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- i  CENTRMi AmiNISTRATIVE TRIBUNE

^  LUCKNCW BSNCri

LUa<NOT

Original Application No , 329 of 1990 (L)

M angali Prasad  ............ % p l l e a n t

Versus

Union of India
& others .........  Respondents

^  H o n 'b le  M r, S .N , Prasad, Judicial Member
H o n 'b le  Mr. V .K ,  Seth , A .M . ____ _

( 3y Hon, Mr. S .M , Prasad, Judicial Member)

The applicant has approached this Tribunal 

for d irecting  the respondents to refund his 5 days
r
1/

salary Rs. 324/- which has been deducted from

his  salary for Sept, 1987 despite the facts

, .. that the applicant was on duty from 7 ,1 1 ,8 7  to

1 1 ,1 1 ,8 7 .  and further the r^esDOndents be directed 
)

V

to pay Rs, 364/- against his T .A . claii-r\̂.-,'. made 

by him for the period from 2 .9 ,8 7  to 1 2 .9 ,8 7  

during which he had been on duty at out statiOQ^,

2 ,  B r ie f ly , stated  the facts  of the case

^  ^ .interalia  are that the applicant vjas deputed to

escort damaged coach No, 50C6 GS Sx . Aishbagh 

Junction , N .S .  Railway; to IZM Workshop as per 

order of the respondent No . 2 , The appliCB.nt

and tx-jo other persons namely Garjoo, Carriage 

F itte r  and Sri Ayodhya Prasad, K halasi, were

also deputed to escor-tthe same coach and the 

cofich was attached with Dn, Juglar Goods Train 

on 2 ,9 .0 7  and reached at Iza t  ^^agar Shop on 1 0 ,9 ,8 '  

as per details  given below

2 .9 .8 7  By Dn, Jugglar Ex-ASH at 16 ,20

3 .9 .8 7  Reached MLN,.at 10 ,36
s
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4 .9 .8 7  H alt  at as there /̂̂ as no power,

5 .9 .8 7  L e ft  r-ILN at 21.40  by '̂- 3C Sp l.

6 .9 .8 7  L e ft  BC by K3J Sp l. at 4 .2 0  as 

coach vms not detached by CI^L — 

order reached KSJ at 8 .3 0  hrs.

7 .9 .8 7  L e ft  KS3 by m  2 Up for BC at 

2 h rs .

7 .9 .8 7  Reached B,C at 16 .40

8 .9 .8 7  SSayed at B.C for want of power.

9 .9 .8 7  L e ft  B .C  at 21 .55  for IZN .

9 .9 .8 7  Reached IZ^T at 22 .15

1 0 .9 .8 7  By shunting Pilot  to IZN-Shop

On 1 1 .9 ,8 7  the applicant made over the charge of the 

damaged coach to the workshop authorities and after 

receiving letter  Mo, M /2077 dated 1 1 ,9 ,8 7  from Works 

Manager/IZT-T Workshop, le ft  for Lucknow by 25 Up at 23 

hrs . for IZN and reached at HQ at 10 hrs./ JlAnnpxure-2) .

\

3 . The main grievance of the applicant appears

to be that despite several representations^made to the

authorities concerned.dated 1 2 .1 .8 8  and 1 .5 .8 8  which are

Annexure A-8 & A-9 respectively# nothing m aterialised

sofar ; the applicant has approached this Tribunal.
I A

4 .  This is noteworthy that despite ample 

time and opportunity having been afforeded to respondents 

for filin g  C ,A , ,  no C^A, has been f ile d  and as such the 

averments made by the applicant in the 0 .A . to the effect  

that the  alDove representations i . e .  Annexure A-8 & A-$ 

havi®^ not been decided sofar remain uncontroverted,

5 . Having considered all the facts and 

circumstances of th© case and all aspects of the matter 

we find it  expedient that the ends of justice  would be
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served i f  the respondents are directed to decide above 

representations of the applicant( Annexure A-8 &  A-9) 

by reasoned and speaTcing order in  accordance -with the 

extant rules and^ regulations and to redress the grievance 

of the aoTolicant vjithin a period of two months from the 

date of recei;^t of the copy of this  judgment > and we 

order accordingly.

6 , It  is made clear that in case if  the

above representation i . “ , Annexure A-8 &. A-9 are not 

readily  available  v^ith the respondent :; 3 i . e .  Sr .

D ivisional Personal O fficer , N .E .  Railway?;, Hazratgani, 

Luckno^j then in that case, the apolicpnt furnish 

fe copy thereof to the respondent No. 3 within a period 

of 10 days from the date of the receipt of the cor>y 

of the judgment to enable to decide the above 

reoresentations vjithin the aforesaid  specified  neriod 

of tim e.

0
Girish /-

• ^he application of the applicant stands

disposed of as above. No order as to costs.

U  ^ ...

Admn. Member 

Ducknow; Dated 1 5 ,1 2 .9 3
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In The Central Aj^ciinistrative Tribunal, Anahabad. 

^urcuit'Bench, Iticknow,

^lalm No. of 199p._

'A-

A

X

X

A

Maogali Prasad • • •

versus

Union of India and others...

I M E.,X

Applicant

Respondants.

«.No.

1.

2«

4.

5

Particulars Page No,

I  to 9 

lo

II iolZ

Application 

Application for 

Condonation for dela^^

Affidavit in support of 

application for delay 

Povjer

AnneKUre No.i (complaint of Garjoo & 
y^yobhya Pd. B/8-G-S7)

” Ko.33A( letter of Uv-S/UK .

