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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI 

 W.P.(C) No.4031 of 2026 

------ 

Md. Mohsin Alam Warsi, son of Late Moin Uddin Warsi, resident of 
S.K. Sahana Trust Building, Ward No.16, Ranchi Patna Road, P.O. 

Jhumri Telaiya, P.S. Telaiya, District Koderma, Jharkhand.   

                                 … … Petitioner 

Versus 

1.  Union of India, through Director Passenger Marketing-II (DPM-

II), Railway Board, Ministry of Railway, having office at 4th 
Floor, Room No.415-A, Rail Bhawan, P.O. Rail Bhawan, P.S. 

Parliament Street Police Station, Raisina Road, New Delhi. 

2.  Additional Member (Commercial), Railway Board, Ministry of 
Railway, having its office at Room No.473, P.O. Rail Bhawan, 

P.S. Parliament Street Police Station, Rail Bhawan, New Delhi. 

3.  The East Central Railway, Hajipur, through its Principal Chief 
Commercial Manager (PCCM), having its office at East Central 

Railway, Headquarter, Hajipur, P.O. & P.S. Hajipur, District 

Vaishali, Bihar. 

4.  The Senior Divisional Commercial Manager (Sr. DCM), East 

Central Railway, Dhanbad, having its office at DRM Office, 

Commercial Branch, P.O. & P.S. Kasturbanagar, District 
Dhanbad, Jharkhand. 

… … Respondents 

------ 

CORAM : SRI ANANDA SEN, J. 

------ 

For the Petitioner(s)  :  Md. Mohsin Alam Warsi, 

       Petitioner present in person 
        

For the Respondent(s)  :  Mr. Prashant Pallav, ASGI-cum- 
       Sr. Advocate, with 

       Ms. Shreya Shukla, AC to ASGI 

------ 
 

              04/ 17.08.2026         

    By filing this writ petition, the petitioner has prayed for 

the following reliefs:- 

"(i)  For quashing the order / recommendation in 

Minutes of the Meeting of Screening Committee 

for setting up of YTSK (Yatri Ticket Suvidha 

Kendra) over Dhanbad Division held on 

04.08.2021 in the Chamber of Sr. DCM of 

Dhanbad as contained in Annexure '3' whereby 

and whereunder the Sr. DCM and Screening 

Committee rejected the Application dated 



 2026:JHHC:24734 

2 
 

25.01.2021 filed by petitioner-in-person. 

(ii)  For issuance of the appropriate writ(s) / 

order(s) / direction in nature of mandamus 

directing the respondent no.3 and 4 to grant 

YTSK vide Notification Notice 

No.C.734/YTSK/DHN/20, dated 28.12.2020 in 

favour of petitioner for location Koderma 

Town." 

   

2.   Heard the petitioner, who is present in person and 

learned ASGI-cum-senior counsel representing the respondent - 

Union of India. 

3.  It is the grievance of the petitioner that on a non-

existing ground, his application for allotment of “Yatri Ticket 

Suvidha Kendra” (hereinafter referred to as "YTSK"), over Dhanbad 

Division, in the location at Koderma, had been rejected by the 

Screening Committee in the Minutes of Meeting held on 04.08.2021, 

in the Chamber of Sr. DCM, Dhanbad. 

4.  The petitioner, present in person, submits that all the 

documents and information which the respondents wanted, were 

submitted but on non-est grounds, his case was not considered. 

5.  Learned ASGI, representing the respondent - Union of 

India, submits that the petitioner is challenging the order of 2021 

in the year 2026. On merits, he submits that the petitioner did not 

furnish the Income Tax Return (hereinafter referred to as “ITR”) of 

the relevant period and the Character Certificate. 

6.   After hearing the parties and going through the 

materials on record, this Court finds that the petitioner had applied 

for YTSK, over Dhanbad Division, in the location of Koderma Town.  
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6.1.     The Screening Committee decided the application of the 

petitioner rejecting the same on two grounds. First ground is that 

the petitioner did not furnish the Income Tax Return of the year 

2019-20 and second ground is that the petitioner did not furnish the 

Character Certificate. 

7.  Admittedly, the petitioner is having a Permanent 

Account Number (PAN). As per the petitioner, there was nothing in 

the form, which can clearly suggest that the Return of the Financial 

Year or the Assessment Year is to be filed, thus he had filed the ITR 

for three years. He also refers to Annexure-4 to this writ petition 

(page No.39), which is the ITR for the Assessment Year 2020-21, 

which means that the Financial Year of the said ITR is 2019-20. 

Because of this confusion, though the petitioner was in possession 

of the document, he could not file the same. Thus, the rejection of 

the petitioner's claim on this ground is too technical. 

7.1.   So far as Character Certificate is concerned, there is no 

requirement in the entire Scheme to furnish a Character Certificate. 

What was liable to be stated is whether the petitioner is involved in 

any criminal case of moral turpitude or not. The petitioner in the 

form has categorically stated that he is not involved in any case 

involving moral turpitude, thus there is no question of furnishing 

any Character Certificate.  

7.2.   So far as challenging the impugned order of 2021 in the 

year 2026 is concerned, I am of the opinion that the delay will not 

be fatal, as on 15th June, 2026, this Court passed an interim order 

not to finalize the settlement of YTSK at Koderma, under the 
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Dhanbad Division. The said interim order was extended vide order 

dated 13.07.2026 and no one has appeared in this Court claiming 

that the right has accrued in favour of anyone.  

7.3.   Further, in the counter affidavit also, the respondent - 

Union of India, has not whispered about accrual of right in favour of 

any third party, which clearly suggests that third-party interest has 

not been created. Once the third-party interest has not been 

created, the delay, if any, according to me is immaterial and the 

same will not come in the way of the petitioner to get any relief. 

8.  Thus, considering what has been held above, I am 

inclined to allow this writ petition. The impugned rejection order 

passed by the Screening Committee in the Minutes of Meeting held 

on 04.08.2021, in the Chamber of Sr. DCM, Dhanbad (Annexure-3 

to the writ petition), is hereby set aside.  

8.1.   The respondents are directed to re-consider the case of 

the petitioner afresh and if any document is required, they will ask 

the petitioner to furnish the same.  

8.2.   The decision should be taken within a period of two 

months from date of receipt of copy of this order. 

8.3.   The petitioner should also cooperate in the entire 

process. 

9.  With the aforesaid observations and directions this writ 

petition stands allowed. 

  (ANANDA SEN, J.) 

17th August, 2026 
Prashant. Cp-2 
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