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APPLICAi'JT{3)
o
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RE3PUivJCi'!T{s) J j J l r j ) ) :}  ( 1  C l  d ) . ‘ l  i h W ' i

1.

2 ,

3 .

4.,

5.-

6.

7,

;8v

10.

Particulars to be examin'fjd

Is the appeal • n.o[T}petent ?

a) Is the a;ipii'r.atioc. in the 

prescribed form ?

e)

l3 the applifc-ation i«.pap'e»'"' 
book form ?

Have six c-omplete ®efcs of the

application, been fijkaH 7

-a) Is-the appeal, ia  time" ?

; b) ■ If not,'by hou many-days'it • '

■ i9- heyor,d tine?

c*) - Has suffie'iect r>ase fo? B«t 

• flaking the 'application ia’.timB,
. ,  ̂ ,.>een fxledr^

Has the do»-*ument of antharisatiorf'
• Uakala-tnama been filed ?

^rp-lipation-iircompanie4 
B.D./Postal Order for' Rs.5U/-

. , Haa the certified -popy/copies ■ 

of the order(s) against which, tke • 

■anplication is Rade. been filed?

a ) Have the copies of bhe ' '■ 

rior'HfnBRivi;/relied upon by the 

applicant and Tjientioced iir the . • 

snplicatian,.. been filed ?

b) . Have the dorumeatg referjeef '

to in (a) above duly attested 

 ̂ by a Gazetted 'Officep- and... > 

!ujnbap^»j "aKCDrdingly' 7

c) A-re the.dDC'uments teferrad 

to in (.a) above neatly .typed

, in double sapr.e ?

Has the index of .doeumefits been •' 

filed and pagdnQ done properly ?

Have the chronological dtstailg 

of reprecontation'made and the 

out come of such represeat^fcion- ’

. been indieated-in the appliratxon? ■

Is the-matter rqised In the appli- 

pendipg before any court of 

Law or any .othnr tJeonVi of Tribunal?

Endorgeinent as to result of examiwatio^

fi\rt 
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12.

11.

: : . 2

13.

14.

15.

16. 

17.

particulars bo be' E>;aminsd

Ato the applicatior/duplicate 
copy/spare copies signed ?

Aro extra copies of the application, 

with Annoxurcs filed ?

a) Identical with the Original' ? ■

b). Oofoctive ?

c) Wanting in Annoxures

Nqs. paQCsNos 7 ■

Have the file size onuolopes 

bearing full addresses of the 

'respondents been filed ?

Are the given address the '

registered address ?

Do the narnes of the parties 

stated in the copies tally with 

those indicated in the appli­

cation 7

Are the translations certified 

to be ture or supported by an 

Affidavit affirming that they 
are true 7 . . ' . • '

Are,the facts.of the case 

mentioned in item no.'6 of the 
application 7

a) Concise 7

b) Linder distinct heads ?

c) Numbered consectiuoly IB

d) Typed in double space on one 

side of the- paper ? •

18. Have the particulars for interim 

order prayed for indicated with 
reasons ?

19. Whether all the remedies have

been exhausted. . ,

din esh / ’ - .

Endorsement as to result of examination

y t ) :

y-ti ,
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Registered

IN THE CENTRAL ADfnINISTR*-JIVE TRIXW^L AT ALLAHABAD 
CIRCUIT BENCH,GANDHI BHAWAN 

LUCKNOW ■. ,

N0 .CAT/CB/LKO/ Dated

OFFICE MEMO-

Reqistration No. 0-.A* -

- dUiW* *

of 19 3̂  Qj

Q c m h  '• ? C / c  ftppllcant's

Vers^

U , ’ Jlespondent *s

A copy of the Tribunal’ s Order/Judgement 

dated ! 5 ^ ^  in the abovenoted case is forwarded

fior necessary action,

For DEP

Enel : Copy of Order/Judgement' dated

To.
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CENTRAL M)MINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, ALLAHABAD 

Circuit Bench' at Lucknow.

Registration O .A , N o ,214 of 1989 (L)

Srat. K .K . Saxena .........  Applicant

Versus

Union ©f India & Others . . . . .O p p o s it e  Parties®

HoneJustice K.Nath; V .C .

