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HON'BLE ANISH KUMAR GUPTA, J.

1. Heard Sri Himanshu Pandey and Sri Ashish Mani Tripathi, learned counsel for the
petitioner and Sri Rajiv Gupta, learned Additional Chief Standing Counsel for the
State.

2. The instant petition has been filed by the petitioner being aggrieved by
the judgment and order dated 26.03.1998 passed by the respondent no.1
Up-Ziladhikari, Mawana, District Meerut, whereby the services of the
petitioner, who was working as L ekhpal, has been terminated.

3. Briefly stated facts of the case are that the petitioner herein was
appointed as Lekhpal in the year 1985 in District Meerut. The petitioner
was confirmed on the post of Lekhpal in the year 1987. Since thereafter,
the petitioner continued to work as Lekhpal to the satisfaction of the
authorities concerned. On 20.09.1997, the petitioner herein was
transferred from Lekhpa Halka Chamrodh, Tehsil Mawana, District
Meerut to Lekhpal Halka Akbarpur Garhi, Tehsil Mawana, District
Meerut and pursuant to the aforesaid transfer order dated 20.09.1997, he
had joined on 30.09.1997 at Halka Akbarpur Garhi, Tehsil Mawana,
District Meerut. Just after joining of the petitioner a Halka Akbarpur
Garhi, with regard to certain entries made in the Khatauni of Khasra no.
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437 and 673, a preliminary inquiry was conducted and on the basis of the
statements recorded in the preliminary inquiry, the petitioner herein was
suspended on 04.11.1997. The disciplinary proceeding was initiated
against the petitioner herein. In the disciplinary proceeding, the following
charges were framed on 24.01.1998 against the petitioner:-

" dgdIeR/Sa AfEHRT, HaHT (F0)
Uik 516/IodTo femier 7.2.98

oft Aoz uret &g Feiftaa e,

&3 AATAYR, qe el HIHT|

TUh! UaEaRT fAmfafda sRIdl & sraifdd fokar ST 8

JRIY GeAT:-1

Y S S@UTE &3 HhaRYR TG U 1 &l AU UTH 3TeheRYR TGl bl Falt
1398 ¥ 1403 wdcll H W1 T@-437 gl @Ol o 673 &o 1.012
TSTadl Uil 9t =R 1&g ol A Sifohd R A Siefeh @En o 637 IS
A9l H IRETE 3ifchd & qAT ASTad! Ueil T &g o1 A1 3ifohd fohd ST &q
forddl ot =maTerd areran SAfSRY o gRT SATGY TR el fohdl 713 § 9 i wRmmg
e ITAN H YA & o R A1E AER e e fohd S ¥k &1 39
YehTR AUk GRT IeTed ATHered! § Wit Yiaw sifchd <l =T 8 ST qUeH Ry
&1 39 YRR ATY IS ATHeIE! H el e, 370 UG hT GHUANT el o ISl
&1 29 ARIY 1 e § e &re us-ia g1

1:- ¥ToTEd FeTeh &5 URISTaRTg THRT &5 gRA-TYR hl AT feies 24.9.97
2:- 9ft e UTel ST Rl ST feAieR 25.6.97

3: -9t = g U @i Maret 9™ stehsRyR ¢l 1 U faid 23.9.97 1

4:- G-t 9 1398 & 1403 el UTH ARG el |

JRIY TEAT:-2

AUk gRT ART F&T-1 H 3fetiad it ufafe sifehd o o= ug o1 geuanT
R IR @Y $9d 30,000/~ 3BT AT 81 38 YR ATUeh! HAST Aferd &l
Hd: ARIY Bl G H A1 e us-iia 2|

1:- 99 9t = g g @ Mardt srehearyz g

2:- 37U gIRT I 7T Wil UafS @rar S 437 &

IRIY T=AT:-3

AUk GRT ARG TGl hl Gl 7 Foll SU & @Al & 526 W G Te&AT
839/4 &o .253 B| W o fohell HAIGLT & AR Y AHT hT A1 FALHAUNY
ffeR o &0 § sifhd fomam 721 81 380 YR AT ISTchiaaiserdl § gthel o d
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U 1 GEUANT el o S & 91 ARANT QU8 Hiedl o JAaiid qUe-ig STIRTe &
29 AR <l gfe # e w1ed ueHig &l

