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(P, No. 27321024,

NO.F.2 {16}/2006/RTI/TTE/ID No.45i
To

Sh. G.B.Singh,
15/22, Tilak Nagar,
New Delhi- 110018.
Sub: Supply of information Under RTI Act-2005.

Sir,

This is with reference to your application seeking information from PIO, Office of the
Chief Secretary, New Delhi. The instant RTI was transferred under Section 6(3) of RTI Act,
2005. The letter dated 09/11/2017 of PIO, of C.S.Office, Delhi was received in this office
on 15/11/2017 and ID No. 4503 was allotted by this office. The replies/information in
r/o DTTE (HQ) is as under:-

Information Information provided as per available records in the branches

Sought

Information as | Letter dated 28/09/2017 containing point No. 1-25 as intimated by the

per Sl.No.1 applicant has not been received in this branch. However, as per the advice
issued by PGC to Sh. G.B.Singh vide order dated 21/07/2017 and his
subsequent  representation, the file is under submission for

perusal/consideration of Chief Secretary, Delhi.

Information as | The various letters referred by the applicant are related to the Disciplinary
per Sl. No.2 Proceedings against Sh. G.B.Singh. The said Disciplinary proceedings has
already been concluded vide Disciplinary Authority order dated 24/05/2012.
Further A.O.(Vigilance) letter dated 27/04/2016 is related to the enquiry
conducted by Sh. AV. Patil. Sh. Patil has submitted the enquiry report which
was subsequently forwarded to Directorate of Vigilance, GNCT of Delhi, on

06/09/2016.
Information as | The information sought by the applicant is related to the Disciplinary
per Sl. No. 3 Proceedings against Sh. G.B.Singh. The said Disciplinary Proceedings has

already been concluded vide Disciplinary Authority order dated 24/05/2012.

Information as | The copy of DO No. PA/AS/TTE/3053 dated 30/09/2011, as mentioned by the
per Sl. No. 4 Applicant, is not received alongwith the RTI application.

As per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 u/s 19 (1), if you are not satisfied with the
information, you may file an appeal to the Ist Appellate Authority. The address of First Appellate
Authority is as under:-

The First Appellate Authority,

Department of Training & Technical

Education,Room No.103, Ist Floor,

Pitampura, Delhi- 110034. :
Yours faithfully,

ﬁ';ﬂ/}//

(AMOD BARTHWAL)
PIO(RTI) DTTE

Cop -
L/Kﬁ,e/tgstant Programmer, DTTE with the request for upload the same on the

Departmental Website. (Copy of RTI application is also enclosed)




RTIMATTER/TIME BOUND
GOVERNMENT OF N.C.T. OF DELHI

T OFFICE OF THE CHIEF SECRETARY
NFORMATION DELHI SECRETARIAT, I.P. ESTATE, NEW DELHI
No. F.3/18/C8/2017/L.D. No-7083RTV 3 | 53— 3 | 5T 2 Dated:- & / 12017
To :
Sh. Gurinder Bir Singh, o 1 R
15/22, Tilak Nagar, P \ et
New Delhi-110018. N "

Sub: Application for information sought under RTT Act, 2005 (1.D. N@.\_QB?&) \ 5}

S
Please refer to your RTI application dated 31/10/2017, received in this office on

06/11/2017 under RTT Act 2005.

It is informed that as per the computerized record of this office, the query result on
delserv.nic.in does not show receipt of letter dated 28/G9/2017. Hence, this office is not in a
position to give any information in this regard.

However, on going through the subject in the RTI application and enclosures, it seems
that the matter may be related to Department of Training & Technical Education and Directorate
of Vigilance. Hence, your RTI application is being transferred to P10, Department of Training &
Texchnical Education and Directorate of Vigilance u/s 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 for further
necessary action.

If you are not satisfied with this information, you may file appeal before the First
Appellate Authority, Office of the Chief Secretary, Room No. A- 504 Delhi Secretariat, New
Delhi.

Yours faithfully

(Amitabh undoo)

® ‘ P.LO. of C.S. Office
No. F.3/18/CS/2017/LD. No-T083/RTY §{ =7~ jerp . Dated- C% 1] 12017
- (- st : B

Dy. Director/PIO, Department of Training & Technicai Education, Muni Maya Ram
Marg, Pitampura, Delhi-110088. (A copy of the RTI application dated 31/10/2017 of
Sh. Gurinder Bir Singh is being transferred to you u/s 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.)

