@<Eat® off©0b#

2- **kd^ rial® 18, of the i®-ii^y sain^ats dlsclplia© and ^poai 

pules 2068| Sxk %>p6al â .̂|jasft these ordi^s lies to

provided I-
......... .

I- |.h@ % p ^ l  is suJMJltted ?dth la 46 ap‘ts trm  the date you

pocoiva th® ©3f<asrs fisad  ̂ .. ........ .....
•>

II- *̂ he ^ ® a l  does aot coat^ia impi?op9P or disreEtectful
&

2P‘Bfa®^0« ......... ........................... ..........

3- ^le^de adsso^ledg® receipt of this letter*

.ed#.'̂ ®vi-*2*aad®(jr,.

Slsciplia^^ry ^tJfchoslty#

M A L - :

■\
I./
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^OESXaHS HO f, FiSGSHO /O -

^  Of Iji^ufcatiai for yhargQ ^eet SO il-Sr/408/86 dt.

Shrt ^iaz is slack sqpej^sioa as is evidaxt

from^the fact̂ t̂hat o f^c0T,s iasp©ctioa pegistei* at siM ®aa not 

iaP>intaia@d prc^erly ao aciloa was iaaicated there on. ^  a

gert t M a  ^  ia q ^c te d  thic

Qttd l6/ ^ 86* i #x# should have not 

cofl̂ l-stition of following 

laepectioas and in such «ay he lost 

the i ^ i t ^ o Q ^ d  ̂ r it  of hie in^ctiona. H© is not only 

oeed -to giv® such pemarks but is aleo supposed to gst things 

done M  in his px^^ce*

_  „ InapocU^ ite^ster of i .I* ma also not maintained 

p r ^ r ^  and tha Inspection notes were not fouad.pastsd ■̂ eipe 

to last d ^ ^ a d  to^ectloa by i‘#l* of '̂‘ovfjuibea? 86 , 16«2#86 end 

laight inspaction of 26,S*86 were available in the register but 

neither any action takm was indicacted nor tha same ware proper 

> ly pasted* xal# has failed to check tlaia register in accojrdmce

to its ii^ortsnce* î his ms observed by sue^

rise in^dction of m , on B*S*S6 and vollated olause v03.> of 

iSub iiule I  of page 3 of service conduct rules 1^66*

^d . % v i  i^dndey,
«

^^C_-  ^A 'VA



>

HO 7 10, I 3

of Impufcatlon for îjiacpgQ Skeet HO IX *ii?/4lV86 at 
,„21il0,86».... , . . .

'3i2*i M1%2 Mxm0>-d f is slack iik sq^rvision as is 6vid>-

ent froffl the fact ihat l3̂  Ims liot cootaucrtdd any casual n i^t  

in^acl^iQsi of iAB etstion ia the jq&p 19S6 which is saadoi 

118* ^fcrty literaturd was not foimd coiii>l0t« aaso^ncd of £ivX 

^oHateKi and safety circulars of 1085»86 tias not at all 

aad Tai# Ijas B0tj?0iat©d o«^ * ^ s  t o
.. uî- ' "

m  notes* |t is aot md^s* stood takts all Utpature

frm  od^c« h@ f^ ® d  to^s^^ly aaa® to to© station•

'i.Ms cl@arly refelaots on th© qiiality of ixk^oomm by k »l#

He iPs also failQd to point oiit-*te©_ 

lneofii>lat0 rula books in his in^ocftion order ®b the c o r r ^  

im  snips mT9 fo\md ks^ in th@ books and n ^

A  TbiB was Obssrvsd by the hi© surprise road^

in^dction of Ration 19 *8 •86*

E& thm vi5ilatQd clauso Cli) of siib rula l of page 3 of
r*.

rly« services conduot rules 1^66*

m *  ‘̂ v i  ^fttdsy,

dr* 3*0sS»/UB»

-lak-SL-i^

'^ v a - ^ X A C u ^



wsxoas NO 8 HO f Ij

0,
tHB Sp» JJ.0*S*,
l4^KLY./ilS»£^aftBAD*.

. , ...i. * ^  '

•'ated 28*10.86#

*%>ly of aoBor^cliJta ao 11-^/408/86 dl# 30«iO«86* 
i on 21«10«86*

<"m - » •  --.i- -V. —  -

i<eg?ected Sir, ./-;.... -____  ̂ -- -■ - -• -'----

^«fW 6  pointing oufe about the of tlie abovci note^

meoorenaum, I . ^ . t o  apg:ri8e_yow kted honour .that s*ri H a r ^  

«1B^ is the stBtioa master at *safpur station. % s  ppevioua histpy 

of TOrMng at Aonla staUon Is wen too«n to your honour whare jfou 

have hooked off m e  s ^ t n  i#step sevBTBl ^ e s  »MZe he «es at 

 ̂ Aonla as as^Aonia anrlng yow notkl^ as ........

now Jn reply to this mancirciita ^ »«Bt to clerl^ that

I tevo feveral wports to oy w o r t h y  as re^ds

the vwrking of ®-MR «ho is v e ^  j^eless to DSlntain^ reoo: 

d at the Btatim. Aa pointed out in your oharses that officera.

li«®ctl« resistor «as not ^lete^^^w^^ ">S(.<3 Inepect*-

at this station. tt»t to say of tois parUoular ragieterj ha la ««■ 

t matotelning m  correctly ®d v.hen. praaaed to ia

tog the same register and keeping afre^ after toe month ending.