• No. li/Gonf/87 D/8-9-87 ’ ^

” No. 2 ( -̂ ovy of Manager
Izatnagar Ho.i-i/2077

"■̂ t̂. 11-9-87)
» - iio.3 (KeT)Ort D/1  2-9-87

to
»' Ho.4 (i’iinor.i'-emo of ^harge

Sheet No.l'i/54/’2/î P‘I'i 
GNW C t .9-9-87  ̂

l'Jo.5 (Pa.y slip of 5 days)
No.6 (T.A Bill for 9/87).
No.7 (defence Statements 

ii/a4-2-S8)
No.8 (Bepreseutation d /i 2-1-88)
No.9( " ^l-6-88)'i3 ^

,j^K o t j^ _e ;ji/§ ..,^ .:G __^ ______

II

It

it

ti
n
«

n

18

H

2 o
2 .1  M

2c k 3 l

i4icknovj:

Dated ; 2o -9-1990 Applicant



o

\ iV. '2 .. Tribuaol
Cent'''''

CKcmt ';e<:'ca. ^  . A ^

Date of ' f ‘
i .K  of R c ip. V,,

Beauty Rcgistrar(Ji

In The Central Administrative Trlbunalj Allah^bsdj 

Gircuit Bench, -uuckno'w.

Claim lo. of 1990.

■ A .

t

-A-

X
A

\ . i

Mangali Prasad, aged about 43 years son of late BAil, 

resident of Railiv’as/ «^uarterNo.ir-36-Aj MOWA.IYA, Hallway 

Colony, Char|[agh, luckno^, at present is'orking as H*TXR 

under C .W .S /U I , N .E .Ely ., Iticknois

Applicant*

versus

! •  Union of India through G.M., H.E.Bly.j 

Ck)rakhpur«

2* Divisional HechaDical'B^nginesr j C & 1a[, N .E.Eiy., 

Hazratganj, ioAcknovj.

3. Sr.iiivlsional Personal Officer, M.li.Klyj Hazratganj, 

luckno^,
Eespondants.

!•' i^etalls of ^^pllcation*

Particulars p£>>‘r.d.er a^Ln,s.t. vjhigh.: apDllcatloiL.ls 

made*-

i. Un-disposed Memorandum of Charge Sheet No*

• H /54/ 2/BRI4/G '& W' dated 9-9-87 under Buie H

of B.S ( D 6c A ) Eule 1968 , ^ith reference 

to Annexure K0.4 *

ii . -̂ ledUGtion of 6 days salary Bs.SSi/- from 7-9-S7 

to 11-9-89 vilth reference to Annexure No.5*
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iii . Kon-payment of T.A billamount Rs.364/- payable 

vdth the salary of October, 1987 ■with reference 

to Annexure Ho.7.

2. Jurlsdtction of The Tribunal.

The applicant declares that the subject matter of 

the order against which he wants redressal Is within 

the jurisdiction of tills Hon’ble Tribunal.

3* I'lmltatlon.

The applicant further declares that the application 

is \dthln the limitation period prescribed in Section 

21 of the Administrative Tribunal Act. 1985.

4. Facts of the Gase.

^  l .^ ^ ^ t ^ t h e  applicant ^as deputed to escort damaged

^  " coach ifo.5006 l^.Aishbagh Junction, N.B.Rly.,

to 122'̂  tJorkshop as per order of the rtespondant-2.

11. That two other persons namely Garjooj Carriage 

Fitter and Sri Ayodhya Prasad, iQialasl, were 

also d^uted to es<fcord the same coach*

ill. That the coach was attached with lin.Jugl^i

Goods Train on 2-9-87 and reached

at Izat Wagar S-hop on 10-9-87 as per details

 ̂ given below j -

^-9-87 Ey Bn.Jugglar at 16.20.

3-9-87 Beach at 10.36.

4-9-87 Halt at KIN as thpre was no p6wer»
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5-9-87 left MilJ at 21.40 by Bpl,

6«9-S7 Reachea B.C at 4 hr s. '

6-9"-87 left B.C by- Bpl.at 4.20 as ^oafih ms

not detached by GTNL- order reached''IS'J 

at 8.30 hrs. _  ■ .

7--9-87 left by AB 2 Up for Ki at 2 hrs.

>  7-9-87 Eeaehed B.tJ at 16.40

if 8-9-87 Btayen at B.G for viant of po-wer*
■i ’ ■ ' ■ ■ . ,

9-9-87 left B.C at 21.55 for 1 ^ .

9-9-87 Eeached at 22.15.

10-9-87 By shunting Pilot to I2i-Shop.

4. That on 11-9-87 the e^plicant made over the charge 

Of the damaged coach to the T̂ ôrkshop authorities and 

after receiving letter No.M/2077 dated 11-9-87. from 

Works ^ianager/IZM Work Shop, left for Mjcknovj by
• 2S'  . ‘

^  Up at 23 hrs. for and reached at HQ at 10 hrs.

The photostat copy of is annexure forming part

^  of this application Annexure

5. That on reaching at I«ckno«, the applicant submltte 

his report along -witti the Work Shop Manager's letter 

cited above to The photostat copy of the

report is linnexure forming part of this application 

is Annexure Nq .3*

That the aforesaid 2 men S/3ri Garjoo. Fitter and 

Ayodhya ft?asadj dalasi , idho ¥ere also deputed to 

escort the damaged coach, ’̂ent upto Bareilly City only 

and returned back by encashing return journey E.D 

Pass, on ^-9-87 by 25 Up \i!i-ttiout informing the
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applicant under a coiaspirac3? against iiie applicant.

7* That Sri Balesh^ar Te’wail has been
y  ,

keeping mal intention against him since long, 

managed to pressurise 3 /S ii  Gar joo and Ayoahya Pd. 

to give false complaint and submitted a false report 

to iE^licate him ^hich are annexed forming part of 

this petition as Annexure lo .i and 1-A.
I

8. That the said % i  Baleshwar ri .̂Te-wari CVB/UH also 

managed to get issued a Memorandum of Charge Sheet 

No.V54/2/l)BtI/G & W dated 9-9-87 for minor penalties 

R II of E.&- (&&-9A ) Eule 1968 containing false 

allegation of his absence 'while escorting the 

damaged coach. A copy of the said ^̂ harge Sheet is 

annexed forming part of this application as 

Annexuie I 0.4 . •

9* That a deduction of Bs*33S:/- 'was also made from the • 

salary bill for ‘ihe montii of September, 1987 for his 

alleged absence from'duty from 7-9-87 to 11-9-87*

A copy of the Pay Slip is annexed forming part of 

this application .as AnnexUre No.5 .