2. Asstt. Director (VIG-1II)/PIO, Directorate of Vigilance, GNCT of Delhi, Level-4, B
Wing, Delhi Secretariat, New Delhi-110002. (A copy of the RTI application dated
31/10/2017 of Sh. Gurinder Bir Singh is being transferred to you u/s 6(3) of the RTI
Act, 2005.)

2 The A.A.O, G.A.D alonghwith Postal Order No. 43F 161153 with the request to get the
same encashed.

(Amitabﬁ ':Kriiynvdoo)
P.LO. of C.S. Office
Ph. No.-23392006
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Date: 28/09/17
The Hon’ble Chief Secretary/Revising Authority
A- Wing, 5" Floor, Delhi Sachivaliya
|.P. State, New Delhi—~ 110002

{Through DOV)

Subject: - DENIAL OF JUSTICE

Sir,

[HeY

un

o)

With reference to my Appeal dated 22/10/12, reminder 18/02/13,
18/02/14, 02/02/15, 13/11/15, 08/06/16, 23/09/16, 21/11/16,
07/05/ 17 and 14/06/17 your reply is still awaited.

In this regard, it is submitted that | had made a specific Complaint
of Corruption against Sh. Ajay Vashisht and Physical Assault on me
instead of investigating into the facts | have been falsely implicated with
fabricated charges which is against the Principle of Natural Justice and

for vicarious reasnns. Authority seems to be bent upon adjudging me

4]

culprit on discriminatory grounds.

Sh. R.L. Yadav, Principal, Pusa Polytechnic who is my Ist Inquiry
Officer has committed serious irregularities vide noting sheet No. 43/N,
44/N and letrer No. F3 {441)/C6/Vig/23 Dated 07/01/2009.

. That the inquiry officer flouted all the rules and norms of the CCA (CCS)

Rules 1965 without completing the Preliminary formalities, he had
examined the prosecution witnesses.

That the Vigilance Officer had failed to provide the complete listed
documents to Inquiry Officer vide letter No. FPP/Inquiry/GBS/2006-
07/7350 dated 30/07/2007.

That the Admn. Officer Smt. Alka Sharma letter regarding listed
documents required by G. B. Singh had not complied. Enclosed letter
No. FN0.25/467/Trg. Admn./88/664 dated 03/09/2007. (copy enclosed)
That the inquiry Officer had NO ORIGINAL Listed documents for my
inspection vide D.0O.S. No.

. That the Inquiry Officer Violated the rule 14(11) (i), (ii), (iii) and the order

had not been Passed as per rules.
That the non — inspection of the copies of listed documents with the
original as it has authenticated and inspection the truth vide Proceeding

—
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Dated 20/08/2007, it amounts to denying the natural right to defend
against fabricated charges.

7. The inquiry officer in his Proceeding dated 24/07/2007 has confirmed
that neither he nor P.O. had in their Possession original documents.
Therefore the Potent question arises as to how the charges were framed
when the documentary evidence is not produced to substantiate the
charges.

8. That the Inquiry Officer had not exhibited and marking any documents

during Inguiry vide letter No.F3 (1076)/RTI/Vig./DTTE/2015/1261 Dated

21/09/17.

That the Inguiry Officer had not Compliance V.0. letter No. F3

(441)/06/Vig/PF dated 16/07/2007. -

10.That the Inquiry Officer had rejected all my defence documents without

¥s]

any reasons.

11.That the Inquiry Officer had not Compliance Rule 14 {16 and 17) of CCS
(CCA) rule 1965.

12.That the Inquiry Officer had not Complied the rule 14 (18) “General
Examination of the C.0.” which is mandatory. |

13.That my Request/Representation was made during inquiry vide letter
dated 19/03/2007, 02/04/2007, 30/02/2007, 30/05/2207, 04/06/2007,
15/06/2007, 19/06/2007, 16/07/2007, 18/07/2007, 27/07/2007,
07/08/2007, 18/09/2007 and 29/09/2007 but no mention was made in
the inquiry Report with malafide intension.

14.That No finding have been given on Article of charge |, lI, I, and V.

15.That the charges and finding have not been co - related.

16.That the 1.0. had failed to discuss the evidence and without doing so
oroved the charges.

17.That the non of the PWD (PW-1, PW-2, PW-3, PW-5, and PW-6
supportad the charges.

18.That the Report in based on No — Evidences at all.

