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STATE PUBLIC SERVICE TRIBUNAL, INDIRA BHAWAN 

LUCKNOW 

COURT NO. 6 

CLAIM PETITION NO. 539/2022 

MOHAMMAD NUSRAT KHAN (Urdu Translator/Senior 

Assistant) aged about 48 years, Son of Late Mohammad Haneef 

Khan, Resident of Village Dingurapur, Post Dhakera, Thana Laharpur 

District Sitapur. 

Petitioner 

Versus 

1- State of U.P. through Principal Secretary Home, Government 

 of  U.P. Civil Secretariat, Lucknow. 

2- Inspector General of Police, Lucknow Range Lucknow. 

3- Superintendent of Police Sitapur. 

Opposite parties 

Shri Mohammad Nasir, Counsel for petitioner 

Presenting Officer on behalf of the O.Ps 

JUDGMENT 

(Delivered by Hon’ble Dr. Anil Kumar Singh, Member (Judicial) 

 The instant claim petition filed under Section 4 of the U.P. State 

Public Services Tribunal Act 1976 with the prayer that impugned 

order dated 09-08-2021 passed by O.Ps no. 3 and appellate order 

dated 31-12-2021 passed by O.Ps no. 2 be quashed with all 

consequential service benefits.  

2- Briefly stated the facts of the case are that petitioner, a Urdu 

Anuvadak was served with a show cause notice dated 15-02-2021 

which is reproduced below;- 

“ tc lgk;d mnwZ vuqoknd o”kZ 2020 es iqfyl v/kh{kd tc lgk;d mnwZ vuqoknd o”kZ 2020 es iqfyl v/kh{kd tc lgk;d mnwZ vuqoknd o”kZ 2020 es iqfyl v/kh{kd tc lgk;d mnwZ vuqoknd o”kZ 2020 es iqfyl v/kh{kd 
dk;kzy; lhrkiqj es lhvkjds prqFZk ds iVy dk dk;Z ns[k dk;kzy; lhrkiqj es lhvkjds prqFZk ds iVy dk dk;Z ns[k dk;kzy; lhrkiqj es lhvkjds prqFZk ds iVy dk dk;Z ns[k dk;kzy; lhrkiqj es lhvkjds prqFZk ds iVy dk dk;Z ns[k 
jgs Fks rks efgyk vkj{kh la/;k frokjh ih,uvks ua0 jgs Fks rks efgyk vkj{kh la/;k frokjh ih,uvks ua0 jgs Fks rks efgyk vkj{kh la/;k frokjh ih,uvks ua0 jgs Fks rks efgyk vkj{kh la/;k frokjh ih,uvks ua0 
192666422 iqfyl ykbZu lhrkiqj Onkjk iqfyl v/kh{kd 192666422 iqfyl ykbZu lhrkiqj Onkjk iqfyl v/kh{kd 192666422 iqfyl ykbZu lhrkiqj Onkjk iqfyl v/kh{kd 192666422 iqfyl ykbZu lhrkiqj Onkjk iqfyl v/kh{kd 
dks lEcksf/kr djrs gq;s [kqn dk p;u lgk;d v/;kid ds dks lEcksf/kr djrs gq;s [kqn dk p;u lgk;d v/;kid ds dks lEcksf/kr djrs gq;s [kqn dk p;u lgk;d v/;kid ds dks lEcksf/kr djrs gq;s [kqn dk p;u lgk;d v/;kid ds 
iiiin ij gks tkus ds QyLo#i dkmWalfyax gsrq ,uvkslh iznku n ij gks tkus ds QyLo#i dkmWalfyax gsrq ,uvkslh iznku n ij gks tkus ds QyLo#i dkmWalfyax gsrq ,uvkslh iznku n ij gks tkus ds QyLo#i dkmWalfyax gsrq ,uvkslh iznku 
fd;s tkus gsrq izkFkZuk i= fnukad 12fd;s tkus gsrq izkFkZuk i= fnukad 12fd;s tkus gsrq izkFkZuk i= fnukad 12fd;s tkus gsrq izkFkZuk i= fnukad 12----10101010----2020 2020 2020 2020 dks izsf”kr dks izsf”kr dks izsf”kr dks izsf”kr 
fd;k x;k Fkk] ftl ij fu;ekuqlkj i=koyh la0 fd;k x;k Fkk] ftl ij fu;ekuqlkj i=koyh la0 fd;k x;k Fkk] ftl ij fu;ekuqlkj i=koyh la0 fd;k x;k Fkk] ftl ij fu;ekuqlkj i=koyh la0 