10. Th® ^ri Balesh-war Tewari GV^/UN also managed to

disallow his T.A bill for Rs»364/r for the month of , 

September concerning to the period he was duly 

escorting the damaged coa<th. A photostat copy of the 

T.A bill is annexure forming part of this application 

as Annexure Ho|6«
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11 . That the applicant submitted his defence statement 

to the .Memorandum of ^harge ^h^t* lef eired to alxDve

, ( after receipt of the necessary doc aments ) on 

a4-2!-S8. ( the delay In submission of the defence

is Respondant I?o. 2 . A photostat copy ofthe defence 

statement is annexed hereisiith forming part of the 

application as Annexure No.7.

12. That respondants Nos. 2 and 3 ha-oe neither finalised 

the Memorandum of Charge Sheet nor paid his deductiiu
£Wi* ev^'
of Salary Bill and T,A bills referred to above in

paras 8, 9 and 10 of this application.

V

A-

13. That the payment of his T.A Bill amount and the 

refund of his 5 days- salary are inter-linked witii 

the disposal.of Memorandum of Charge Sheet by the

„  T- h ju ^
tiespondants Nos. 2 and 3 ifJhich they have differed

A/

UptiU now i.e even after a lapse of 2t years. 

.^_pui?ds of Beliefs with legal provisions.

1« because the applicant had been on duty from 

2-9-87 to 12-9-87 F.N and deduction of 5 days 

pay from the salary for tfce month of September, 

1987, has no justification and it is arbitrary

actions of the Eespondants Nos. 2 and 3*

2. Because the applicant has submitted his T.A bill 

supported by the certificate from the Guard of 

each and every train on which he travelled during 

the escorting of the damaged coach, 'Withholding 

atifl non-payment of his T.A bill amount is a



>

malafiae action agaiast him.

3« -because the payment of salaiy and T.A bill 

is a civil right which can not be denied in 

an arbitrary manner*

^  4. Because the respondants have failed to dispose

of the minor i’̂ morandum of Charge within 6

montiis and even after the lapse of ^  years,
\

the in^utation charge can not be used against 

the applicant.

6 • Retails of Bemedies e:^haustef .̂

The applicant declared that he has availed of all:;the^ 

remedies available to him under the relevant service 

rules. ; ’

(1) That the applicant made his first representation

^  against the deduction of 5 days salary on tS H M S
W ^

The copy of the representation is annexed to this 

application forming part thereof as Annexure Uo.8.

> ■ ' ■

(2) That the applicant aade his second representation 

dated 1-6-88 to the Bespondants Nos. 2 and 3 for the 

non payment of his T.A amount Es*364/-- and for refund 

of his 5 days salary amount ls.33i/- to respondsnts 

Wos. 2 and 3* A copy of his representation is 

annexed herewith forming part of this application

as Annexure No.9 .

- 6 -

Y

(3) That the applicant served Upon the Respondants Nos. 

1 to 3 a registered notice under Section 80 G.P.G, 

through his counsel for the payment of his pay and 

T.A. a photocopy of the said, notice is, annexed scs
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forming pait of this appllcatian as Annexure No.lO*

(4) That 1)681363 the above cited representation and 

notice, the applicant has been seeking regular 

intexvieiais “with the Eespondants Nos. 2 and 3 for 

the disposal and finalisation of the i'̂ emorandum of 

Minor <̂ harge Sheet, but all the time, there had 

^  been verbal assurances, with no result.

7. Ifettars not Dsviously filed.or pen4ln_g._il:ai

anv other court.

The applicant further declares that he has not previously 

filed and application, vo?it petition oj? suit regarding 

the matter in respect of this application has been made, 

before any court, or any other authority or any other 

Bench of this Tribunal , nor any such application or 

suit is pending before any of them.

- 7 “ '

8. Helj.e£„.§ongbJb:

That in vievi of the facts mentioned in para 6 above the 

applicant pragfs gor the follovfing reliefs i -

(1) That tliis Hon'ble Tribunal be pleased to direct the 

respond an tsj^o refund his 5 -days salary P£*32V~ 

arbitrarily-*deducted from his salary for ^^ept.l9S7j 

because the applicant was an duty from 7-11-87 to 

11-11-87. ' •

l i )  That this Hon’ble Tribunal be further pleased to 

direct the gesppndants to pay Rs.364/- against
/A//'

his T.A claimed by him for the period froui 2-9-87 

^to 12-9-87 durlag 'Which he had been on duty at 

out station. ||
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(iii) To set aside or quash the ioipugaea.Hemoraadum

of Charge for Hinjsr penalities, issued by
*V , **

Respondant No. 2 vide his No.1-1/54/2/ 

dated 9-9-S7 under Buie 11 of R.S ( D oc ll )

Rule 1968 on false and concocted grounds.

(iv) To a-waid the applicant the cost of the 

application.

Interim order. If anv. nrfived for.

That this Hon‘ble Tribunal be pleased to restrain tlie 

Respondants from iiaposing any penality on the basis of 

the impugned Hemorandum of ^harge ( /̂̂ itb reference to 

Annexure N0.4 ) because on the receipt of the notice 

frora the Hoa’ble Tribunal, the Respondant Mo. 2 may 

ic^ose minor penalities against him to defeat the ends 

^  of justice in the present application.

^  10. Mode of Filing this applicatian*

jfeesented personally in Office.

11. Particulars of Bank Draft/Postal t-̂rder 

Filed in respect ofa annllcation feei

Postal Order No. ox S '1 

^alue Es. S'o/-"

Dated i Zo . ‘i.



'1

- 9 -

12. 1̂ 3St of Baclosuiesi

b.Ho» PaTtlculais Page Ho.

X

)

V

A

Anoexure Wo.i GomplaiQt of Garjoo d 
Aj^odhya Pd* Q/8-9-87

II Wo.lAUony of letter of Gipfi/iJN 
No.^V'^oaf/87 Dt. 8-9-87

No.2- Hiotostat copy of ¥/Shop 
lianaeer, Izat Wagai 
No.IV2077 At.l 1.9-87

No. 3 Pnotostat copy of Keport 
•^t.12-9-87 by applicant 
to Gva/UN.