Ko muster Boll or over time register or A£K HeJlef diary can be

B^iae aveiiabl«» i f  for. . ---

I am at a loss to under standjd»t aetloitt.can be.prpoaed

by the %spactori=.l stAff j4»en a person is bent̂ v®on,not to do hia

work »d  ligitli.«te duty ®eciaUy t̂on the office is not ta3dng

any co^s«»ce of his ^ r t  corfngs on .̂ y r^rta end oomments.

Haoce considering the drcumstoncss ^th  in the JimitB of I*.

honour weU d e c id e  the acti» which is to he tak« a^i..

St the «derai3 .ed.  ̂ may alao be granted personal Intepviev. to 

e:^l*to the facts in details. «ow ever the copy of the co»»ente

Of .Inspection report of

Dfih/CKS 28»iO»86# isPiaz Atwaspd*
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//

jOTSOBE 10 9 xrMm M§ IS
SO, : .

D*C#S#, '

^%ed 28*30.Se*

Sab|*- |Q>ly to ««aoi?anaam HO 1^2/410/86 at 21.B .86.
....? ”'" " ■•'■tlBHIBHrâlRiaK'WcVNVmKWPtatMMtlBi flKWtBW'MdfiO'MMtlWMIK'ail *̂ MiM >^W ■•••■‘••■IB

Bespectefi.Sir, .... ■ -..y. .̂ .. .. ; -  ̂ : . y :  -.......................................................................

%tli i*«f©miC€» to aliove charges, I  wsi  ̂ to da?avj kind ettcntici:

toiî rde siy quart6ir3̂  and several inspections in «Mch I  M a  pointer 

owt th© serious lapses cossmitted by station steff ^  

irsu, BBft, BS sad AUS etc* stations re^ectivelyjshere the staff i® 

^vblvea in committing the s<^ous ijre^^H ties  like le&'ving ' 

gfe^icns diBily, absentees, j^maining «R<3srcrest and coranritting gro  ̂

B irre^«W ties in trein passing wrk and d A rg i^_lri>AgulP.T- tjvm 

time, btib it is a matter of great regret that no action has yet 

been tak^ egetost the asfaulters vshere as 'to.e neck of the poor x#3 

!^b be«m cŝ pght for a vBry adnor point '^at at one time i have not 

pointed out about takii^ as.suraace for the ssfety .lit^rsture by stŝ 

f f at iJB station on the verbal assurmc© of the m /M ^ that he

1  take the assurmce fpom the staff, fo^ t-his le-pse and negligenc€ 

of the station mast^ iiUB for not t a k ^  assuimee from the 

Tml» has been issued ch&rg© she^ in^ead of takiĵ - end

charge sheeting him .f&i“ thi& l^ee..end negligence* . .■ ■ _

Secondly have gat sXL the ackaowle^ements ^ c h  i had tekf 

frcm g^IXB for sipp2ying him t̂ ie safety liteat^we* $a case he ie 

in sho^B^ the r^uia^ed Ut^ature to w  worthy itet

is the ^ult of the l:4 -.^.this re^r^# . . ........

■   As regards-qoelity of " m^TBCtiCHis, ir^-inspections-are'not
'insufftce (iB '®ju&lly ao.©d5'“'aB' cdi%-»&red'‘̂  oth^e ’£'^* t o  ^ c h
I ajB in bad, name for pointing'oc^ ev®n* e." very less iflî ert̂ nt irreg 
nlaruty i  h a v e  e l r e e d y  inspected OT'^etion^la©  every month in 
the 2̂ r  1986 end ported  the irregulai^ties. •___

- %ajsr the circum^̂ tences it is requested that the charges 

may kindly be'idth dr&m aad-I aP-y please be esc^reted from the 
cherges end-personal-interviews “may kindly-be'̂ anted to e^^l^in th' 
desired-things-to details md the copies of the relied upon documc,

nts-be si?jplie^* ^

sated 28.2jD.86* IheCEd ^
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28*3iS'“86#

I L

sim B B  m cfivB, %m  «ve3i^s^<soiata|ii&ig 

"s 6  md- iapf/^U/S6_^ a a ^ B s e d ^ ^ ’̂  

cosiaiMttg r-sply

m M C iL ^  IDH raG  ^  iSB i. 

7-25 Of 29-*io*86

J 2 ^ ______

11
«  ■ .«•

• 86*

lî
CiifCMlijS? 3B

A

•r—  2;,̂ ec@iv©d 2 sd* _ '̂lle^bl©_

2 received 2  jlX^Jb^^

**•♦ « «««
' ;»’■ •,.(-. ' rf>.: '̂ r. •»' -̂ ' ■■̂- •-"

, e •. • . 2 %C0i-VBd 3 . . # .. -T-

2 ■S#c@iv©d ®d« ^HeglbXB*

M

„ . r l

3 ©calved 3
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I t  12

10  I l r ^ /4 1 V 8 6 , l .E .M # - O m e %  

Bated 14.11.86# H#ELY.#/»BAD®^‘D#

Shrt Mia-Z Ali®#‘d 5#X.#/CS#

•‘ ' ’ , , ,, .. , . j„  *
'j'..