o&48@2020 izpfyr gksdj tkap gsrq dk;kZy; {ks=kf/kdkhj o&48@2020 izpfyr gksdj tkap gsrq dk;kZy; {ks=kf/kdkhj o&48@2020 izpfyr gksdj tkap gsrq dk;kZy; {ks=kf/kdkhj o&48@2020 izpfyr gksdj tkap gsrq dk;kZy; {ks=kf/kdkhj 
ykbZu es izkir gqvk FkkA mDr izdj.k es tkapksIkjkar efgyk ykbZu es izkir gqvk FkkA mDr izdj.k es tkapksIkjkar efgyk ykbZu es izkir gqvk FkkA mDr izdj.k es tkapksIkjkar efgyk ykbZu es izkir gqvk FkkA mDr izdj.k es tkapksIkjkar efgyk 
vkj{kh la/;k frokjh dks ,uvkslh iznku fd;s tkus ds lEcU/k vkj{kh la/;k frokjh dks ,uvkslh iznku fd;s tkus ds lEcU/k vkj{kh la/;k frokjh dks ,uvkslh iznku fd;s tkus ds lEcU/k vkj{kh la/;k frokjh dks ,uvkslh iznku fd;s tkus ds lEcU/k 
es laLrqfr lfgr dqy vkB odZ fnues laLrqfr lfgr dqy vkB odZ fnues laLrqfr lfgr dqy vkB odZ fnues laLrqfr lfgr dqy vkB odZ fnukad 21kad 21kad 21kad 21----10101010----2020 dks 2020 dks 2020 dks 2020 dks 
bl lgk;d mnwZ vuqoknd dks izkIr djk;k x;k] ijUrq buds bl lgk;d mnwZ vuqoknd dks izkIr djk;k x;k] ijUrq buds bl lgk;d mnwZ vuqoknd dks izkIr djk;k x;k] ijUrq buds bl lgk;d mnwZ vuqoknd dks izkIr djk;k x;k] ijUrq buds 
Onkjk efgyk vkj{kh dk mijksDr ,uvkslh izek.k i= fuxZr Onkjk efgyk vkj{kh dk mijksDr ,uvkslh izek.k i= fuxZr Onkjk efgyk vkj{kh dk mijksDr ,uvkslh izek.k i= fuxZr Onkjk efgyk vkj{kh dk mijksDr ,uvkslh izek.k i= fuxZr 
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fd;s tkus gsrq iqfyl v/kh{kd ds le{k izLrqr u dj fd;s tkus gsrq iqfyl v/kh{kd ds le{k izLrqr u dj fd;s tkus gsrq iqfyl v/kh{kd ds le{k izLrqr u dj fd;s tkus gsrq iqfyl v/kh{kd ds le{k izLrqr u dj 
vuko’;d #i ls yfEcr j[krs gSaA bl izdj.k dh izjkfEHkd vuko’;d #i ls yfEcr j[krs gSaA bl izdj.k dh izjkfEHkd vuko’;d #i ls yfEcr j[krs gSaA bl izdj.k dh izjkfEHkd vuko’;d #i ls yfEcr j[krs gSaA bl izdj.k dh izjkfEHkd 
Jh vfHk”ksd izrki vt;] {ksJh vfHk”ksd izrki vt;] {ksJh vfHk”ksd izrki vt;] {ksJh vfHk”ksd izrki vt;] {ks=kf/kdkjh ykbZu] lhrkiqj ls =kf/kdkjh ykbZu] lhrkiqj ls =kf/kdkjh ykbZu] lhrkiqj ls =kf/kdkjh ykbZu] lhrkiqj ls 
djk;h x;h] ftles bUgs mDr d`R; ds fy;s nks”kh ik;k x;k djk;h x;h] ftles bUgs mDr d`R; ds fy;s nks”kh ik;k x;k djk;h x;h] ftles bUgs mDr d`R; ds fy;s nks”kh ik;k x;k djk;h x;h] ftles bUgs mDr d`R; ds fy;s nks”kh ik;k x;k 
gSA budk mDr d`R; iqfyl tSls vuq’kkflr cy es jgrs gq;s gSA budk mDr d`R; iqfyl tSls vuq’kkflr cy es jgrs gq;s gSA budk mDr d`R; iqfyl tSls vuq’kkflr cy es jgrs gq;s gSA budk mDr d`R; iqfyl tSls vuq’kkflr cy es jgrs gq;s 
?kksj vuq’kklughurk] vdeZ.;rk] LosPNkpkfjr ,oa ykijokgh ?kksj vuq’kklughurk] vdeZ.;rk] LosPNkpkfjr ,oa ykijokgh ?kksj vuq’kklughurk] vdeZ.;rk] LosPNkpkfjr ,oa ykijokgh ?kksj vuq’kklughurk] vdeZ.;rk] LosPNkpkfjr ,oa ykijokgh 
cjrh x;h gSAÞ cjrh x;h gSAÞ cjrh x;h gSAÞ cjrh x;h gSAÞ     

To know the veracity of the charge, a preliminary inquiry was 

constituted against the petitioner and Shri Abhishek Pratap Ajay, 

Circle Officer Line Sitapur was nominated Inquiry Officer who 

submitted his report on 08-01-2021 holding the petitioner guilty. 