19.That the PGC Observed “The circumstances under which the Censure
was issued Point out to certain kind of conspiracy amongst certain
officer of the organization who kept flouting the rules and ignored the
principle of Natural Justice and tried to victimize the targeted officials
(PGC Order copy enclosed)

o
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20.That the Inquiry Report is based on NO — Evidences as none of the

documents relied upon in support of the Article of Charges.
The Disciplinary Authority Rejected this report and appointed Hnd

Inquiry Officer Sh. 1.J. Garg. Vvide letter No.F3 (441)/06/vig./23 dated
07/01/09.

21.After three and half years Passed when lind inquiry is at last stage then
D.T.T.E. awarded censure on rejected inquiry.

22.That the PGC Observed that the Depaitriient had awarded “CENSURE”
when the Inquiry is under process and not finalised, hence “Principle of
Natural Justice Violated.”

23.That the Decision was taken totally arbitrary and without any evidence
and NO - Speaking order was passed, which is Violation of “Natural
Justice” and CCS {CCA) Rule 1965.

24.That the Order was not Compliance the Gi OM No 39/43/70-Eastt (A)
dated 08/01/1971. Final Order in disciplinary cases should be passed
within three months.

25.That the Comments of A.0. (Vig.)Copy Enclosed were ignored vide
noting sheet No 81/N says that “Action on the Part of the Department is
not in confirmation with the CCS {CCA) Rules and vitiated the Procedure

N s o
~JUIJ le i \.I‘a Sa:0 P\L;;ES.

At this stage, the department is left with NO Option but to quash
the Proceedings and set — aside the Charge Sheet.

| request you to call all the records to the decision taken of
Censure by the department. Which will prove that department had
awarded the Penalty of censure without any evidences and decision was
taken totally arbitrary which is Violation of Natural Justice.

Thanking you

Yours faithfully
Date: 28/09/17 . (/ﬁ//

(GURINDER BIRSINGH)
15/22, Tilak Nagar, New Delh1 - 110018
L

é




GOVERNMENT OF NATIONAL CAPITAL TERRITORY OF DELHI
DIRECTORATE OF TRAINING AND TECHNICAL EDUCATION
MUNI MAYA RAM MARG: PITAMPURA: DELHI
(VIGILANCE BRANCH)

No.F.3(1076)/RTI/Vig./DTTE/2015/7 4/, Dated: 9{-4 -7

To,
Sh. Gurinder Bir SIngh,
R/o 15/22, Tilak Nagar,
New Delhi-110018

Sub: Compliance of F.A.A. Decision dated 15.06.2017 in RTI Appeal No. 1376.

Sir. ‘
As per the directions of F.AA. in RTI appeai No. 1376 vide Order No.

F.2(16)/2006/RTI/TTE/Appeal No. 1376/1256-59 dated 15.06.2017 the inspection of all the
files related to the Disciplinary Proceedings against Sh. G.B. Singh, G.I. (Retd.) was made to the
appellant and copies of the pages (06 pages) as requested by the appellant are attached
herewith. Further Sh. G.B. Singh, appeilant has requested to provide the copies of following

H List of exiiibiled documents byﬁt‘n’e Inguiry Officer
(ih Copy of Daily Order Sheet regarding General examination of the C.0. by we Inquiry
Officer ufs 14 (18) of CCS (CCA) Rules 1965..

In the above context it is informed that on scrutiny of the file regarding Inquiry report of
the Disciplinary Proceedings against Sh. G.B. Singh, G.I. (Retd.) no detail regarding list of
exhibited documents and copy of a Daily Order sheet mentioning therein regarding the
General examination of the C.O. by the Inquiry Officer u/s 14 (18) of CCS (CCA) Rules 1965,
is found available.

Yours faithfully,

Encls : As above. QD - e
(@?/fENDER )
ADMN.OFFICER (V1G.)
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CONFIDENTIAL

GOVT. OF NCT GF DELHI
Pusa Polytechnie, Pusa, New Delli
No. F.PP/ Inquiry / GBS/ 2006-07/ 7/ 3 f)\D . PDated: 30-7-2007

\/ The Deputy Director ({raining),
Govt. of NCT of Delhi,
Directorate of Training & Technical Education,
Pitampura, New Delhi-110088,

Sub.: Regardmg documents requzrcd by Shri G.B. Smgh CI (U/S) ofITI Jaffarpur,Delhi
in the inquiry under CCS{(CCA)- Rules.

Sir,

above cited subject, you are requested to provide the attested photocopies of the relevant
documents as required by:the charged official to avoid further delays in the said inquiry.

< The principal, ITI- Jaffarpur, Delhi was expected to provide the attested photocopies
of all the required listed/unlisted documents to the presenting officer, but he has failed to
do the same on the pretext that original copies are not available with him.