Hon. K.J.Rattan. A.M . _____
’‘i,

(By H@n«Justice K.Nath, V .C .)
'

This application under Section 19 ©f 

the Administrative Tribunals Act X I I I  of 1985 is 

for issue of an order to quash the reversion of the 

applicant referred t® in Annexure”*Al̂  dated 20.9»84 .

2 , The preliminary question is whether this

application filed on 22®8e89 can be considered to 

be within the prescribed period of limitation* It  

is admitted case of the applicant that the impugned 

order was passed on 3 1 .8 .8 1  (vide para 6(8) of the 

applicatioi^ whereas j;;i%€^Annexure-Al, dated 20s9e84 is 

the letter of the General Managed mentioning that 

the matter had been examined in detail, that having 

been promoted on adhoc basis, she was reverted to the 

lower grade when her working was found to be 

unsatisfactory and after she had been given due 

opportunity. The letter also meritions that the 

applicant had represented to the Divisional Railway 

Manager who had reviewed the case twice and that 

the applicant had retired on superannuation on 

3loV ©84•
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3 , The learned counsel for the applicant refers 

t© Section 21(2) (a) ®f the A<iministrative Tribunals 

Act which that also is ©f no help to the applicant 

because it  provides for a period of limitation of six 

months from the date of the enforcement of the Act.

That period also escpired long ago*,

4 . The learned counsel for the applicant also 

says that the order of reversion got misplaced and 

the applicant and her husband were hospitalised

and therefore could not file  the application in times 

Apart from that,, the application does not mention any 

such fact, any such plea cannot be treated t® be 

bonafide because it  would rest upon an act of negligence 

in s® far as the misplacement of the document is 

concerned and what is a result of the negligence, cannot 

be called bonafide®

5e The application is entirely beyond the

period of limitation and is dismissed in limine.

laitoer (A) Vice Chairman

l^ated the 5th S ^ t . ,1 9 8 9 ,  

RKM
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© e * t r * l  A dm inistrfirive T 'ib u n  

V C ircu it i'icnch, L i svi aw 
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BEKDRE THE CE^^TRAL M I N I  S1RM?I ̂ ;S 

CIRCUIT LtJCKNOW®

I,... ?uty R c g i» ir a r ( j)

M>PLICATION UrOER SECTION l9 OP THE ®[>MINI SIR A H  VS TRIBmM^S 
ACT 198S.

Smt<. K*K«saxena

BETWEM

UNION OP INDIA p m  OTHEES.-

lipplic©nt«

Respen dents.

'D is c H ’SH B 'o "oT ’' ^ ’c^mints relied u t o d< page Ki£>

Application

2* ^nnexure KoeA^i.
Ph©t©'«stat copy o f  D*C#KO§E«108/C/1762 

dated 2oth September# 1984 frsm G®M«# 
t© Shri T«s»sax<sn®«.

3,» Vekai stn s »

1 tC' 8

9 .

io»

Signature o f the appiicent* 

use in Tribunals office®

Date of filing.

Registration e 2  /

Sigjature 

f©r Registx^ar®

0



i .

‘■J

'5

;>

II-'HK CEI^EAL ADHIIIS'TEATIYE TEIBUHAL AlLiiMB£D . 
OIieulT lUCKlOW.

Registration No of 1

Srst. K,K,Sax;ena,?/ife of Skri T.S.Saxena,ageel about 

, 62 years resident of 325 H Indralok Alaiibagll'ijljp.cktlow

..........Petitioner,

Yersias , ' -

1. Union of India taro«e'h General Manager, NortM^m 

Railway Baroda House, New Delhi,

2. General Ifcnager, Northern Railway,Baroda House,

New Bellii,

_5, Divisional Rail?/ay Eanajer, lorthem Kail way,

Hazratganj, Lacknow.

........  Respondents,

DgrjllLS Qg APHJOATIOF..

t. Particulars of the 
applicant.

i) lase of tke applicant. Sist. K.K.Saxena.

ii) t o e  of Husband. Sri T.S,.Saxena,

i i i )  Designation &  Office. Chief Inspector Tickets
in m lck employed. ' in the office of

. Station Superintendent,

N.Railway, Varanasi, 

tmder D.R.M . , I .S l y , , 

luclcnov?.

iv) Office address.

v) Address for service of 
all notices.