Petitioner submitted his reply to the show cause notice on 04-03-2021 

denying the charge levelled upon him. On receipt of inquiry report 

and reply of the petitioner, the O.Ps without considering the points 

raised in the reply submitted by the petitioner passed impugned order 

dated 09-08-2021 in an arbitrary and illegal manner. Being aggrieved 

with the above order, the petitioner has filed an appeal which has been 

rejected vide order dated 31-12-2021 in summerly and cursory 

manner. Hence the present claim petition.  

3-  Off the petition, O.Ps have been apprised of. The assertion 

made by the petitioner in the claim petition have been refuted by the 

O.Ps  and contended that whilst the petitioner was posted as Urdu 

Anuvadak in the office of Superintendent of Police Sitapur, the work 

of CRK-IV was assigned to him. It is contended that a lady Constable 

Sandhya Tiwari submitted an application on 12-10-2020 regarding 

her selection as Assistant Teacher and prays for No Objection 

Certificate. It is stated that after investigation and after approval, the 

file containing 08 pages was handed over to the petitioner in respect 

of granting NOC to the lady Constable Sandhya Tiwari. It is 

contended that petitioner did not put in the file before Superintendent 

of Police Sitapur and kept pending unnecessarily. A preliminary 

inquiry was constituted against the petitioner and Shri Abhishek 

Pratap Ajay, Circle Officer Line Sitapur was nominated as Inquiry 

Officer who submitted his report on 08-01-2021 holding the 

petitioner guilty.  Thereafter a show cause notice along with copy of 

inquiry report was served to the petitioner and after obtaining the 

reply of the petitioner, considering the points raised by him in his 

reply as well as inquiry report, the punishment order has been passed. 

The statement of the petitioner and other relevant witnesses were 
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recorded during the course of inquiry. Similarly the appeal moved by 

the petitioner have been turned down. No legal or procedural 

infirmity has been committed in passing the punishment order which 

called no interference.  

4- Against the aforesaid written submission of the opposite 

parties Rejoinder affidavit has been filed by the petitioner and its 

perusal transpires that again the facts mentioned in the petition have 

been reiterated.  

6- Heard the submissions of learned counsel of the petitioner as 

well as P.O on behalf of the opposite parties and perused the record.  

7- The learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that during the 

course of inquiry, the statement of witness other than petitioner was 

not recorded in order to confirm  what he has been stated in the 

inquiry and  no written documents were got proved. The impugned 

order of punishment has been passed without considering the issues 

raised in the reply of the petitioner. Therefore the order impugned is 

not sustainable in the eyes of law. Similarly the appeal of the 

petitioner has been rejected in a cursory and arbitrary manner. 

8- The learned P.O has argued that inquiry was conducted in the 

matter and petitioner was given full opportunity of defence. The 

punishment has been passed after considering the reply submitted by 

the petitioner and no legal or procedural infirmity has been committed 

in passing the punishment order which called no interference.  

 9- The learned counsel for the petitioner focused mainly on the 

point that  during the course of inquiry, the statement of witness other 

than petitioner was not recorded in order to confirm the statement of 

petitioner and  no written documents were got proved by the inquiry 

officer.  

10-  I have perused entire record carefully and find that in reply to 

the show cause notice, the petitioner has shifted his responsibility to 

one Shri Mahendra Mishra, Head Clerk whose statement has been 

also recorded by the inquiry officer during the course of inquiry. Shri 

Mahendra Mishra has specifically denied the allegation imposed by 

petitioner and stated that  file related to Sandhya Tiwari were never 

given to him. Petitioner did not put in the file in question before the 
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O.Ps no. 3 for further order and kept pending unnecessarily. It is urged 

that on application for issuing of NOC moved by a lady Constable 

Sandhya Tiwari, after investigation the approval for issuing NOC was 

granted and file containing 08 pages was got received  by the 

petitioner but he did not place the file before O.ps no. 3 deliberately. 

The petitioner had no valid reason for keeping the file pending. Thus 

prima-facie the fault of the petitioner is made out which shows  the 

gross indiscipline, disobedience  and dereliction in duty on his  part. 

He was afforded full opportunity of defence and after due 

consideration the entire material and evidence available on record, 

the punishment order has been passed after following the provision 

of rule 10 (2) provided in U.P. Government Servant (Discipline and 

Appeal) Rules 1999.  

11-  In the case at hand, the  disobedient and  negligence of the 

petitioner is proved and the order passed by the competent authority 

is based on merit. The punishment order  is speaking and reasoned 

one and does not require any interference.  

 In the light of facts and circumstances, the claim petition lacks 

merit and deserve to be dismissed.  

ORDER 

The claim petition is dismissed. 

No order is made as to costs. 

                                                                              Sd/- 

(Dr. Anil Kuma Singh) 

   Member (Admn)  

 Judgment signed, dated and pronounced today in the open 

Court. 

                                                                                            Sd/- 

(Dr. Anil Kuma Singh) 

   Member (Admn)  

Dated:  19th   August 2026 

M.Husain/Ps 

 