Stflj*- 21*20#S6#

^3L®a  ̂ ^  tliia |ffic@ ®«oa?aaajifl dated ̂ ^.10.86,

iMch alr€ftdy ptcelvtd byj^%  bi^ its reply l̂ -S aot

bê EL received la tliie office ©b y©t»*

fiease sutoit pta? reply 3 a^ys els® ex^psrte acti«

cm sl^H b® taken against you. ■■■■̂ ^

* -'» 4 .  ^U egibl® .

B®ciiV©a.,Oll ,3£J/4^86, f©3?-‘-B#KM#/̂ ai4M&D#

%i«i t^mdjsrsto faiair*
-A

i m » m  11^411/86 
Ifet^d 25 .11 .86  •

m  13 ■wmmmiy

.gbiei loAs iM iii)  f  .................. .............. "  ..........................................................'

^ ... _.. ,, .... ,.. .̂. ■■ ■■. .®ecto4.g^Biadsr .̂. .:

Si^^« =iffic@̂ »toor®iidu£0 aat@d 8I..1I .86 md remJad®? dt
t ' ...... ....... . - *

ti#ise'^fer to this offic® ®emo^ndum ^ed_ 21.10.86, _  ̂

wMdh v ŝ ali^c3y i»ec®iv©d by yoUf. but its ^ply IBb aot

b©€3a received iE 1M.S office. ....  _  ̂ ....__________

fl^se  sUhiait ĵ ia? re|»ly wdth ia 3 dê ys el©© ©39.p^© 

actioa sm-n be takea egaiast_^u..... _

»teeiv©d'
io.12.86,-tteoia^,.....* — /■: ,    ' '■•
f . l . / ^  Sliri Su^r^iaa StasP̂ r. ■ j
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iimKSUEtB KO 14 S© / /

12.3^.86»
mmfmmmmmmmmmmm

Please rec^v© oae aaveOop coat^liiing of êfttea? HO 

1M /41V86 aadressed to f©3? delivery*

^d# I l l e ^ b l a .  

i^e© St3?yicf .€lerk/H*Rly*/® , 

12.12#86.

a m s m B  no 1 5  Ko /

Circuliar ^̂ lips HO 9 & SD

23-7-86* , „

SStt .1--— . — -— —  2 ®a* ^lleglM-e* .

^  2-“ ,2

O B a “ a . . ; u e g i b i e ,

^  2 -— :  2

_  ' ' ̂  ‘  ̂ _____ —  2 — —  - 2 *llegibl^

^  2 — — 2 ......

2 — — 2, *d-^-ll^glble#
Kisoi " "  , ,

f T c ,



>

HO 16

'BtiGppB.ge of 3 Serte of J's.sses dra?iag 3BS??»

Sccoad <^BBs ?urch^sed IK GI to Â aiar and beck
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sad stattmiufe « f  llie ^tassses  m s  tm% pcsyded to fa ^s^c e
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B w s im  m ©  ^iiaesses^iacrm us_ to© . ^ ® f  
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'̂ ' " nî t c0mecit©d"lii'-*toi.8 Q&m' m a  th m 'iM  oould not ^i-

:i ©ciat®tli© 2̂ 1y sotedtted-by-til®

as sXl t o  ;rul©s_̂ fffm®dby_to-®3̂ .,.̂ '®?̂ ,.l̂ ^̂ ^̂  

ta-th«T'^^sfcw bub was tfiB5*Siun®t8asf'a6t eeonjotstt

• ^ s  w »rte  pmistasBt. orto wMob is lU .e^l» . _ ------

' 7£ IKS* Mgeyaifie -Mi# « f | e r  l®y©Haa by the B.A* ths m itio i*
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of ia^ectdon mpoH^ of SQB(a) dt 33.8.86* m  imz'M&d»



■Uv-ff

i

,.. . ’  ii- S_St.CE t  g  T —  ’ n '- ’K -xu u jJn I ft

, ,, . "^th =o„cem „g ea.o fU o .

->^r ;  ̂  ̂ ;  :■ ^ - 2 4  .

® “ ^ * ; r  • i V ^ " ! X s . " » : ' s  “ “ - s  2 - a  a s s '
the 

Of

/

/..  ̂ - ^“0 exact -- '‘“«reiore, i on

»*R.M./to, 1  L i t t o n  ‘*‘® «)tact ordor- of tha « ^  “•®*«-/»B.

Rft Accordlnft tn ■!!, . ^PP®al but all iS
, _ « porepoctiw and. ti.ri to-iitalt

S ' , " S i  « s  a s * i ; - i % - ‘

V.