Retired as Chief 

Inspector Tickets froii 
tfee control of S,S,,N ..Rly. 
Yarana.gie

325 HjIndralokjAlambagh, 
Lncknow.

i) Union of India throufi;to . 
General Manager, 

lorthem Rail way,
Baroda House,I\Tew Delhi.

2, Particulars of Respondents;

i) Name and Designation of 
the respondents.

ii)Office address of . the 
respondents.

iii)A'idress for service of General Mana,^:er,
all notices, " Northern Railway,■

Baroda Hoi’se,New Delhi.

i i i )  Divisional Railv/ay' • 

Manager,!.Railway,  ̂ - .
Hazratganj, L t i c l m o w . "
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3. Particulars of the order against which 
application is nades-- .

'The application is against tbe follovang orders

i) Order lo . ?dth reference B..O.IOJE-IO3/O / I 762 
to annexure. Innexure A-U

ii) T)ate»

iii)Passed by.

20.9.1984.

Shri R.P.Singh, 
General Manager, 

lorthern lailway,,. 
Baroda House,

New Delhi* ■

iv) Subjects in briefj-

1. That the applicant has since retired'after

rendering over. 36 years of service with devotion to duty

integrity and m t h . clean record fron the post of 

G .T .I . Varanasi,I.Sailway'. I'n scale ife,550*750*

2. That the a'pplicant bein̂ - the senior-most

H in her-cadre not only in lucknow Division but over '•

Northern Hailway in the checking staff'wak prb-moted to 

the post of Chief Inspector(Ticket) in,scale Es.700-900 , '

.(non-selection post ) against the vacanoy caused due to 

retirement of Shri M.I.Khan, Divisional Chief Inspector 

(Ticket) and was posted at lorthern lail'way,Lucknow, 

station.

3. *Dhat the applicant vrorked for I3 is'onfhs .

and earned one increment . ' ' '

4. That the applicant after serving 13 months 

¥;as suddenly reverted to the lov>«r post in scale

Is.550-750  verbally by respondent Io . 3  and junior-nost 

person was posted vice, the applicant.

5» That no reversion*order v;as served on m s .

the applicant.

6 , That no opportunity was given to the applicant

to explain her conduct nor ary warning and charge sheet 

wag issued to the applicant.
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7:; That ths applicant represented against

her reversion to the Divisional Railway Manager, I .S l y . , 

Lucknow who did not respond' to the applicant's 

representation,

8 . In absence of decision on the applicant’s

representation by Divisional Railway Manager, I .R ly ,, 

Lucimov/ the applicant , preferred a representation to 

the Chief Commercial Superintendent, I,Railway, 

lew Delhi, who also did not dispose of the representatior 

and finally the applicant’s husband wrote to Sri K .P, 

Siiigh, the then General Manager, northern Railwsg^, 

lew Delhi, who in  turn replied that he was unable to 

do ar]ything' in the matter as the applicant has

already retired on 31st July, 1934.

there is clear harassment to the poor 

woman employee- by the authorities and the order' of the 

General Manager as co itained in ,4nnexure I qsA-I is - 

not in  speaking’order and against the principles of 

natural Justice and the reversion oMer was illegal 

hence this petition.

Jurisdiction of the T7>ibimAl t

The applicant declares that the subject 

matter of the order against which she wants redressal ' 

is within the jurisdiction of the tribunal.

5» Lilli tati on;

The applicant further declares that the 

application is within limitation prescribed

in section 21 ( 2 ) (a) of the Adiiinistrative C Tribunals 

Act 1985.

- 3 -

f
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Facts of the cases-

U  That tfee applicant was appointed as Lady

Ticket Collector on 12 .3«194'5 and wis postei at 

Allahabad,

2 « -That the applicant was transferred fron

Allahabad and vras posted at Yaranasijlorthern Sailway, 

Lucknow Division In grade Rs. 65-85,

3. That prior to upgrading in 1978 the applicant

was working as S.I.(T-)' in grade Es,550-750, The 

designation of S .I(T ) was changed as Gliief Inspector 

(Ticket),

That two posts in grade Rs. 550-750 were 

UiDgraded in scale Rs.700—900 in  1978 in Luckno?f Division,

5» That the applicant was promoted on adhoc basis

against the upgraded post being the senior-aost in the 

seniority list over lorthern Railway' but the applicant 

was reverted to her substantive post grade Rg.550-750 

on the plea that the above two posts ftp would be

operated in Head garter  Office,lew Belhi and junior to 

the applicant was given the grade of Es. 700-900 in 

Headquarter office thereby the applicant was denied, the 

O' e n̂  ̂ graae Es, 700-900,

That the applicant was promoted from grade 

fe. 550-750 to Rs.700-900(53) and was postea as Divisional- 

01-.iiet Inspector(Ticket) on lucknow Division at lucknow 

station vath effect froi?. 1, 8 .1 9 8 0  against the vacancy ' 

caused by retireisent of Shri M.I.Kh>9n.

