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Jeibalpor^l this the 5th day of liSLxch||2@03«

a»a*ble ttrs«iS|[yana Oo^jpca# Mefli»er (J)

Shxi ler ihnod Khan, Office
^mdeiit @r«Z#! Office of DiTiaLooai

railway |^ager« Bh^al* nAmilCAHC

(By Ad^poeate- None)

vmsoa

1* Ohion of India throa^
its Oeneral Haoager* Centxal
Kailiiaif, MMai C&S*

2« divisional Railway Managar,
Oaatral Railway Bhopai*

3« fihri vo^poain, the then Addnl*
diviaioii^l Railway Managar, now
ChaijanaBt Railway Reexnitment Board,
Bhppal,

4« dr«N«C«liaeiiraia# fir •Divisional
Pearsdnhai Officer, Csotral Railway,
Bhopal*

5« Ssri Vadbhav Cbatihan,
Divisienal persswinel Oi^icer^i
Central R^lway, Bho|>al« HRS^IDSBfS

tey Advocate- Nt^ S«P«fiinha for
offdLOihl res|>ciidsnts}

0 R P B R (ORAL)

The a{{>lifiant has pxayed for eo^anction of xen^xks

being recorded >i]^^ential Report for the year ending
3l,3,1997 as contained in Annexure a-2 with prayer to quaah
the Annexure A-4 dated 2«6*199e«

2« The ^pidicant has Challenged this order Annexnxe a*4
on the growd that the same has been passed without affording
sny opportunity to the applicant and the adverse xemarlcs hajkC,
also been recorded in his confidential report by violating
the priMsiples of natural Justice,

Contd,^jp/2«
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3. The reqpottden'ts have fil®d written stateiaeot and

SDjppoxted the contention as set-out at Annexnxe a-4 aa

the ground that such reoarks were conBunicated to the

applicant and was warned several times orally fdr Icproving

his working and the Accepting Aufchorlty recorded his per-

fojCBtanpe Below Avera^ without any raalaflde Intention* The

representation of the appllcient has been examined by the

Oor^etent Authority, Oio has rejected his claim after

applying his mind without any bias and malaflde Intention*

4* It has also been mentioned In para 3.4 of the written
''tdiat

statonent/hl;^ confidential report for the said period was

recorded by the Reporting Authority on 22*5*1997 and

Reviewing Auttelty on 11.8#1997* The Accepting Authority

has recorded his comments on the basis of over aU per«-

formence and keeping In view the oral warnings and dere

liction of duties resulting In many complaints against hlffi

as 1?oor staff satisfaction^^' loo neny staff representation
based

Below Average"*^ The said recording Ig'on his personal

experience and other records*

hecrd

5* I have^he learned counsel for the respondents*

6 * After perusal of the records particularly Aonexuxe

A*-4, which has been passed by one Senior Bhopal itfilie

comnunlcatlng the decision of the dompetent Authority to

the applicant that t:he Oonpetent Aut^rlty has decided that

M
the remaxks as coaoQunlcated to the appilcaat vide Acnexure

A-2 dated 30*4*1998 1RU>1 Stand gDOd,*lt Is found that zu>

re&acm whatsoever has been mentioned while passing the said

order, which has nob been comsimlcated to the cpplloant
only been

In Its original^enlys He haj^intimated vide JUg letter

dated 2*6*1998 (Anne:oire a-4} that his r^resentatlon has

been decided by the Ooopetent Authority* Therefore, I
Is

find that this order^ery cryptic and unreason^ale,' as
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©kdlglnal ordec being parsed by bbe Gba^etent Aut^dty bas
not been attacbed witb this letter nor the same has been

sent to the applicant > which clearly shows that no reason ^

has been gliien lAi^e pftsslng this order of rejecticn of

his r^xeseatatien* in spite of the fact that while sitting

in the capacity of -igmtSi.f; Juaicivp authority, the
■^T ;■#.

Ooopetent Authority is bouhi to gi-^ support his order

with reasons on the basis of which te arrives at to some

conclusion for rejection or al^wlng

7m Therefore, keeping in view of the afpresaid obser

vations the ms^ter is remitted bacOc to t he concerned

authority, i«e«,Additi(^al Divisional jRallway Haoager03ii0#

^opai to decide it afrei^ and to pass an appropriate

speaking and reas^ied order after giving an opportunity

to the applicant of being heard and communicating the

said order to the applicant in accordance with

Zn view of thii^Annexore h«4 dated 2«6«199B is
guftshed and set-a side with directionstac the above said

authodty to decide the representation of the applicant

within a period of three months from the date of receipt

of copy of this order* icLth these observations and directj

this Opkf stands disposed of with no order as to costs*

(HTS*
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