■ «■ •-CoiMittea h '■ ' ' '' -- --^^‘^ - ^ S & .m m M  —

^^PPeal m

‘= --p?£ 0 3 S

'■ i



Page 2 ,

be puniahed without b e i ^  h S r d ^ S d  that no one should
of submlssioa of hiB doffnce. Th^ve^^ a ^asonable  opportunity

C Of I V B l t i q n  o r f ^ a l t ? o f  Sr D ^

' o S o rtu S ty 'o f

la i lX e ^ a  - ^ - t ,  v o i d : a n M ^ ^

a v a i l a b i r ^ L T h ^ . ^ f  oul. every day movement is

which I  dld'aubmit and Itn nrtrnr, 1 5i^®ration)» In.. case my reply, t
not^be^ connected with-the releVent^file

— and obtained a reply on ihe «m ?  f  ’’ “ “ “  ^  o « l c «  .

It  is my sheer bad luck that tay « ? ? h y  case8»
procedure.proyee beyond anv ! ? * ? * ■
action being misguided inflnanrod r,rt 5®^ ex-parte

« c u lp r lt a ,^ 0 B 0 l f  c S o u f  S i ^ l  o t  (8 )% B  2 ?“ " T  

Refom-sC*kbine?’1 ? c ? e t e r L ? r r S ^ ^ ^  ? U ? / ? ^ / S ? ' ^ ^ ^ “istratlve

mlevent InspecttOT Hotefof ! L  ? “J^aninins the . L.
commented against the Station M o+ / |bavej every time adversely
i^ n p u t a t io n f S ^ l d ^ a in s r ^ a  AFR U e a f  Pur) and even the

against me and TOuld have d e fin i°e S  in itiftsr®  Jr"*” ®"?

. . « . . . :  : s ' ; s c t . * s : s , r ; s . s  ; s  s s r  ~  ..,

A»thorlt,‘ f L T p e ? S L i ^ h e L i n / w K h ' h I  dft the Appellate
S^remVcourt orders^in NaKeSivar f  ̂  violated ilos
X ;r*R a959  S C /  S  A.P*B*R,Transport co-operative all

308,.,emphasising its utility the SupreL Court observld

THE CONCERNED TŶ WArrnu

ImTiMTTWT̂  ̂ At '̂~lb Tlir rnrfT HIS- D̂OUBT DURING THE COURgE OF

arguments Td^C~dLT3T..TTTfi pnj Nr?>F̂ ^ V T f A U T H O R I T YBY . REASOND^atic
■ ^̂^̂^ i ~ ^ had the ajpeliata ' h T '
punishment imposed to saVA <?+ fn S ’ against the'malicious i

inpoaed to save Station Master aiclose associate of AOS(G)HB. H .A

* That'.the punishment impoRed on me is not warranted bythe -

f o U « w  all other, from the ‘t*
ioxj.owing salient facts on. record :~ j ■ >py

o 4--» ^ k:|nd perusal of the imputatign framed against me will '>
i f  proves that |StatlorMas?f?: l L r p S 7  was ! 

naintaiMng various registers.,and. records pi'operly*THE STATION 5e;0?i

ALSO HR Rm/iNHR

l ! r ^ - and_,i s  aosELY c o N N E c W H m ^ r O n T i ^ ^ '

in s p e c t io n  0 ASAFi PUR HAD COMMENTED ADVERSELY '^  1

MASTER! WHOM _THE AUTHORITIES N m P , J'''! .1

^^^^^^M£HI?£-AND^QAINST a ll  "canons ”o F JUSTICE I : ; ’?^ i 
HAVE BEEN MADEi A SfiAPin imr> mtrt', amtv ^a U'J..v r.-n—rv: '

ffiSS
T>i~
PI
ir-..‘
iv3e

___~ I 1 ---iÛ ii' UAWONS OF JUSTICE I I
^VS BEEM MACEiA SCAPE flOaT mu omf.BEAaciHmTl B>J lOHE-MfctiTT

AND. RAD- HIQH LIGHTED THE iRREGULARITlEi^OF THE PERSON
■ - -<!1 - ■■ - ■' ''■ ■■■ • ’■— :  ---  

:m I ' V : ; ' ' CONTD. .PAGE?,
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V.A

K)R5!mTELY OR UNFORTUNATELY H A P P E N S J D Q i J u P l g§ Q l l ^ J ^ - l ^
^ e r I ^ u t a t i o n s’t h e a u t h o r i t i e s w a n t e d  m e
ign T ^ K ^ p F ^  ENJOY AND NOT TO Wp_im >  . .

(ii) A8 luck would have it> the punishment has heen^awarded
or the Inspection report of AOS(G)/MB, who^ae annoyed with me because
ox repeated advese.comments in my each and every inspection
the w^ k A n g  of S.M.-Asaf Pur and X . dare ■ submit that the imputation as
framed alainst me does not ijarrattt issue of any Memorandum „

been signed in rotttino and the punishment on such a ground.only magnify 
the abuse j?/ of official authority and malafied intention* ^

(iii) The '6X~parte action taken against me is itself
wrong, erroneous and vexatious since the. acknowledgement of its
is available in.. my Duk Book which can be produced if so desired. In face, 
o t  ?hl“r o u « e n t S y  eyia^nce. It ,1s beyond shadow o f ^
doubt that there was no dustification in ex-parte action and the punish^ 

-ment so awarded is not supported by the
responsible and'required to get a particular paper connected in a.parti 

cular case file..^
• (tv) Consequent of this inspection report of AOS(G)/ MB

and on; his approaching Sr.B.O.S./ MB. r  was f
‘ flR* Leave Reserve T*I*(M) and a Junior person posted vice me against^he 
“u c r ^ f  t i r L c l s I o” arrived'at in the B.N.H. Heoting of ^  held 
With the G*M.. on.l5th and 17th September, 1966 in respect of 
circulated under G»M*/N,Rly circular No^ 9l4,0-E/0-lll(Elv) ,dated 30.12o66. 