No.4 Minor Memorandum of
^harge Sheet no.l4^54/2/CJKI  ̂
G W  Dt. 9-9-87.

No.5 Pay Slip deduction of 
5 d3j>.s pay.

No.6 T.A bill fsr 9/87 
(enclo;7)

No.7 Defence Statement of 
applicant D/s4-2-88

1

2 

2

” No.8 Kepresentation Dt. 12-1-88 1

II Hq,9  h ‘ ' 1-6-88 I

« No. 10 Notice 80 GPU 2

H . m RJFIUATluN;

Ij i-langali Pd. s/o BAxAI, aged 43 years Tfjorking as 

HT:Si in the uffice of G»^/i*rN N.li^-.Hly., R/o Ely.quarter 

No.I/-36-A.afi0WAm î ail-way Golony, '^harbagh,Micknov} do 

hereby verifs? that the contents of paras i ,2  (4-1 to 4-13), 

6 ,7 , 9 to 12 are true to personal kno>0-ed'ge and paras 3 

6, 8 and 9 are believed by me to be true on legal advice 

and thzt I have not suppressed any material fact.

Date*

PXaoe: Signature of applicant.
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In The Central Administrative Tribunal, Allahabad, 

Cure it Bench, I«cknovi. -

Claim No. -Of-J-QgOi

1-langali i^asad Applicant

versus

Union of India and others... iiespondants.

Apallcation for Condonation of i>elas,«

For the facts and circumstances mentioned in 

the accompanying affidavit, it is most respectfully 

prayed that the delay in filig the' aforesaid application 

before this Hon'ble Tribunal under Section 19 of the 

Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985, may kindly be 

condoned, in the interest of justice.

4

i«Gkno-w •

^ated i2o  -9-1S90.

L
Counsel for the Applicant.
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In The Central Administrative Tributial, Allahabad, 

Curclt Bench, iiicknovj.

w:.A Ho

■OUfiT
abao

Mangali Pxas&a--.....

versus

jsppiicant.

Union of India, through The General fenager, North^^^^'^
n

R8,ilvja3?, Gorakhpur, and others.

Bespondants.

AEFXDAVir in suT)POrt of the at)Plication 

Under Section 19 {Act Ho. 13 of 1985 )

To„, Th e u e n : ^ . ^ a i ] 3 u n a l ^

'jjucknô /j for condonation of delay.

I, l%ngali Prasad j aged about 43 years son of 

late BAIAI, resident of Railway s^uarter No.i-36-A 

M«0\#.IIA, Ijoco Colony, ^harbagh, Xuckoow, do hereby 

soieffln:|.y affirm and state on oath as under '• -

1. That the'deponent is the petitioner in the aforesaid 

application and as such he is -well conversant i îth 

the facts and circumstances of the case deposed 

hereinafter*

2. That the deponent v̂ as served \dth a ifemoranduia of. 

Charge Sheet No,ii/5^/2/D^lV^ & W dated 9-9-19S7 for 

minor penalities under Buie ll of R .I  ( D ocA.I) Eule
r

1968, containing fake allegations about his absence 

from duty while escorting 5006 (S- damaged coach 

Sbc.A®HBAGH-i22?J Work Shop



- 2 -

X

V

V

That the deponent in his d'efenfie statement on 

2S-2-CS has alleged that Sii Baleshwai Tev;ari 

GVS/UH had been keeping mal intention against 

him, anu so he has got him implicated on false 

charge of absence from duty -with sonsequential 

deduction of 5 d^ys pay from 7-9-S7 to 1 1 .9.87 

and non-payment of his T.A bill for September, 

1987.

4» That the respondants nos. 2 and 3 had been assuring 

’ the depo,nent all the time to look into his case, 

and the deponent believing their assurences as a 

gentleman’ s promise, could not file'application 

before this Hon'ble Tribunal le/ith the pErlQd of • ' 

also prescribed in Section 21 of the Administrative 

Tribunal Act, 1985.

5. That the delay in filing the present application 

before this Hoa’ble Tribunal is not -intentional, but 

owing to his reliance on the false assurances of the 

respondants nos. 2 and 3 , who have not even after a 

lapse of 2k been able to dispose; of minor i'lemorandum 

of uharge-Sheet pending against the d^onent for 

their disposal.

6. That novi the applicant has no efficacious remedy 

available but to revoke the jurisdiction of this 

Hon’ble Tribunal to meet the ends of justice.
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7. That it is expedient in the interest of justice 

that this Hon'ble Tribunal be pleased to condone 

the delay in filing tiiis application, otherwise 

the deponent will suffer iirepairable loss.

DEPOiqSJ^r.

I  do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that % a t  

is stated in paras 1 to 7 above are true to my own 

knowledge and that I have not suppressed any material 

•fact. This verification is signed by me at 

on the 1*̂  day of September, 1990*

BBPONSI®

I  identify the the signature of the 

deponent who has signed before me*

o  . ^
Advoc ate«

) A
uiiiie' 

Advocate

c « .

e . I ujV\-jQ ux̂

I <-> ' W- H'
f (a V ’ i f

n * -V'wJr
^•W ^  ^  y

IcAj V /^
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g.lala Petjtiori No, of jggo.
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>
V

I^ngali Prasad

Union Of India and 

others

Applicant

versus

Respond ants.

ANjjEa:uHc; __ f =4, j

I ■ ■ i A
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tfii ĤTTvIDTT  ̂ ^  > ~*v w  _ < a
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In The Central Administrative Tribunal, Allahabad. 

Circuit Bench  ̂ Incktiov.

Clala Petition No, of 199Q»

A
Kangali Prasad . . .  Applicant

versus '

Union of India and

o'fchers Respondants.

ANNEZURBI- n o , 2 _

j
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In The Central Aaministratlve Tribunal, Allahabad. 

__Clrcult Bench. Iiickno^ .̂ ,

Claim Petition No. of 199Q.