1:- ¥roTEd FeTeh Ulieraie TR &3 BRA-TqR ol Tre faieh 24.9.97

2: - Gl AT AFRY Tel 99 1398 & 1403 wHaT|

IRT GeAn:-4

HTUS GRT T HAHRYR Tl bl @alt o1t Gk 13.7.96 Hl ICRER HRERN
Fraterd B STHT ol ST & Sfey off ST 42 bt el Stefer 3 @il @l ST e
& a7 suen! ffgd & off smewr Q3 T qon 399 qd Hifd ¥U § % SR
TAEfra forar war 81 1 € T STeRaRURITET 1 @atHT 1404 wae & 1409 el
TR <l AT 38 YehR AT Heied Hamraett & JeaR 25 # 62 1 iy o
IeeTa e, Iod AR o AT Il Fdgal T I, THT W FHA A Dl
2t 81 39 SR < g & e @ne v €

1:- TETTeh AR BT Rl AT feAies 9.5.97

2: - BT deeIcaR HaHT 3l U5 Te&AT 4681 /R0 o fadid 12.5.97

YT YaegRT HaRIq foram ST & o o7 39 oIRiY o= &t wiftd & 15 T &
3R AT foifga Tosieneur fhitd €9 O IJURYT Bt STeigedTeRehdl/3TedT
TRIRh TRl &l Tga e | afe Ffia srafy & atuent fafea Tasiawor ure
el BT ¢ dl Ug FHSAT STRAT fob 3T AU Uel § S U el el ¢ qe
gt W IUeTsd TTedl & 3R W Ueh Uefty amesr uiRd & o S 59
e & AUl g8 i MR foran Siran € foh afe e forl sarfehari/ar=niat &
TI&UT a1 AfhiTd GAaril am Ulid URIefor dred @ i Il Jooid i 370
feifaa IR H o 3ok Afafeh afe 3 ITHT Iceid ot 31 feifega Ik & |
Bo3TTG-Ia

BlEEIREICULESINHN

Harr|"

4. After service of the aforesaid charge sheet, the petitioner submitted his
explanation categorically explaning each and every charge and
specifically making the averments that he has been transferred on
30.09.1997 at Halka Akbarpur Garhi, Tehsil Mawana, District Meerut on
30.09.1997 and the entries in question are made prior to joining of the
petitioner at Halka Akbarpur Garhi. Therefore, the same cannot be
attributed to the petitioner herein and the same might have been done by
the previous Lekhpal. After the submission of the aforesaid reply on
10.03.1998, the Inquiry Officer has submitted its inquiry report
concluding all the charges leveled against the petitioner are proved vide
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its inquiry report dated 21.03.1998. Thereupon, the respondent no.1, the
disciplinary authority, has passed the impugned order terminating the
services of the petitioner and has aso directed for registration of a
criminal case against the petitioner.

5. Pursuant to the aforesaid direction issued by the respondent no.1, the
Criminal Case No. 7713 of 2020 (State vs. Ravindra Pal Singh) arising
out of Case Crime No. 54 of 1998, under section 420, 467, 468, 471 IPC
a P.S. Hastinapur, District Meerut was also registered against the
petitioner, which was tried by the Judicial Magistrate, Meerut and after
due trial, the petitioner has been acquitted from all the charges leveled
against the him vide judgment and order dated 25.10.2021 passed by the
Judicial Magistrate, Room No0.3, Meerut. The copy of the aforesaid
judgment passed by the trial court has been annexed in the supplementary
affidavit as Annexure SA-1 filed on behaf of the petitioner on
25.01.2024.

6. Learned Additional Chief Standing Counsel for the State is not in a
position to state whether any appeal against the said acquittal order has
ever been filed on behalf of the State.

7. Being aggrieved by his termination order dated 26.03.1998, the instant
writ petition was filed on behalf of the petitioner. Learned counsel for the
petitioner submits that a perusal of the charge sheet makes it apparent that
the incidents narrated therein relate to a period prior to the date of the
petitioner's joining at the relevant place, namely Halka Akbarpur Garhi
and the documents which were uh Akbarpur Garhi on 30.09.1997 and the
documents relied upon in support of the charge sheet are the report of the
Revenue Inspector dated 24.09.1997, report of the Lekhpal Sri Surendra
Pal dated 25.06.1997, the statement of Sri Charan Singh dated 23.09.1997
and the Khatauni in question where such entries were made. In the entire
charge sheet, none of the documents after the joining of the petitioner at
Village Akbarpur Garhi has been relied upon in the charge sheet itself,
which categorically establishes that the incident of interpolation or
making the forged entries in the Khatauni were prior to the date of joining
of the petitioner at Village Akbarpur Garhi as Lekhpal. Therefore, for the
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aforesaid interpolation or making the forged entry, the petitioner cannot
be held responsible by any stretch of imagination.