Contd.........i>.
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7 , That the applicant beiiifS the senior-'most was 

promoted against the non-selection post of gratie

• ' 7

Es. 700-900.

8 , That the applicant was reverted to her 

sulDstantive post in gcale fee 550-750  froa the post of 

Bivisional Chief Inspector(Ticket) in grade Es.700-900 

after performing 15 sonths d,'uty vdth fuJ.i satisfaction 

on 5T«8_. 1982_® : verhally mthout a n y o r  reason or 

ar^ cause.

9 , That the applicant v/as neither given any 

opportunity nor was issued arQr charge sheet under D&AR • 

for such reversion.

10, That the applic^t  represented against the

V .,

S:aid verbal izsE reversicm on 22.7.1982 to B .E .M . ,N ,R ly ., 

Lucknow, Bioto-stat copy of the application is annexed
f

^-nexure No.A-2 .

11. That in  absence of any decision by the

' Divisional Sail way Manager,!. Sly, ,IuoicnoYf for months

i

together the applicant represented her case to the 

Ch-ief Gomercial Superintend^|;,lorth0rn Sail^^ay,

Baroda House,1'Iew Delhi, in Januaiy,1983 and to Divisions 

Kailway Manajer ,I .S ly . ,iucknow a g ^ n  on 17 .7 .84 . Photo-sj 

copies of the representations are annexed as Annexure

I

I q .1-3'and A-4.

♦

' 12. That the respondents did not dispose of

the representations given by the applicant.

15. That the applicant as well as her husband

represented the case against her reversion to Sri R.p, 

Singh, General Manager, Hew Delhi on 2 5 . 7 . 1 9 8 4 .

. O o n t d .. . .6 .
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H *  . ' 5hat the General Manager Shri JR.P.Singh,

rejected the repreaentation on the plea that he coulci not 

cio ai^thing f̂iGJatJse:-the applicant had retired.

.^ ^  6 -

That the applicant has since r^etired on 

nm  post of C .I.T  in grade

15.

31st July, 1984 aS=6es»^

Rs, ^50-750 after perforraing 38 years tmbleraish 

service.

'i'faat the applicant was only the Lady enployee 

in the CdiMercial Department in Ticket Checldng who perform© 

her duty in face of other Male aeiibers.

Sene3;’al M a n a g e r ,R ly ., Mew .Delhi did 

not give any reply to the applicant but conveyed his 

decision through iiy husband Bhri T.s.saxena.

’’8 ® Thao as the reversion wb.b Illegal and

irregular .and against the'principles of natural justice 

so the reversion is liable to be quashed,

f l a i l s  of renedies exhausted!

The applic£:.nt declares that she availed of 

all the remedies available to her mder the relevant service 

rules. The appliccoit represented the case against the 

reversion to Divisional Haiiw^;-Maiiager,H.ii3y . ,Lucjmow 

on 22*7,82 and 17.7.84 (Annezures A- 2  and 1 -4 ) Qxia 

Ghief CoKMercial Superintendent, I.H ly . ,Iew T).sihi ajid 

the General Manager,!.Riy., lew l)eihi januBiy, 1985 

and 25 . 7 .1 9 8 4  respectively (innexure A-3  and #,-5 ) 

but the same was rejected^ by the General Manager,I.Ely.,

Few Delhi (.inne.xure A-1).