X

>

>Jangali Prasad

Union of India and 

others

Applicant

versus

Respondants,
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In The Central Administrative Tribunal, Allahabad 

-9-lrcuit Bench. lucknov.

Claim Petition No, of i99Q.

A

A

Mangali Prasad

Union of India and 

others

Applicant

versus

Respondants.
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Sir,

THROUGH PROPER CHANNEL

Sub I Represent&tIon against Minor Memo 
Ho. M /^lf/2/DRM/C^ dt. 9«.9-198? _

The following submissions are made for your 

perusal and judicious orders

1 ,  That the allegation has been based on the Joint
complaint of S /Sri Ayodhya Prasad, Khalasi and Garjoo, 
Carriage Fitter, which, contains false facts*

2 , V  That I  along with the above staff vent to
Bareilly city, scorting 5006 GS, I  was in tha Guard»s 
Brake whereas they went in 5006 GS, HoweverA they did 
not gee. me in Bareilly city and came back wifciout 
informing me.

3 , That tha ED Pass was jointly prepared I'or us
as per requisition No, 872185 Ex ASH to BC, lS»Do Pass
No* 836926 was issued by BC/A3H on 2 /9 /8 7 *  a«>quisition 
for Return journey ED Pass was given"to Sri Garjoo who 
got it  encashed on 7 /9 /8 7  by 25 Dp. It ts wrongly 
stated that the E .D . Pass Acquisition was encsished by 

them on 6 /9 /8 7 .

If, That I being responsible supervisory staff had
not to leave the assignment undone and therefore, had to 
complete it* The datewise workdone by me from 2 /9 /8 7  

to 12 /9 /8 7  is given as under

2-9-87
V9- 87
C 9 - 8 7

5-9-87
6-9-87 
6-9-^

6-9-87
7-9-8 7
7-9-87
8-9-87
9-9-87
9-9-87
10-9 -8 7
11-9-87

11-9 -8 7
12-9 -8 7

By Dn Jagglsr Ex-ASH at 16 .20
Reached MLN at 10.35
Halt at MLN - as thers was no Powor.
Left MLN at by BG Spl.
Reached BC at If hr s.
Left BC by KSJ Spl at if.20 as Coaoh was not
detached by CTNL’s orders
Reached KSJ at 8.30  h;rs
Left KSJ by AB 2 Up for BC at 2/- hrs.
Reached BC 16/»tO
Stay at BC for want of Power
Left BC 21-55 ^or IZK
Reached IZN at 22-15
By shunting Pilot to IZM Shop
It was given writing by Dy Chief Mech.
aigineer/XZN that there was no instructions
from the G .M ./Mech/GKP
Left IZN by 25 Up at 23 /00  hrs
Reached liCO at 10 hrs.

•

5 . That for each and every item of work shown above 
I  am enclosing certificates from Guards of all and each 

concerned train and work Manager/iZN (Eight documents). 
These documents will prove that both the documents, i .e .  
complaint dated 8/ 9 /8 7  of S/Sri Ayodhya Prasad and Gapjoo 
and CWS‘s letter Nd. IVCon/8 7  dated 8/ 9 /8 7  contain false 
facts. / ■ '

contd ..2

Y'l

CO
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6 . That Sri Baleshwar Towarip CWS/LJN bas been keeping 
mal-intention against me since long and thepsfor© 
ffianaged to pressurise S /Sr i  ^o dh y a  Prasad and Garjoo
to give false complaint to implicate me,

7. That with mal-intention and to give it  a oolour 
Sri Baleshwar Tewari CWS/LJN managed to disallow ny TA 
B ill for September 1987 and deduct my pay fop 5 days 
frop 7/ 9 . to 11/9/87o This shovs his prejudlos againsi 
me. Moreover CWS/LJN failed to collect the information 
through CTNl/LJNp IZK regarding the isoveiBent of the 
above Damaged Coach and between the stateiaant given by

™  working under me* Further Cws/
LJN entered in, the Dairy of trains passing/ASH on
5-9 -8 7  as to work Shri Brij Nath Bam TXR/ASB to want 
in place of me and I  was ordered to work at LJN.

8. Again the same wias entered in the same thing in 
the same Diary on 1 0 /9 /8 7  charging me as absent froal 
duties. When I  was send on duty to IZN, Is not it a 
plan of CWS/LJN to blame me as responsible Supervising 
Sv8xx«

9 . Further the statement of mine may please be
confirmed from trains movement records at LJN/IZN 
control. ^

10. Hope your kindself will take this much of trouble 
to confirm the fact from the trains movement o fficial 
Becord and punished the correct man who is in fault 
and tried to Blame the others.

Submitted with the hope that your honour would 
exonerate me of the allegation and  allow ray TA for 
September 1987 and pay fo r  7/9  to 11 /9 /8 7  as the 
allegation is false.

Dated: 

Enel I

Y

Yours faithfully ,

(£ -  ■

( 1-IANGLI PHASAD ) 
HTXVLJN

vVl^ HA}Da r i
Mdvoca.



Pa / o ,

r

Ha The Central Administrative Tribunal, A ll^abad . 

CfircHlt

Mangall Prasad • • •  Applicant

versus 

Union of India and

others* • • •  Eesp0tdants<

AMSCllKi: HQ> 8



y

1

To

(?

Tf.6 LiviaioAui i aiiway -
hj,L.r.ailv.ay, luct.now.

rir,

>

^nbJ- afeiiinst non-pe.y;jfent

\i p«Y> L'ox LBo [^rioa iroia 

to U^-»:Jv7»

t T aost respfccrauiiy iiku t«r stito-tni»t I
neonted ot'ficiaily t<x oacart i.c.iua6e£J r^o>^t6 O'*®
jr y ? H  r«op viot rJH(4J.l/WM l e l t «  f o .M /> > /P S j ^ F ^ I  

dstr.d 2%7*ii7* coaca w«*8 auwcnea
2/ ' q / ^  and the s^;je was nant.tc ovel to tfie 

oS ? n.c oct^intd m  acKno«l«»a&euient ^  w
thr.t feft'cct. J «-s ROKever reieasea tor ®5f
l U  .ci7 and a;;coi'jinay Tetumca t«? K-iX by TJP 

1>.c-.i37. *:

J likfc to Si.7 in ttois r«.£ptct tftat •

for  ̂ dRjs i'ro.ia 7*9»oV to H . ^ c V

deducted iToa my w&£V8* It i»  is® r“1i the?©^^
T bad acted as ref oiucrs oi *iiy Suptraor ano tbex©

5JSS nothing »ronfe an u>y claim*

However, 1 iikfc’to you to
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ta ted.‘ 5C"16~'>yc?»__

'  i 7 '

yours» La

h'lA '̂' LJH

W.

