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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

An affidavit dated April 7, 2004, was filed sworn to by Rajendra Singh, Chairman of the Railwa
y Recruitnent Board, Gorakhpur. It is indicated that 26 controversial answer sheets were sent
to the Vigilance establishnment of the Railway Board for the purpose of inquiry into the matter
Those sheets are, however, not traceable. It has also cone in the affidavit that they had
not been weeded out. In that connection, sone |letters seens to have been issued in the year 19
99, copies of which have been filed as Annexures D & E to the said affidavit, indicating that
instructions were issued for issuing search nmenps for the missing answer sheets, out of which
only two are available. There is nothing to indicate if any progress was nade after 1999 thou
gh nearly five years have passed in between. Since the questionabl e answer sheets di sappeared
fromthe Vigilance establishnment of the Railway Board, we on the |ast date had passed an orde



r providing that the Director, Vigilance (Railway Board) shall remain present today, i.e. on 2
7.4.2004, so that it may be possible for us to know as to what devel opnents have taken place a
fter 1999. Today Ms. Rina Mtra, IPS, who is posted as DIG Vigilance (Railway Board) is pres
ent in Court.

It is surprising that for such a long tinme nobody seens to have taken any serious note of the
fact that the questionable docunments, called for inquiry by the Vigilance establishnment, have
been m spl aced/l ost but no meani ngful effort appears to have been made, none at |east indicate
d. M. Raju Ramachandran, |earned Addl. Solicitor General appearing for the Union of India su
bmits that an opportunity nmay be provided to deeply ook into the matter and file a response i
n regard to the affairs as indicated above.

List this matter in the third week of July, 2004. By the second week of July 2004, the respon
dent Union of India shall file an affidavit in the Iight of the facts as indicated above.
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