8.
Matters not previously filed or pending 
with any other court.

The applicant further aeclarss that she baa not

Contd., * , 7 ,
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previously filed any application, w i t  petition or suit 

j regarding the matter in respect of wiiich tine application

I Mas been made before any court of Law or siny other

autkoriiy or any other Bench, of tlie Tribimal and nor
i

any such application, \¥rit petition or suit pending

 ̂ before any of them,'
I ' '

Relief sought;
■I

In view of the facts luentioned in para 6 

above the applicant prays for the following reliefs?- 

’ Honourable Cour-t may pi® be pleased to
I

I quash the reversion as menti-a'ned in Annexure A-1.
■i  ̂ '

2* Issue direction in the nature of Mandaraus

! to the respondents to promote her in grade Bs*700-900

t i'roffl 31.8.1981 and

i 5.  ̂ a direction to tlie respondents to fix  the

j the and pension of the applicant

j in grade Rs*700-900 and its arrears including gratuity,

leave encashment etc. to the applicant a n d /S L e q u e n t ia l

benefits,

I

^  \ Because the applicant was the senior-most

: over northern Eailviay and was pronotea against non-
I . • ^

: selection post in_grade Es. 700-900,

f .
Because the -applicant earned one increnent. 

i 3- Because the applicant was promots4 as

; divisional Chief lnspector(Ticket) on 1 .8 .1980  after

j seeing the confidential reports/records

4. Because the reversion order was not served

‘ applicant and the applicant ^J^^^^te d  verballj".-

=harge sh e et^3s  issued to the

applicant nor any enquiry was held nor any show cause

applicant.
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7 , Because the reversion was illegal, bad in Law

and against the principles of natural justice,

8 .  Because the reversion of tke applicant was 

ar'bitrarj and one sided, and mthout any foundation,

and the reversion was only to give benefit to the other 

persoiB favourite to the authorities.

9.9 Because it violates the Article 311(2} of the

Indian Constitution, as no opportunity was ever given 

to the applicait.

Interim order if any prayed for? NILe

1%  Particulars of 'Fostal order in r8s;fF;ct of the

application fees

1.« lo. of Indian Postal Orders

2 o lame of the issuing Post Offices 0 0 % 0 /fiu l  c t ^ L

3. Date of issue of fostal orders x. - p ,

4. Post office at which payables j 0

^^• List of enclosuress-

Prom Annexure Io«i.-1 to

Terification

I ,  Sffit. K.K.Saxena, wife of Shri T.S.Saxena, aged abouj 

62 years resident of 325H Indralok Oolony, 41aiibagh,Lucloiol 

do hereby verify that the contents of paras 1 to 5  are %4/\ 

true to my personal knowledge and paras 9 to 10 believed 

to be true on legal advice and that I have not suppressed 

any material fact . ■

" Signaturejzf of the applicant. |

riaces'Z'X '-

- 8 -
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Singh 
General Manager

f * ■'

DO II0.S-IO8/C /I 762.

E r S  VlAMAQER'S OFFICE 
i^)RTHERN RAILWAY I  !

BARODA HO'JSE, ^ ^  fT ' L

NEW DELHI., 

Dt:2,P September 19^f.

v-i.

My dear Saxena,

Reference. - Your letter dated 2^th July *8^.

After receipt of your letter, I have, 
had the matter examined in detail* I find 
that Smt, K,K, Saxena had been promoted on 
adhoc.basis to Rs,700-900 grade, and when 
her working was found* unsatisfactory,after 
giving due opportunities, she was reverted to| 
the lower grade* She had represented to the 
DRf4 who had reviev;ed the case twice,,

2. It is now too late to do anything in 
the matter, as she has a3j?e_fidy.retired on-, ,
31st July 19^  on superannuation*,

I » V. A ̂  f' !\Jt-I . , J' '

lours sincerely,

( R.P. Singh)

Shri T, S. Saxena, 
325 H, Ihdra Lok, 
P.O. Alambagh

L u m o w .
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BEPORE THE CEKTRia:, A04IKHSTRATIVE TRIBUN,US
** - l'; ■■'

CIRCUIT LUCKNOW* I

iPPLICji.'nOK UtJDg^ SECTION l9 OF THE iSJCMINlSTRATI'^ 

TRIBUNM.S &CT 198 5e

Registration No.

Smt« K.K«sa3cenao

M l

Ul^IOW OF INDIA M D  o t h e r s ®.