■̂ cvocd̂ e Hi^h Couri 1
' ••}



)

M }

3ii Admloistsative Sslbuiiais

flA,̂ n ,̂f:, ^CklKMiL

A

< ) >

Maog^l Fyasafi #•»

vQ^ns 

0nloo of liiaia ana 

othess# ♦ #♦

%plicaQt

fieSpOGaa»ts«



l\ N  K{ i- il L* /V/ o - ^

x h 'tP ! ^  ^

T̂i

6TM :- dT-6i “̂ -inTr (_7  (10;.(57) mt-m
VJ O.

A
O \

pr<l, 4R >{iK^r c^K?n3? ^-*"^1^1 IV

3Tifi 'V|̂ 4.-

U-<>.S7 c-srr a/c/ly .vr^ ^ / / ^

f(Ti^':> /^r/ -r/̂ ' v /r/?7 7y^cr/ (o c^/.S?

/ L ' 9 ^  8 7 )  '^>/T' >Z>7r 'y/7 ..‘i < / ^ ^  -jJ) yp/Fr-'/ ^

>

<5,;̂ - ^  /7^^o-/ *<cvy - '  o' 0 O  >̂.
n ■ \ ^ S) -Q - cfT /

9> f^ .<f'y<;>/̂ ’ ^ /

) ^^v/V' ✓̂-/?'7'

i /r v /

r. /

m ,;l 
■ V>:

.0
^Ty-^//7/ : j j o l ^  ^c r^y r /^w '^  ^77)ct>ca

i\ ■>'  ̂  ̂ ’,
• cr

( V75/(w/ U<-ir^J
'* O  

i/cvV^ o/^ '/z

C/<(̂ f ^  9r jyo" ■
/ <$. f?5 

o_

f e  

i ! 
t

■ :| t 
: r *

'V7«<

'̂ A0/
4i|t .̂£STF.[>'

JLaw 2.'“
W , l ,̂ HAIDAR

4 dr oca t' H  ?.h Court

l̂i
(^/y D7cv9  y<-//^ J

6>S'



)
Y

a

m x ^ m . %assfi %piicsiit

' vmmw
i . 0 i t ^  «r iaataiCBjs

otti®^*^ B©spsataists#



?■ •

A.. A
Fcoro:
Sri MANGLI PRASAD 

HTXR
N.E# Rly Junction 
Lucknow

Ijlj

THR0UC3H: Sri W .H . Hardani Advocate 

C-1807 Rajajlpurero 

tueknow 226 017

\ 'H' *-

To

JL« Itie Gonoral Manager,
N*E« Railway 
Qorekhpur

i  2* The m visional Railway Manager (Persoiinel)
- W, E* Railway HazretgunJ

Ludcn0W«

Sir,
>

Utder instructions fxoa oy dlesit eboVe nsaetStf’ 2
¥

hereby serve upon you with the r>btic© lisader See* (SPC 

to the following effect s-

O o ■

1 .’ That ray client vide his application dated 3 0 / 1 ^ 3 7  

(copy enclosed) for ready reference, j?equested 5«a to seftsid 

hiia 5 days wages % 324/-» for the pe;dlod 7 - 9-87 to 

deducted froro his pay for the month o f Sept#' 19^:7•

2* That he has not been also paid his T«A* claim aBsoiwi^

in$ to Bj 3 6 4 A  subndtted through T»A. Jburaal fcr the month 

of October 1987 by CWS/LJM on 4 /1 0 /8 7 .

Y
3 • That for the dates, ' ,  he has been iBarkeicI absent^ he

was on duty at out station* He le ft  tuckiww 2 /9 /3 7  for IZW 

escorting 9006 GS and returned to Ludcnow on 12 /9 /87  as per 

following journey performance *-

2-9-87 By Ih Jaggler Ex-ASH at 16 .20

3-9-87 Reached WIN at ID .^5

4- 9«87 Halt at MUM «* as there was m  power

5-9-87 left MIM at 21-40 by EC SdI .

6-9-87 Readied BC at 4 hrs*

& a c h  was not6-9-87 Left BC by KSJ Spl at 4 .SO 
detached by CTflL’ s orders.

X ' / ‘
ATTEiTfv^J

w. H, H

/ \'oca A tl ‘ ':ur1
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neaetsod J ct *» 2 <*■
9*30 t o *

7«9«a? toft KBS by  m  2 Ug> BC et 2A? t o

7 o % 0 f  Hdeehod BC B / 4 0

S«?W37/ Stay et BC fo? Wea  ̂o?

9o9e#7 t©ft BC 2I«*33 for iTf

9 «9 o W  ^aeho(9 l » i  et fi><>i9

Sy shunting HSot to im  Step

U-*9«97 It wes glv«fi «sj tlag by Di/ Odef ŝ css, meim^/lZN 
that th©r0 vas tto InstrartlORS fapora gW I / ^ ^ gkp

teet W i by 23 at h£9

%asfK>d tKO et 10 hCQp

-i'-tC clxJL—t’

4t> That It is ©̂ >©̂ rt© in the <md of jystL^ that ray 

6ll€Kit b& p€ffi,d % iS N ifS i& ^ty WLo Siy& days doductod sale^y 

% 324A» togotte tdth Ms dai® esountLiî  t) % ®54/«. 

ttteot î thfisr dsl6y«

^ t h  tm  ebov3» ^actSir you ®r® ^  ©y

eXl^t his m unt to % ssaA. &®5*©<ii«t®2y ^alSisf <9bl^ 

©y eHsftt ŝouSd b® eonstreinad to a?(itsBaEPŜ

Ê atadj
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Before the Central Administrative Tribunal 

Circuit Bench, Ludcnow

ci'^/Misc.Application /9 4

Q

O

i.

