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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD
LUCKNOW

WRIT - A No. - 12789 of 2025

Bhumika Chaudhary

..... Petitioner(s)
Versus
Union Of India Thru. Director General Railway
Protection Force New Delhi And 4 Others Respondent(s)
Counsel for Petitioner(s) . Praveen Kumar, Saroj Kumar Verma,
Sudhanshu Srivastava
Counsel for Respondent(s) : A.S.G.I.

Court No. - 7
HON'BLE MANISH MATHUR, J.

1. Heard |earned counsel for petitioner and M. S.
B. Pandey, learned Deputy Solicitor General of
| ndi a assisted by M. Varun Pandey, |earned counsel
for opposite parties.

2. Present petition has been filed seeking a
direction to concerned authority for holding a
Medical Board to re-examne the condition of
petitioner.

3. It has been submtted that earlier petitioner
who is enployed on the post of Constable in the
Rai lway Protection Force net with road accident on
29.11. 2023 with serious fractures in her right |eg
and right hand due to which she underwent surgery
and orthopedic plates were inserted. | t IS
submtted that she was subsequently discharged. It
is submtted that joining was thereafter permtted
on the basis of report dated 21.12.2024 by the
ort hopedi ¢ surgeon of the Railways indicating that
she was fit to join duty.

4. 1t 1s however submtted that the certificate was
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only wth regard to petitioner's fitness for
joining duties but did not consider the aspect of
extensive injuries which had been suffered by
petitioner rendering her unfit for active duty.

5. He has placed reliance on Paragraph 1301 of
Chapter Xl Il of the Indian Railway Establishnment
Manual Volunme | 1989 to submt that in such
ci rcunstances, the services are not required to be
di spensed with or reduced in rank but shifting to
sone other post with the sane pay-scale and service
benefits i s perm ssible.

6. Learned counsel appearing for opposite parties
has refuted subm ssions advanced by | earned counsel
for petitioner wth the submssion that once
petitioner was found fit for duty and has joined in
pursuance thereof, there was no occasion to
constitute a re-nedical Board, for which also there
IS no such provision.

7. Upon consideration of subm ssions advanced by
| earned counsel for parties and perusal of material
on record, it is evident that the certificate
i ssued by doctor concerned dated 21.12.2024 only
indicates fitness of petitioner for resumng her
duties. The certificate does not advert to any post
operative difficulties being faced by petitioner.

8. In such circunstances, |iberty is granted to
petitioner to file fresh representation before
opposite party No.4 i.e. The Senior Divisional
Security Comm ssioner, Railway Protection Force,
Northern Railway, Hazratganj, Lucknow it shall be
open to the said authority to get petitioner
exam ned by Medical Board and thereafter to take a
decision in the |ight of Paragraph 1301 of Chapter
Xill of the Indian Railway Establishnment Manual
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Vol unme | 1989. Such an exercise shall be conpleted
wthin a period of six weeks from the date a
certified copy of this order 1is served upon
concer ned authority or any ot her rel evant
gui del i nes.

9. Wth the aforesaid directions, the wit petition
st ands di sposed of.

(Manish Mathur,J.)
November 7, 2025

Subodh/-
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Lucknow Bench