Applicsntc
\

ResponcSents <

06MPlLAflOR~mr^2V- ■

Nq o'^2l

■Rbto-stat copy o f  the application
o f  the applicant dated 22«7»82 in 
connection with the Sp pe^  sgainst 
the reversion ©rder®

Mriexu're A-̂ a*

°®Py represent at iDn

p i e f  Commercial Superintendent; 
K«Reilway^Barode H©uSe,Mew Delhi 
dated January, 3.983«

K© '

a page

2 ,

4i

Ph©t©-stat ODpy o f  the reminder o f  

Lucknow!^^^^ ^71.7•84 to DFM/N.Rly*,

M h e ^ r g  ls!ocA*"5fe

Phots^stat copy ©f ttie representation 
made t© sri ReP*singh, the then G»Me# 
N.Rly*„Mew Ddlhi dated 25*7*84 by 
the husband ©f the applicant Sri t «S«
Saxsna^

^  a TTp IS V,iV<a -~7| p y-- -

„ ........

of-^ie gp^ltc6B4;-aatBrt
I . Ctrl <*■ tf* TiVrl T> iT P> I —; «V  M  ̂ ^  

Far use in  Tribunals o ffice . 

Date o f  filings!
-f

Registra-^on Noe

Signature o f  the ^applicant,

Signature,* 

for Registrar®
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Tha lU vlflon tl K allvty N an«|«r, 
H>rth*rn Railway 

Laoknov

a ir ,

Rtgt My proaotion at |;eLvlslbn«r CBlaf
Intpeotor o f  Tlefcftt In Or«700->900(ES)*

I

t v u  »r©i!»ottd t» omoliiti Ibj* th» tbov# 
font on l««il9ao and «ork#d to ny b«it oipiolty 
A>r aort than « y«ar wHtn X vaf luddfntly rtftrttdl 
to tht lov«r gr«d« without afilgniii «ny rtison or 
warning* Zn thlt connection. I aay tXao be peraitt«d 
to stfttf that diring tht entire period of ny aervlc'e 
Of o?er 36 yeart, including the period of officlptlng 
aa BCIX'on promotion, never a warning or any edverafi 
coinaenta had been paaaed on ly working, Thua, the 
audden rereralon was a great ahoolc to ae.
2«

I thought and fe e l that betbre aueh ultlfflste 
action wat taken agatnat JBt, I  ahould have been 
a t l t a i t  given an opportanlty to explain my poaltlon 
or given a warning to ini prove I f  I was In e fflc leM , 
which I. under at and ahoiild have been done under the 
extant ru le  a and ordera iaaued by the Railway BOflra#

Thia has put ae. to heavy fluanelsX lo iS  
in  aiy gratu ity , Penal on and PF, In order that 
I May prove ay worthy I oneeagnin reqaest yoti to 
kindly give ae an opportunity to show that I an not 
th&t In e ffic ie n t as I have been auppos^d to be*

I  hope, you wiU vsry Idndly review ay 
Case and paaa the re q i^ s ite  ordera*

I

Dt* July 22, 1982

tour a fa ith fu lly ,

(Sat. K.K. SiUtSNA) 
Ohief Inipector (H eketa) 

Hi Rly« Lucknow 
(on leave)

V

A .
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to i j w w M  < - ^^y

Iii« Chief CoiamerciAl Supdt*, 
^ortliern iiailvajTt 
Headguaxters Offlo®,
Baroda House, Hew Delhi*

Through proper chaaael.

V-i

Sir,

Sub;- Appeal agaiaet my jr^veraloa from the
of Divl.GIf L&O In fical© 700-900(SS) ^  

the pottt of CIt In ecale • 550-750(iS ).

In thie connection I preferred ah ftpp«al to DBM 
I.KO la Sept.81 which was followed hy an appeal to 
CCS NDLS with a copy to DaP. LKO in BometimeB Ija 1982 
wh«o ao reply to ay appeal i«te received fro* IJRH LKO •

It is aow more thaa a year that even a d^»^8ion 
from your end also ie not available to »« ^

continue to euffer financially and also a »ueh jh»4lor 
man .to m has wrongly b«8n allowed to enjoy a higher 
status and a higher salaiy*

I , therefore, respectfully reaind youx*
honour to very lciadl>- communicate to me your ▼^'J^Dle 
decision. iEhis is all the more aeoe8saJ*.y due to tlw 
fact that I bave oal '̂ one year «i^ht raonths to se.rve 
when I will fiot superanuated and flnalXy retired*
■ms period I feel is necessary for me to sew 
redressal against the ia4«ettice done to me 
of̂  all the extant rules and orders of tli« adffiinis fcx^tion 
onthe sutolect of adhoc promotion partKJUlarl^f when the 
senior motit ea. loyee after havin^j rendered more thaa 
5t) years of good and satisfactorj services without 
«uiy blamish whatsoever during this long legal service 
is involved.