In  Re s

Ori.Application No.329/90

Mangali Prasad Applicant

Versus

Place before the

for order s. on.

Union of India & others Respondents

o

APPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE OPPOaTE

->7^  FO R  R E C A L L  O F  TH E  E X P ^ ^ T E  O R D E R  D i g E D

^  P2i.s.HKn ry nmci» m.re no . K-N.DOitian.12 .1993  PAtoaED BY HON* BLE ^R. t>.N.PRA£>AD 

JUDICIAL MEMBER AND HON* BLE MR. V.K.£>£TH 

ADDITIONAL MEMBER

It  is  most respectfully sulanitted as .

under :

c (\ n ^

S u )

1* That the above mentioned original

application was filed  by the applicant against the 

charge sheet dated 9 *9 .1987 . It  was also prayed 

that tiie opposite parties be directed to refund 

five days salary deducted by -ttiein.

tfc?7 CTfirw cfcsn#),

*>■. D iv is io n a l  P e r s o s n d  O iC bas 

’  p  R a ilw a y , L c a t t jo o

' ■.c '

.sliti
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o

o

I
I f '

*v2 :

•2. That the above mentioned original applic

was listed on 2*12,1993/ but the case could not 

taken up due to paucity of time and the above 

mentioned case was adjourned, on enquiry the 

Counsel for the opposite parties came t© know tl 

the next date fixed in the above mentioned orig; 

application was 11 .1 .1994 .

3, That on 3rd January 1994, a letter dated

28. 12.93 was received the opposite parties frc
4

Sri W.H.Haidery, Advocate, alongwith the copy of 

judgement and order dated 15, 12.1993 issued on D 

1993 passed by this Hon* ble

4. That on receiving the copy of the judgeraer 

and order dated 15 .12 .93 , the applicant came to 

know about the passing<|the exparte judgement and 

order dated 15. 12 .1993.

5. That on enquiry it  transpired that the abc

^  mentioned original application was listed on

15 .12 . 1993 and on the said date the case was 

heard and disposed o ff .

6 . That immediately thereafter the opinion of 

the counsel for the opposite parties was sought. 

The opinion of the Counsel for the opposite parti< 

was received on 17 .1 .1994  and immediately there- 

after a decision was taken to move an application 

for recall of the ex-parte order.

Sh )!)

Dlvisienal P ersoead
P P■s-lwsv, Ljwtwat?.

liil
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3 :

7 ,  That the above mentioned original appl:

was irainediately thereafter drafted and beto 

moved without any further delay.

o

i

8 , That the delay, if  ai^# in moving the 

present application is bonafide and is

to be condoned.

9 . That by means of ex-parte order dated 

15 .12 .93 , this Hon* ble Tribunal has been plei 

to direct the opposite parties to decide the 

representations of Sri Mangali Prasad contait 

in  Annexure No.A*8 and A-9 to the original a| 

In the said representations, i t  was prayed b̂  

applicant to refund him the salary for the p< 

mentioned therein. It  is submitted that the ] 

for which the salary has been claimed by Sri 

Prasad is the period for which he was found 

absent without leave.

0 10. That in  case the psyment for the sai 

period is  made to tiie applicant, the whole e 

against him including the charge sheet woulc 

automatically go.

S h i)

11. That in  view of what has bean said  ; 

i t  is necessary in the interest of justice • 

the exparte order dated 15 .12 .93  be recalle* 

the above mentioned original application be 

and disposed o ff  on merits after affording 

opportunity of hearing to the opposite part



I 4 :

12. That in case the ex-parte order dated 

15 .12 .93  is Hot recalled, the e5>plicant shall 

suffer irreparable loss,

P R A Y E R

o

I

Wherefore, i t  is most respectfully 

prayed that the ex-parte order dated 15 .12 ,1993  

be recalled and tdie above mentioned original 

application be heard and disposed ©ff after 

affording an opportunity of hearing t9 

opposite parties.

o

V

If
Sr< SHivi^sooal P o rso a a d  C ^o e r 

** H. R ailcray.

V S R I P I C A T I O K

I , a .M .N .Islam , do h e r ^ y  verify that 

the contents of paragraph i-to of the appli­

cation are true to my personal knowledge and those 

of paragraph \ to  \ i^  are believed to be 

true on the basis of record and those of paragr^h  

are believed to be true on legal advise 

No part of it  is false and nothing material has beer, 

concealed.

Dated s 1994

Lucknow Respondent

Persoaad
S, RaiiDsy, JLcsteoo.



B e fo re  the C e n t ra l A cam in istra tiv e  T r ib u n a l at ia ia iia ii

C ircu it  Bench/ Lucknov?

^ p l i c a t i o n  Ko. /9 3

i

In  Re i

O .A .K O . 3 2 9 / 1990

Mangali Prasad • •  • •  Applicant

Versus

Union o f  In d ia  & others . .  Respondent

RiPLY OK BEHALF OF THE OPPOS'ITE PiRTY N O .l & 2 ^!

I ,  S .M .K .Is la m  aged about 35 years son <

Late Sri S .M .Owais resident of Clay Square, Luckni 

do hereby solemnly affirm  and state as under :

1 , That tiie deponent is alipresent workingV  /
Senior Divisonal Personal O fficer  Horth Eastern 

Railv/ay/ Lucknow and is the opposite party no. 3 : 

the above mentioned application, and as such is 

fully  conversent with the facts and circumstance 

the case. He is authorised to f ile  this reply on 

hebalf of the opposite party n o .l  and 2 also.

2 . That in  reply to the contents of parac

o f  the application, i t  is submitted that the ap) m

is  highly belated  and is liable  to be rejected <

^  4 ground alone.