.. Such a  treatment will definitely encourage inefficieney and corruption.

, , I,; That the Article 20/(1) of the Constitution of I n ^ a
ffuarante'^s protection from ex post facto law. G»M,./N.Rly had also vide 
his circular Ko» 52-E/0/26-IV(Loose),. dated 18.10*68 
violation of Rule for which. the accused Railway Servant is 
should invari^.bly be quoted in the Kemorandum Charge I have been

S  p L ;* ' ^

A?qTrOTD-TO iT^~wTTOT¥'TtiF. TIME"SETgQK FOR THE PURPOSE AMD 
T O R ~ m i i T o F 1 ^ m A i i c E  lapECiED OF HBI s m L  f  
IN "dEVOTIOM t o pS  yilTHIM THE HEAMING OF a M S E  (,y :L.g|. STO,.,̂ a J ^  
In'View of the clarification the cha7ge sheet is against the Articl 
20/(1) of the constitution of India and the. punishment so awarded is
i l l e g ^  and stands to be. quashed*

re
5r\

5.That beXore I close,, it will not be out of poxnt 
mention-recommendation No. 109 of the. Railway Corruption Enquiry 

'Committee which ia.as under:«

' « 109- OFFICERS SHOULD BECnMB LEADERS OF MEN WQRKI|^ ^

DIIDER THffl.Bt SETOW.mMPLE O F - H O ^
??nrgm;T.T.nrprpT;̂ n ovS TOEM AND BY THE I R ^ S O L T O  FAIRNESS AND iMPARXlALi

TN THFIR DEALINGS. WITH THEIR "SUBORDINATES^**
 II I / . ..............   11 ■' I 'W« IJ] ' ■  ----------II -1 I a m  I I I »1 ■ IW — ■ .

It is» therefore,, most humbly, requested that the illegal, 
unjust, erroneous and vexatious,punishment impoaed
be set a side. It is further requested that'a porsonaVhoaring be also 
granted,, in case y o u r  s^acioueself is not satisfied with any of " 
point mentioned above, so that I, may. explain; the same to your satisfac-

■ With hope of justice, I cherish,itoy?ards you.

r. ' ■ ;You|rJ)Fay

' .. :■ :( |Nia2/jlhmad }' -

... ; ■ . Relie.vi^ T.I.(M)/^hanto6^
, ■ Dated 15th. May> 1987*

0

.1

J
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Baroda Hougo, HEW DeM ,  Olfloe,

f(|!,W> ' V

-or ,5g^

Channel the re,uo.t to fo .„..a  the

^'^^Pected sir, A^ n o e  copy by pont:

^ Heg; Hevision under Rule nf -fv, r. /

8efs D.H,M./MB.s order »o 11
rajeetin^ my appeal against 31.3.1987
sets or privilege paaf^” with holdlnj three

wopth^^°^®“‘  ‘*o-ll-T/4U/8r’'®rt̂ t'’^®2'̂  cancellation of

mv® ^ 39^Mo®Sfi/4(^^^ ISth May,]987

? K  W i  .- S g

t«
% Asafpur statioii JSi % ^^at was

Shi'l^^R with DubtrafmB?
M s  orfloer w elfto o w "trs?“ ’m ^ f ° “ “ J^ter v,hoar°™’i ,  an

c i w u l f f  InaplctlS?, '>®«>
^  ^^^rection qllnq  ̂ ^ safety

p  K » . S 3
• * «  S  “ v S s  E S r

£ K > S S . 7 & ' !  ' S  i S - '^ S S '

-  J r  :
^•gSiQWffl^lnspeotS.® Ctol* i l " !  ? 5 ? f  s are the resultant of

arge Sheet ought to be'Issued i'l^orandm
C h a r p  sheet m^doubtedly s^^b<^tanti Heiioranduia

Ae 5 n iinpo«ln^ u double punishmexit
Asaf Pur station} and wit,h"'holdinJ*i* in respect of
Passes* Such' a actpon jq *»-fAT 'r sets of privilfifn
G.5^i3- iturToror^?5^^

■' I 
I 
{
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W W o l a f 2 0 A ^ f / ^ '^ j = ; ? “ “ ^  i ‘»PO==ea are v lo U ..ta ,

■■...»1.= .. . . . « ‘2 . ^ ? - “ " S S " : ;  g  « L ”
° o o i p a s s l o j i a t e * ' o o n s i d e r a t ^ “ “'•ioiable and

alwi.'^Sld tS?rS"Sh1 .y S e T
snthuslatioaliy and ho«oa?S?! sin^rely,

With J76 ;̂arcis,

E>«Ae/One Hevision petiUon
^hree sheetso

!■. May IS , 1S87.