8. It isfurther submitted by the learned counsel for the petitioner that after
the submission of the inquiry report, no opportunity whatsoever was
given to the petitioner. Specifically, neither a copy of the report was
supplied nor was any chance provided to show cause against it. After
submission of the inquiry report on 21.03.1998, the disciplinary authority
passed the impugned termination order on 26.03.1998 in undue haste
against the petitioner and the direction for registration of the criminal case
was also issued by the disciplinary authority, pursuant thereto the criminal
case was registered against him, in which the petitioner after due trial, has
been honorably acquitted by the trial court concerned. In such view of the
matter, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the impugned order
IS not sustainable in law and is liable to be quashed. Further, in view of
the honorable acquittal of the petitioner in the criminal trial of the same
charges, the impugned termination order is liable to be quashed.

9. Learned Additional Chief Standing Counsel for the State submitted that
disciplinary proceedings were duly conducted against the petitioner. An
explanation was sought from the petitioner, who chose not to cross-
examine any witnesses during the inquiry. Based on the material
avallable, the Inquiry Officer concluded that the charges against the
petitioner were proven. Furthermore, the petitioner did not request an
opportunity for a personal hearing. Therefore, there was no illegality
while conducting the disciplinary proceeding against the petitioner herein.
However, learned Additional Chief Standing Counsel for the State on the
basis of the record available in the instant case is not in a position to
dispute the date of joining of the petitioner as 30.09.1997 at village
Akbarpur Garhi and all the documents relied upon in the charge-sheet are
prior to 30.09.1997.

10. Having heard the rival submissions so made by learned counsel for
the parties, this Court has carefully gone through the record of the case.
The facts of the case have already been noted in great detail. In the instant
case, it is undisputed that the petitioner has joined at the relevant placei.e.
village Akbarpur Garhi, Tehsil Mawana, District Meerut on 30.09.1997 as
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Lekhpal. From the perusal of the charge-sheet, which has already been
guoted herein above, it is apparent that all the allegations of interpolation
or forgery in the revenue record or making the forged entries in the
revenue record relates to the period prior to joining of the petitioner at
village Akbarpur Garhi and the clear stand has been taken by the
petitioner in his reply to the charge-sheet in this regard. Despite that, the
Inquiry Officer on the basis of the fact that after joining, the petitioner did
not intimate or inform the higher officer with regard to such interpolations
or the forged entries made in the revenue record, therefore, he has been
held guilty of the charges leveled against him with regard to making of
the aforesaid forged entries, which relate to the period prior to joining of
the petitioner herein.

11. In such circumstances, this Court has no manner of doubt that the
disciplinary authority as well as the Inquiry Officer has proceeded against
the petitioner without any foundational basis and without any material
against the petitioner. It is unreasonable to expect a person, immediately
after joining a new place following a transfer, to examine every single
document handed over to them within the span of a month. Barely a
month later, on the basis of a preliminary inquiry report dated 04.11.1997,
disciplinary proceedings were initiated and the petitioner was placed
under suspension. The non-involvement of the petitioner with regard to
the allegations, it is apparent from the charge-sheet itself and further the
same is fortified by the judgment of acquittal recorded by the Judicial
Magistrate, Court No. 3, Meerut on 25.10.2021.

12. After perusal of the entire judgment as well as the operative portion,
this Court is of the considered opinion that the acquittal of the petitioner
in the criminal case is an honorable acquittal. Relevant part of the
judgment and findings recorded by the trial court are as under :

" .37 O & qedi ue uRRafadl @ = &1 3 ifad ¢ foh st grr
T a6 o S § I8 TUE el Bl ¢ foh wieret ¥dguret e g o fonan
T g 3R ISTadt I JEUH Sl WU UIew el o ol SEAmT & IS foma &1
Tgi T Wt Jewi1g & foh fore =ror g o frehrardl oo R v vt # S
1 718 oft 3T =RUT 4T Rl NS gRT =ararer § Anelt & €9 H Ued el o
T 81 g8 off TR e g g foh ueed @diet 1398 & 1404 Wo fH el
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239 Tohd ST T ARIY WU WR g ohl i =AITerd § Uqd el foham 7T &1
=TT & FHE dhad 1403 Td 1404 Wo &l &l Wl AMATISH d&l gRI
T ol 718 & | 37: Ith ohi [Sv1d Wd §U ~TATerd ol I/ & foh Tedl o STH1E
H oigure Adguret g sl 9RT 420 Hlododo o ARIY T IHITAd (AT ST

gl...