0CP3 t o

Pefsowocl
1 S Rati ■say. LoffJfWrt'-



D^;
3 . That the contaits of paragraph 2 of th 

application do not c a ll  for any reply.

4 , That in  reply to the contents of parac

3 of the application, i t  is submitted that th< 

application is  highly belated  and is liable  t i  

rejected  on t h i s  ground alone.

: 2 :

0

5 . That the contaits of paragr® h 4(1) 3

o f the application are not denied . However, i 

submitted that the applicant remained absent 

duty without leave and is liable  to be punisl 

for the same.

6 , That the contents of p a r a g r ^ h  4 ( i i i  e

application have not been correctly stated a e

denied. The applicant has not produced any c .ary

evidence in  support of his avernBnt.

7 ,  That in  reply to -tiie contents of pai

4 (iv ) of the application, the fact that the

was handed over to Works M a n n e r , Izatnagar 3.87

' y '  is  not denied. The rest of the contents of 

paragraph under reply are denied for want o 

k rawledge,

8 . That in  reply to the contents o f  pi i

k (v) of the application, the fact thdc the i it

submitted a report to C .W .J .  / l a n  is not de- le

rest of the contents of the paragraph unde

are denied for want of knowledge.

WM v/Iwsi GibvTft,

»T. O ivitien?) l*erso»eel 0 3 c«b.
' F  ̂'y. LiicfcHOo.

9 .  That the contents of paragraph 4(\ he
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:  3

application are denied for want of knowledge. Howeve 

i t  is submitted that no report was made by the 

applicant against S r i  Garju, F itter  and S r i  Ayodhya 

Prasad, K h alla si. On the contrary both Sri Garju 

and Ayodhya Prasad have submitted a complaint agains 

the applicant that he le ft  Sitapur on 3 .9 .8 7  and did 

not return upto 5 .9 .8 7  when S r i  Garju and Sri Ayodh]i! 

Prasad le ft  the coach at Bareilly  and came back to 

Lucknow. The applicant is , thus, guilty  of derelict­

ion of duties in  an unauthorised manner.

0
y

PcfsoftBd QSceĉ

10. That the contents of p a r a g r ^ h  4 (v ii) of tt 

application are absolutely wrong and incorrect and 

are denied . I t  is submitted that S r i  Mangali Prasac 

was in it ia l ly  appointed as Class 3V employee aid 

since the date o f  his appointment he remained at 

Lucknow S ta tio n . S r i  Baleshwar Tewari was posted as 

C .W .S . at Lucknow Station in  the year 1987. Prior tc 

1987 the applicant never worked under Sri Baleshwar 

Tew ari. I t  is denied that S r i  Baleshwar Tewari was 

bearing any grudge against the applicant.

11 . That the contanfcs of paragraph 4 (v iii )  o f th€ 

application, have not been correctly stated and 

hence denied. The applicant who was the Head Train 

Examiner was entrusted, the duty to Escort the 

Coach to Izatnagar Railway Workshop for repair on 

priority  on account of clearing o ff  the summer rush 

during the season, but he remained absent from duty 

in . an unauthorised manner. The charge sheet dated 

9 .9 .8 7  was issued  to the applicant on the basis  of 

the complaint received and after examini'^i^the enti 

facts and circumstances' o f the case .
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1 2 . That in  reply to the contents of paragraph

4 (ix) of the application, i t  is submitted that 

tne applicant remained absent from duty for the 

period mentioned in  the paragraph under reply and 

as such the Reduction was made from his salary bi

1 3 . That in  reply to the contents of paragrai 

4 (x ) of the application i t  is  submitted that th e

^  T r a v e l l in g  A llow ance Bill was rightly  disallowed

\  as the applicant was absent from duly without le

1 4 . That in  reply to the contents of paragr) 

4 (x i) of the application , i t  is submitted that 

enquiry officer  has been appointed to conduct a 

enquiry against the applicant. The enquiry offi 

could not submit his report as he has to collec 

the relevent records from d ifferen t  stations a: 

o ff ic e s . To a large extent, the applicant is a 

responsible for the d e l ^  as he has submitted 

reply much beyond the time given to him. I t  is 

submitted that enquiry shall be completed shor

-y and as soon as the enquiry o :ficer submits hi£

O report, suiteitjle action w ill be taken by the

competent authority against the applicant.

15, That in  reply to the contents of pare

4 (x i i )  and 4 (x i i i )  of the application, i t  is  

submitted that to a large extent the applic 

is  him.self res ponsible for the delay in  com 

of the enqairy and as soon as the enqiairy of 

s-ubmits his report, action would be taken < 

.SkJ I u JU , the applicant. P

tjtro

it. DivisfenaJ Pc.sobbcsJ QSceŝ ,
B. Rcilv/uy, Liislmor.
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16 . That in  reply to the contents of paragri 

o f  the application, i t  is  submitted that none of 

grounds urged in  the application are tenable in  

and the application is liable  to be rejected wit’ 

cost.

17, That the contents of p a r a g r ^ h  6 & 7 of 

the application do not call for any reply.

V

Y

O

18. That in  reply to the contents of paragri

of th e  application, i t  is submitted that in  the 

facts and circumstances of the case, the applic. 

is  not entitled  to any reU e  f  whatsoever as cla* 

in  the original application.

19. That the contents of paragraph 9 of the

application are absolutely false and incorrect 

and are denied. The applicant is not entitled  t 

any interim r e lie f  as claimed in  the p a r a g r ^ h  

under reply.

20. That the contents of paragraph 11 and :

the application do not call for  any reply.

Luck noV/ :

Dated : Cs, p«8«Dec3
B . E cilo flr*  ItcC SiSO

V E R I F I C A T I O N

I ,  S .M .N .Is la m  do hereby verify  that t  

contents of paragraph 1 to ^  o f the reply are 

true to my personal knowledge tks and thos
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paragraph ^  ^  ^toare believed

by me to be true on the basis of record and.thoj 

of paragraph \ 4 are believed  to be  tmie

on legal advise. No part ot i t  is fa lse  and notl 

material has been concealed.

Lucknow ! ^ B .  R««m».l«3Wro,

c.

V

0