It is, therefore, requeatad that I may be favoured 
mith your decision on my appeal within a for'taaight.

tours fuithiVilly,

'TJaUefl.■'"■’■■■TTTDTr

Copy to&- LKO for inforsiation and neoessiary action.

Advance copy to; OCb S .a . Ed„j,rs.Office,Baroda House, 

Hew Delhi.

p L r (T C j ^
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P ^ I C f k  ' C o . t . ^ ^  V r U o j ^

The D,R«M. N, Rly 
uicknow.

Rei Non^lapoaal of iqr appeals

s s j s w / r S ^ / ™  s . . '
prodeoesor as well aa ccs 550/750 to your
baok« But It ia no'fe yo  ̂ alsost two yoars
that the admlnlatratiAn h but unfortunate
this n im p T m tU r  i n ^ ^ ^  d liS ^r o f
years and I am rotlrinJ noS^^ti ®£ ^han two
about 2 waairii r*%. t i?? 31 st oJf July fC^) aftetj*
f i ^ l y  tS lSti«»2*f.^ therefore revest you niw 
I have learnt that ^he decision of the CCS as

adopted In your office to”harm*mo 
into thl8 & favour me with f  re“ y.

another w r a " t r y o S ? " h M ™ , ^  •“battted 
baeeleea WMrka of the &
82-83 as a wneeouenoe of »h??h^ !P  ®  for
benefit of upcralatlon Jas denied even the
loss In m  K r o X  m anclal
In April >», was ny SIrt takon •Moroed
for the period endLrSrJS^^f J”*® oonslderatlon

beseless'’repo“J t r M ' l S l y ® " L ^ ; ! e d ® ^ i t ^ r * " *

how I had ^en^dlflorfmfvJ^Jf appeal as to
deliberate
discredit me in the &vtZ i)CS to not only to
«e financially? junlorl but alsS to hann

of justice whlch*?^h»dSin^h*^^^®*^t^®^^^ ®ense
I have yet b e J r d L l e f  JSe to you

Oustice'which y o S ^ ^ ^ J o ^ A T p o 'L e ls r "

Please take^^deJifliSn®?^^^^?^^ could
clal losrl a ls ^ e ^ b U  
a lon« & blameleas^eiJl?! o? 38 y^rs

k ^ f f ^ 7 2 2 .

If

/ 4 4 u v v ^

Yours faithfully

Smt K*K, Saxezia,

C  /.T  i/0u\Â î -A4̂

ftd.Vn
Cj i S jl
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Jl>' ?  Q C ' ^  ̂ 4\ru^ ^

r«ri'.?nftliAn|, P M ia S P lL a j.

Phone 50782

2(25 B Xndra hok

P*0« Alanbagtii Luckncw

Dt 7#84,

; Hy d«ar R«P» Singh Sahib#

1* Aa a last reaorti to «ave ny wife Smt K»K« Saxena 
C«Z,T« N« Rly Vaniatli rttlrlng after a fev days 31 at 
July, from heavy financial lossesi due to the the unsorupu 
«lous behaviour of your two Sr« BCSs at Luotmow X an 
writing this letter to you in the hope that you vill 
oertainly reotil^the in^stioe done to her and oblige 
your old oolleag^ and friend*

2* Ky vife has rendtrsd a total of over 38 years 
blaaeless service. But during the period of a Uttle 
oyer two years only during 82-83 one of these two worthie* 
found her absolutely worthless* These two officers 
viz. ghri Han^ «  Shrl Bisht never liked to tell her 
so or call for her remark# on the basis of any of their 
inspection notes*

, Shf „hel<L-the prtstnt post slnoe 1961 and dnring. 
ti this long period of over 20 years no other officer h ^  

w y  suhh complaint against her as to make suoh a remaxii
®* ’•“•J lw *  for tte pariod 82-83(l.e,)'Ab8ol.utely 

not fit for promotion*^ '

^  On 1st of August 1980 on the basis of a blameless 
record of sem ce she was promoted from her existing 
grade of 550/750 to the next higher grade of 700/900 
as a permanent vacancy of DOIT occured on UCO Diva, as