Joui’s faithfully,

O a ^ A t a a d  )

CHa I^AUSIo

>"/

f\)u'

'W ' f
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©IBGOIT ffiRGĤ UCiCWOM,

IffilTTEN StiTlMENT ON BEHALF GF THE RESfDW33BKnS

In

m m f U f m G r n ^  wo. 1 2 9 (1 ) of 1 9 8 9 .

N ia -s Afaniaa...............................
Petit lener#

VeiB m

Ohion of Indl& and otbezs*,,
•Bespondenta

i:

y]

Sl3

'■A

'  ^  ; ;7iqK

Sr. I>ivl Optg. Lupdt. 
'N . Rly, Moradabad

1.

Ki

Written Stateusnt of 

ServiBg ea.: S^leH- J\-p 

northern Hallway, Tbraaaliaa,

\

1 . Tba6 1  amSer?io? as o\:)V .̂ S ^ y ^ W '

Kortbein Kailw^, Moradabaa.i haje been deputed to 

file tbla Written Statenent on bebaif of tbe respondenta .

2 . Tbat I am fall, aeqoainted witb the facts stated 

below.

3* Tbat I bave read and anderatpod tbe contents

of the aboie noted Registration ease and am in a 

position to give a paiawjbe reply.

k. Tbftt paraa 1 and 2 of the petition Heed no 

conDsnte.

That para 3 of the pstition is nob admitted.



> '

-2-

Tbe petition is iai^iy belated*

6 . Tfaat in reply to p»rft ^ 1 ) of the petition it ia 

stated tb^ on 19. 8.19^ ,  Aasiatait operatiHf Superin- 

tencteot (General), Nbrtheifi Bailwajf, iferadatiad ŝ de 

Surprise inspection, of Asafpur and DaUara Baiiwa  ̂

Stations (both of these Stations were under the beat 

of petitioner)*

r
'?■

The irieguiarlies detected in both the aforesaid 

Railway Stations were of a different nature^J^ the 

irregularities at Asafpur Railway Station, the Station 

l̂ Mter Asafpur as well as the petitioner Niaz Ahoad 

were responsible and this being so the Station >Niter 

Asafpur and Traffic inspector (Petitioner) were both 

taken up and both were awarded punish cents* For 

irregularities at Dubtara Railway Station the petitioner 

Niaz AhD#d was solely resp^ible and consequent̂ l̂  

he was taken up and punished accordingly . It is 

ptftinent to j»otion that jaost of these irregularities 

were on account of slackness, negligence and lack of 

devotion to duty on the part of petitioner. Station 

}«ister Asafpur has aia© been punished with stoppage 

of 3 sets of pqsses.

J
St . D i v l  O p tg .  L u p d t.  

N .  Riy® M o r a d a b a d

7 . That in reply to para m i )  of the ptition it is

stated that it is snsleading to State that on the 

basis of one inspection report two charges were issued 

•̂ 0 the petitioner. The facts hate been distorted ^  

the petitioner. The correct fa^uai position is that 

the Inspecting Authority was one i.e . Assist ant
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operating Superintendent (Genei^l) Nojrthern Railway 

Ifei^aabad.J^G iBBpeeted bptb theltilway Stations 

(Asafpur and Datiteara) on the aame day irregularities 

defected were of different nature and in respeUi of 

different Bailway Statiots and aa aucb two cbargB 

sbeeta relating to different cbarg^ in respect 

of tbeae Hallway Stations were issued separately 

to tbe petitioner*

It iB ftirtber clarified tbit Shri Maz A bM  

was Issued ebarge Sbeet No. 11-tA03/86 dated 

2 0 .10*1986 as be failed in bis duties aa Traffic 

Inspector to enure tbe action taEcen on inspection 

notea at; Asafpur Station wbere be kepfe on visiting 

tbe Station witbouk carins for follow up action etc. 

on ofTicer*s inspection legistsr as well 9s T .I. 

Inspection register maintained separately for the 

Station.

Sbri Niaz AbBSftd was aiao i sejrved with cbar^ 

Sheet No.11-TAll/86 dated 2i.lO .i986 as be failed 

to conduct either caaua| Inspection or nigit

Inspection during the whole of 1986, of Pabtaia....

Station where safety records were found incomplete 

^ d  bap hazard.

SrrDivl Optg- Lupdt. 
 ̂ N. Rly. Moradabad

8. That in reply to para **(III) of the i»tition 

it is atated that insplite of re#ndei9 no defence 

reply wa® i^ceived ftomSbri Niaz Abnedy and aa such 

the natter had to he proceeded M-t»rte. It is 

further relef«nt to point out that Sbri IS.az Abi^d, 

tbe then Reaerve Traffic Inapector,Chandauai had
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teen CO Bifig to Diyiaional lailway lanager'e Office, 

Moiftdabad every week on bia nominated day. Under these 

clrca»tances it is apparent that tbe plea pf sending 

reply in Free Bailway Service is wholly untenable .Ifere- 

over the Free Service Dato ai« laeant for i|»e of lailway 

Administration only and the sanie cannot be utilised by 

a H^lway employee in his own interest.