Shri Narendra Xumar, UDC (presenting officer) is again being advised to collect all
the relevant documents duly attested from you- office to provide the same to the charged
official for his defence to expechte the case in public interest:

/ , ,'/ / Yours faithtully, }J/»AQJ
V_\{ ; dﬂ 6’7 | (R. L. YADAV
/ﬁ}

Copy to:
). The vigilance officer, DT&TE, Pitampura, New Delhi w1th rcference to their
letter, dated:16-7-07.
2. The principal, IT1-Jaffarpur, New Delhi-110073 for necessary action.
3. Shui Narendra Kumar, UDC (P.0.), Govt. Engg. College, Jaffarpur, New Delhi-
110073 for necessary action as advised above.

- | Principal, Pusd ?dlyﬁECMC,New Delhi
Inquiry — Ufﬁcer

P

( R.L.Yadav)

\

\/W (:\ ‘ 4/@\(7/7’ ? \,’»ﬁ «\’d'
=B |

. j‘% b\%
Q<

With reference to letter- no. F-3(441)/06/vig./pt.file/784,daed: 16-7-07 regarding the —~




. expedite the inquiry against Sh. G

GOVERKME

VR O NOT OF DX
DIRETORATE GF

VLB
TRAINING & TECHNICIAL EDUCATION
MURI MAYA Rﬁxf‘ﬁ WIARG, PITARIPURA, DELRHI

F.N0o.25/467 /Trg.Admn./ 88/ //[/ Lf)ated:ﬂg /g//‘ /2007
To

The Principal.
ITI, Jatfarpur,
DELHL

SUB:- Regazdmg documents required by Sh. G.B. Singh, C.1. (U/b) Oj Iir-
Jaffarpur, Delhi in the inquiry under CCS({CCA} ~ Rulcs
Sir,

/

Reference to the letter No.F. PP/Inquuy/(:bS/QOOb 07/7350 L o
dated 30/07 /2007 received from Pusa Polytechnic on the subject cited B
above, you are hereby directed to immediately provide the attested - e
photocopies of the relevant documents to the prcscntmg officer to

.B. Singh, C.I. (U/S). °*

Yours faithfully,

- ¢ s abow. ( ALKA SHARMA ) C
Encli as atoe: ADMN. OFFICER {TRG.) .
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GOVERNMENT OF NATIONL CPITAL TERITORY OF DELHI
DIRECTORTE F TRAINING AND TECHNICAL EDUCATIN
MUNI MAYA RAM MARG; PITMPURA; DELHI; 110088

No.E.3 (441)/06/Vig. e Dated: 7 |\} 9%
" ORDER

Whereas an inguiry under Rule 14 of the Central .Civil Services
(Classification, Control and Appeal) Rules, 1965 is being held against Sh.
Gurinder Bir Smgh C.L

Whereas Shri R.L. Yadav, was appomttd lnquny Authority to mqum
into the charges against Sh. Gurinder Bir Singh, C.1. vide Order No.F.
(441)/06/Vig./9-13 dated 3.1.07. .

And whereas Shri Shri R.L. Yadav submitted the inquiry report but the
competent authority was not satisfied from his report. And it is necessary o
appoint another officer as Inquiry Officer.

Now, therefore, the competent authority in exercise of the power conferred
by sub-rule (2) of the Rule 14 of the said rules, here by appoints Sh. 1.}, Garg.
Principal, G.B. Pant Polytechnic, Delhi, as Inquiry Authority to inquire into the
‘charges framed against the said Shri Gurinder Bir Singh. C.1..

P o
- x'.T’ e

/. _\,: SN ':-L S\
/,/ Tﬁ h 155\L{es with the prior approval of the competent authortty.

SRRV P

092\6\\
=) “" VISILANCE OFFICER
o N(SAJKM Y06/ Vig.) ¥ - Dated: 7\ o5
~ \g\ Copy forwarded for information and necessary action to:-
O . Sh. L), Garg, Principal , G.B. Pant Polytechnic, Delhi

2. Sh. R.L. Yadav, Principal , Arya Bhatt Polytechnic, Delhi
& Sh. Gurinder Bir Singh, C.O. (through Principai, IT1,
JalTarpur, Delhi
4. The Principal, 1T, Jaffarpur, Delhi.
5. AD(Trg.), DTTE, HQ., Pitampura, Dethi.
0. Smt. Manju Sachdeva, UDC/Presenting Officer, Pusa
Polytechnic, Pusa, Delhi.