... et & st & ufefiem & g @ § T @i # welt ggre
e siuTe Xfdgure g & geaerd & =Tel S 1 e I arfed el gl
& Tob Wil 3ol ie@dTe Adgured gRT fohd 1 €11 <feh TaTaedl W shael 1403 Td
1404 o &1 Edl-l & IucTsY &, ITH Yd T I& 915 foh @l T&d el foh
T g, o1 398 U off Hegrug ® 6 #fAq g Wit € oft a1 | dewaey
IATerd 1 g Ad ¢ foh Aoy Adgurer &g grT fordl ot TRt Frrera #
AT T8 DI TS &1 A: wi@uTed Adgurel [8g ol dedl & AW § 4RT 467
HlodoTo o ARIT H IHIKd AT ST 2 1...

... 30 Ty H AfieH & T Tifed e ¢ o srfergeh fdgurer gy, Wt
GLATAST hl HETIHT ol T8 & HR g HeeaHT fohel & B el oh YIS & &l T
| UEd Ukl § Ig T B b & fob Sriigeh dguret g g1 7 O hiE e
foparm 71 8 3R =1 21 forell Wil S&ATAST hl heTaHT hl 78 8| AGEd®y AT h
IE 7 & foh AATIYh g1 Ith W1ae o Faol J g off ARy FHiRa el o
&1 3T ATIgH: Adgurer g &l 4RT 468 Hogodo & ARMY & IHIAq T
ST Bl

.. T T I & ST HR TSl TR IUcsy THEd T o gRefieH &
3 Wy g o Aok Adgurel Sl Hefa &S g &l dig JHHRT 8l off
Fifh ATHGH AAGUTA o IR ITHI qATdl AH HAFPRY el H foAiap
30.9.97 o g3 it ford foredt ot wmeft grT =epmr 7l 7 €, STefch Wogscedo-2 &
3JAR WA @t i 31.07.97 ac Repie 1 § ST & ST 91y off|
JeEaey IwRh uRfufeat & <A @1 & afvma & fo sfvgs <fdguma g
GRT 4RI 471 Hlodo Ho o aild g I FURY HIRA Tal fohdl T 1 3a:
Hgh fdgurer féig ol 4RT 471 HTodoo & HARIY F IR fohaT ST 1

3T

AAfoger Adgurar &g g edik &g &t siqfa 4mr 420, 467, 468, 471
HlodoHo & ARIT & JH AT ST &1 ANIH STHAT W &, 3Tk o
e ford SITd @ @ wfdygeht 1 Sifad fomam Tt €1 &1 437 T doliodo &
TEd STH i 25,000 TUY T AR ST T ST & LRI 3 & ST
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T AT BT RIA HeT 8T b 98 7did r Ryfa § ardieia =ammeg |
Jufeerd gt | IURIh SUUS 6 HIE & foid Yot i |”

13. Otherwise also, from the plain reading of the charge-sheet itsdlf, it is
apparent in the instant case that the charges leveled against the petitioner
were related to the period prior to the joining of the petitioner. Therefore,
the petitioner cannot be attributed any guilt with regard to the aforesaid
forged entries made in the khatauni in question.

12. In such view of the matter, the impugned order dated 26.03.1998 is
not sustainable in law. Accordingly, the sameis hereby set aside.

13. It is submitted by learned counsel for the petitioner that the petitioner
has aready attained the age of superannuation in the year 2021, in such
view of the matter, the petitioner is directed to be paid the 50% back
wages from the date of termination till he attained the age of
superannuation and the petitioner shall be granted continuity in servicetill
the age of his superannuation. Thereafter from the date of superannuation,
he shall be paid all consequential benefits including gratuity, pension,
leave encashment, etc. All the aforesaid dues shall be paid to the
petitioner within a period of three months from the date of production of
certified copy of this order. If not paid within three months, the amount
payable to the petitioner, will carry interest at the rate of 8% per annum.

14. The writ petition is allowed accordingly.

(Anish Kumar Gupta,J.)
September 8, 2026

Ashish Pd.

Digitally signed by :-
ASHISH PRASAD
High Court of Judicature at Allahabad
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