" V

It is further releva^ to rotAion th^ Shri BTiaz 

AhB̂ d acknowledged the sheets on 2 1 .10.1986•

M  per rules Shri Niaz Ahnfsid should have subnittei 

hto representation within 10 days of the receipt; of 

charge sheet. However in the expiry of 10 days time,

exjarte action was not taken, in view of the prificil̂ les 

of natural justice Shri Jiaz Ahniadg' defence reply was 

awaited* and for which he was^^ven renlndeiB . Bx-parte 

action was taken after 2 ocHiths viben Shri t^iaz Ahiaad 

did not care to submit bis reply.

9, That ia reply to para ‘♦(IV) of the petition it is 

stated that reilies being'aftfavaiiable there was no 

question of connecting the same. Under these eireuBs- 

taoeei Senior P.0 .S* was perfectly ^stified in pBssing 

the orders in question.

V=rT

Sr. Divl Gplg-
■ 55.Rly,Motadabad

10. That in reply to |»ra ^T ) of the petition it is 

stated that Shri Kiaz Ahmad preferred the appeals to 

Divisional Railway Manager, Mpradabad on 28.1.1987 

against the orders of punishment . It is wrong to 

allege that the appeal w^dated I8. 12 .I986. Shri 

Niaz Atn^d preferred appeals along with defence
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rePLlaai In M b  qases separately • I  is appeals were 

considered with defence replies and were turned down 

ty the appellate autnorlty im both oases.

11. That the avernftnts i#de in para lh(n) of the 

petition are ter of record and as such no specific 

reply Is needed.

I
"7

'V '/

12 . That the aferwrts nude in para of the

pt it ion as they stand 9re not admLtted Jt is farther 

at&ted that Shri Niaz AhnPd preferred He?iew ippeai

dated 8 .if .t987 to  Divisional Railway mnager,lfo3:*dal)ad 

agaiiBt punishfoents orders i . e . ^  two years and 

stoppage„pf 3 sets o f passes fide punishment Kfo*11-T/ 

W /e e  ind11-^A1l/86 respectively. The P ifis iM a i 

laiJway rejected the Beyiew appfai as the

m stterh^d  already t«en considered hy b in  sep ara te ly .

1

Sr. Divl Op'g. Lupdt. 
H . Riy, Moradabad

It is, further relevant to mention th?i!b §hri Niaz 

Ah oad thereafter filed Be vis ion petition dated 15 *5 •'•9 87

to Chief operating Superintendent, Baroda House, Jlew 

Delhi again*t the ordej® of fil .l . for 2 years.The same 

was considered by Chief operating Superintended &nd 

the Banish laent of W .I.T . for 2 yea» was reduced 

to W«I.T. one yeari

The petitioner, Shri Niaz Ahmad however d^ not 

prefer any Revision pi^ition to Chief operating

Superintendent agaiost the prders of Stoppage of 

priviiage passes(3 sets) and aa suA the question of 

passing orders by C jO .P ^ . a^inst this punishwnt
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(3oes not arise.

A..

■OR
5̂T|,

Op-8 -“Pdt. 
« •  ^ y .  Moradabad

Tij«t i»|a 5 of tbe petition ia not aflialtted. 

None of grounds taken are tenable.

1^ . Tfaat the afersBnts made in para 6 ©f the 

petition are oatter of record and ag sucb no specific 

reply is needed.

15* That gara 7 of tbe petition nee^ no reply.

H  • l^ra 8 of the petit ion Is not adsdtt ed.

It is, further stated that the petition is devoid 

of merits aud io liable to U  disttLssed.

9 and 10 of the p e t i ^  needs no

reply •

......... .... ..... .....-... ....... ..Sr. Divl Optg. f.updi.
I  t B I F I G  A T I O N  N.RlysMGradabr.d

1 , S e r in g a s

Sv3>\u£- 0 ^ 5 1 = ^ ' _ ■  ttortbeti) Hallway,. 

Jtoradabad do hereby lerify. that , paras 1 , 2 and 3 

of th^ Written State neot are verified frpn pessooai 

imowiedge , paraa k to 12 , 1> and 17 are verified 

from recordv paras I3, 15 and 16 are i>eri,fied/,fron! 

legal advice.

naces

Dated;
/

Sr. Divl Op̂tg. Oupdi 
N. Rly, Moradafer̂ i
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BEFORE CmTRM. miNISTRAnVE TRIBUNE aROJIT BENCH;
4 . . r .. .

L U C K N O W .

O.A. Nb. 129 - 88 (C) 

Fixed on 24 .6 .50 'for RA 

3.7.'90 for FH

NiysJ^^mad

Vs.

Union of India & Others

Claimant

Respondents

REJOIMDER AFFIDAVIT on behalf of 
Q  aimant '

I , Niya^#imad, aged about 39 years, son 

of Sri Moimddin, resident of Oiarter N6.T4-A, N.Rly.

Qalony, Hardoi, do hereby solemnly affirm and state
•f

on oath as under
*

1. Ihat dqaonent being claimant is fully 

conversant with the facts of casej He has read 

and understood the contents of written statement 

(herd.nafter referred as W.:S.) filed on behalf of 

respondents, to v̂ iiich he furnishes this reply.

2. That contents of paras 1 to 4 of WS Need 

reply.