^  Division, but 
jntire N* Rly in her cadre* This arrangement 

H? ® sele^ion post under the control
of Hd. Qrs Office It no seleoted person was available.
She continued to offioiate without any cosplalnt whatsoever

4.̂ 2* X?®® **** Kanda suddenly reverted
h w  with effect from 1*8*81 in violation of Rly.Bd»s

aU ^ as re^fteSr^’ *̂ * ''ithout giving her any w ^ ^ s  at

5* Appeal was made to DfW and Z even met Mr* Chatta» 
but no decision was given for almost a year* Then an 
appeal was made to CCS through DRM. but no official reply 
aboutCCS’ decision has been given till today* X have 
however learnt from Shrl J*P* Chaubey's letterCcopy 
enclosed) in Hay last that CCS had ordered her to oe 
restored to her position as DCXT in scale 700/900 
Xt seep Mr Bisht î̂ e present Sr BCS felt slighted and 
hence he issued an adversi CR in iSTov* 83 for the poriod 
•nding March 83(i*e*) after a laose of 8 months(perhaps 
against Rules) with the motive wat he may not «ml|r 
implement CCS*s order* The then DI91 perhaps also 

j ■ ' " ■
Contd*«,.2
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«^ ^ r t e d  him. This was a very uMcniplous wav of

( 4 c I ^

Sifit f»5^® adverse CR decUred her to be •It for promnt^np

two g r e d e s K r f h t r h S S “J''"”“  "**■ *  «van
hllhlr 1™ di®SL*7SS/SSS ?2J*-!?* *"« of the

« ®ven the Dene
was snatched from her & staff even

in the CR(aa commented upon by the Sunrem® r^arks

S s r i : X " “  ; « ! . r

j ® S h e  says her eanilnas can 4̂  1 coBqpared with that of DCIT UO) whose works
herst as both have considerable office work

witfDRM ot m a  dc correspondance
J i ™  S?m u however can not be com»^red with 
those CITs who work as squa^ incharges on trains*

9* Another Important point to mention la that sneh 
^  were also given to eight station maSterS S d  a

Schedule caste) at Varanasi.
the on one consideration or

benefit of iqpgradatlon was to be 
allowed to them. But In her case her appeals was given 
no consideration at all. Another appeal handed over to 
the pwsent DRM over two months b a ^  Is still pendine 
though she Is retiring within a f e r d a y a r W f ^ s t ®
S S i?  persuaded to be taken back which
nne u e®ph remax̂ c fully| on the suggestion of the 
DCS, who promised her that U  will get ffJiStlfled!
thl ® ê was being bluffed as

r s E 'T 'f

Contd« , . » 3
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10f Thare was yet another atteoipt by Sr DCS 
to spoil her CR for the period eMlng Maroh *84 by 
wltholdlng TtA« Bill for (January 64 still unpaid 
and asking ACs to obtain her explanation through a 
confidential letter No ACS(1 )Mlac/Conf/84 dt 7»3t84* 
one of the charges was as to why she had visited DRM 
office 4 times in the month* I am sure never anyone 
else has been asked to explain such visits § as she was 
the only target for an adverse CR* This letter was 
duly & satisfactorily replied & no further cosmunication 
has ao far come to her# Thus despite good earnings 
9( good work the Sr DCS never liked to grant her the 
benefit ofupgrading as his only baselss adverse CR for 
the period ending ^«83  had sealed her fate* even though 
p upgrading was enforced in April 84 & onwax^s imto June 
i*e, after her last good performance for the period 
oekto® 83»84f if~

* These are some of the important facts of the ease 
and in my opinion a vigilance enquiry is needed to 
ptmiah the suilty & alleviate the Inju]^ to ay wife 
both financially and physically aSvL̂ wMfc-affeer reversion 
she Is on regular treatment for Hyper^Tension, But 
ultimately it has to be your decision as to how this 
^tter  should to desposed off so that she does not suffer 
U ie  long on a/c of reduced pension & DCRO,

can be called for from CCS as 
the D W , I hope you have trust in what I have 

written *  will surely take necessary steps very early 
to get her ;}U8tlce without any discrimination/

With great regards*

4

V

7

I am very sincerely yours

SxtK
(T»S<iSaxena)

: •