; . 2



y
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3e That contents of para 5 of W,S*being vage

are denied. Original Punishment Ordereare dated

18«12,!85 (tenexure 4) and 5.1,87 (Amexure 5),

gainst thes'e orders deponent preferred two

appeals contained in Annexurss 17 and 18. Both

these appeals were rejected vide order dated

31 ,'3,'87 received on 3*4.87 contained in

Annexures 2 and 3;i ^^ggrieved from the appellate

decisions contained in /Annexures 2 and 3 deponent

preferred two revisions dated 15.5.87 contained
fi^-----

in tonexures 19 and 20.1 Order on these^petition/i 

was passed on 7.6,88 as contained in innexure 1, 

Thus d^artmental remedy as prescribed under 

relevant mles e)diausted only on 7.fe.88 vhereas 

claim petition filed on 6.6.89 is perfectly wdLl 

vdthin time.

4, That regarding contents of para 6 of W.S.

it is added that claimant had nether ^ny prior 

intimation of such inspection m r he was present 

at the time of inspectionii ^t is specifically 

denied that so called irregularities were due to 

any negligence or fault of claimant,  ̂ Mere fact 

that concerned station master was punished dbes 

not lead to conclusion that ^claimant was guilty 

In any view of the matter dqponent was altogether 

denied with opportunity of defence and he was

not permitted to have his Say during entire enquary 

As cH,sclosed in  para ii i  page 3 of the petition.
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Deponent’s rq^lies of both charge sheets were 

submitted on 28,10*86 and a^ain on l2.1^«86 

(as evident from perusal of Annexures 10 and I4) 

hut the same were not at all taken into 

consideration. Deponent is advised to state 

that this fact alone is sufficient to nullify 

the action of respondents J

5. That Contents of para 7 of W.S. are 

denied#! Two charge sheets were served upon

deponent ordy to harasse him^ Deponent has

never been negligent in performance of his duties.

6. 'That contents of para 8 of W.S.- are 

denied.1 Deponent submitted r e p lie ^ f  both the 

charge sheets on 28.10.86 as per mode described 

in para 4 (iii) at page 3 of claim petition, 

for which receipt was issued by the concerned 

Railway Free Service Qerk v̂ iich is contained in 

%^65<ui‘e fb*10; Igain when d<^nent received 

reminders (hmemTBs 12 and 13) he again submitted 

duplicate of both the replies vide Annemre l4,! 

Originals of ^nexures 10 and 14 are ia custody of 

deponent and same will be produced before Hon»ble 

court as and vhen required.! There is bar for "

sending r ^ ly  of charge sheet thi^ugh Free Railway 

Service.1 Replies of the charge sheets were also 

subndtted by hand and it were wnly sent through 

Free Railway Sendee lÂ ien receipt of these rq^Iies 

could not be asked for by deponent on account of 

courtsey and nor the respondents issued any such 

receipt.

- 3-

7. T̂ iat contents of para 9 of W.S.I are denied
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•:4.i

in view of concerned facts already stated in 

claim petition as well as in this Hejoinder 

Affidavit,!

8. "hat conteits of para 10 of W*S;  ̂ are

not adnitted as written; ^pd.late authoilty

has wrongly rejected tlie appeals mthout even

according opportunity of personal hearing to

the d^pnent in violation of Rule 24 of Railway

Servants ( D a A ) ftiles 1968^ Ihe entire

proceedings have been condicted in complete

disregard of relevant service rules Art. 311

constitution of India and provisions of Natural 

Justice^i

9. Ihat contents of para 11 of W.S.' are

matter of record^

10. Hiat with regard to contents of para 12

of it is submitted that Annexure 20 is the

Ti-ue Hioto copy of duplicate of Revision Petition 

vMch bears tlie official receipt seal of N.'Hailway 

HRs.’

11. That contents of paras 13 and 14 of W.S. 

are denied and these stated in claim petition 

are re-itterated to be correct,’

1 2 / lhat contents of para 15 of W.;S, need

no reply,

13;’ "Qiat contents of para 16 of are

denied*' It is submitted that on account of

inadvertant clerical error - înexures No,8 and 9 

have been wrongly mentioned wiiich should be 

4?nnexures 2 and 3,



14.: That contents of para 17 of W.S. need

no r^ly .’

Deponent

4

Y

h u m m t  DATED 

^5 ^u n e  1990.

Niya3 /#timad

Verification

I, deponent named above do herdby verify 

the contmts of paras 1 to 14 of this affidavit 

to be tiue from my personal knowledge. part 

of it is false and nothing material has been 

concealed,; So hdp me Godv

Deponent 

Niyaj/^mad.

i know and identify the deponent 

vdio has signed on this affidavit 

in my presence.^

1990^

A K DI XTT ; ' '  
^^vocate.

Solonrily affirmed before me by the deponent

Shri Niyaj ^m ad, on 1̂5^  day of June 1990 atfj a.m»^/
.......  " A--

P.m* wlio is identified by Sri A«K* % x it , .Advocate,

High Court luckrxjw Bendi Uicknow.i I have satisfied

mys^f by examining the deponent that he understands

the contents of this affidavit

out and explained by me to him.

OATH

read