GOVERNMENT OF NATIONAL CAPITAL TERRITORY OF Dtunl
DIHEPTORATE OF TRAINING AND TECHE!CAL EDUCATION

MUNI MAYA RAM MARG: PITAMPIURA: DELH!
(VIGILANCE BRANCH)

i
¢

Subject:- information sought'under RT! Act,2005 for 1.D. No.1943 gated
25/01/2012 in respect of Sh. G.B. Singh.

1. The Disciplinary Authority i.e. Principal Secretary(TTE) in exercise of powar
conferred by Sub-Rule(2) of the Rule 14 the ordered for a denovo  inguiry and
appointed Sh..1.J. Garg, Principal, G. B, Pant Polytechnic as Inquiry Authority tc
inquire in the charges framed against Sh. G.B.Singh,Cl vide order daten__
07/01/2008. The Inquiry Report is awaited. Further, the mater reqardmg grant o
ACP/MACP to N.G. staff is dealt by N.G. Branch being headed by AD. {Trq )

2. The matter raised through the letter dated 18/11/2011 by the Principai, 1
Pusa has already been examined and a Memo. ‘in this regard &lon;
Justification of the matter was already issued o Sh. G.B. Singh, C.i. #dz en
No. F.3(441)/06/Vig./ 1127-29 dated 14/9/2011. However, after recaiving -
letter dated 18/11/2011, the then A.O.(Vig) has observed that " there s e
infirrnity in the letter dated 14/9/2011. Nc action is required on PUC". Howave
the applicant can inspect the file on any working day after obtaining ine g
aporcval of Competent Authority and coliect the ‘photo copnes oft the mqu
documents after depositing the prescribed fees under RTI Act.

3

IMEZNA TY G

“w PP
3 .J.‘\“\'/ i,

PiO/Nodal Officer ‘ A
U.O.No.F. ”»(810)/2012/RT|N\Q/PF/ < Dated:- i\




GOVERNMENT OF NATIONAL CAPIVAL TERRITORY OF DELHI /
DIRECTORATE OF TRAINING AND TECHNICAL EDUCATION
MUNI MAYA RAM MARG: PITAMPURA, DELHI.
(VIGILANCE BRANCH) (27321462)

o F.3(1076)/RTI/ DTTE Vig./ 2015/ 50 | - S0 B Dated: 9‘.77/\7; }7{;
.To
Sh. G.B.Singh,
15/22, Tilak Naagar,
Delhi-110018. .

SUB: Reference: Compliance of Decision of F.A.A. reg. your Appeal No, 1239, RTI1.D. Ne.

3867,
Sir.

Reference subject cited above,
In this regard, it is to inform you that Your letter dt, 22/03/2006, regarding misuse of
Govt monev by Sh. Ajav Vashlst wasnot recelved d}rectly in thls brancn L.Opy of this letter was

Yours faithfully,

3 (1076)/RTl/ DTTE Vig./ 2015/ Dated
Copy.for information to:

1. SpecialDirector-ll/FAA, DTTE, Pitampura. .
2. PIO, DTTE (HQ)

O\
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Sub:- Inquiry report submitted by Sh. R.L Yadav, 10
inr/o Sh. G.B. Singh. Cl1, ITY, Jaffarpur, Delhi.

This case is concerred to Sh. G.B. Singh, CI, 1T, Jaifarpur,
Delhi. who was placed under suspension on Oo 04-06 on the
charges as explained in ‘"¢ Charge Sheet issued on 02-08-06 at

Page 12/C. Thereafter, following extension of suspension had
been taken place

EM 1. 180 days wie.f. 04.07.06 vide order dated 04.07.06,
)~ ,W/ 2. 180 days w.c.f. 30,.12.06 vide order dated 2.12.06,
i) 3. 180 days w.e.f. 28.06.07 vide order dated 20.06.07

4 90 days w.c.f, 25,12.07 vide order dated 29.11.07
5. 90 days w.e.f. 24.03.08 vide order dated 04.03.08
6 90 days w.e.f, 22.06.08 vide order dated 20 06.08

The inquiry unc:: Rule 14 was initiated against the CO

vide order No. #.3(4+ 1}, 33/ iz, 000 dated 02-08-06 {(Page 12/C).

- The appointment of the Inquiry Officer was made vide order No.
F.0{4411/06/Vig. /9-13 dated 03-01-0 (Page No.20/C). The
Inquiry Officer submitted his report on 24-09-07{Page No.91/C to
98/C). 1t concluded with the remarks that “the Charged Oificial

has had a reasonable opportunity to defend himself against .
the charges framed against him, but he has. failed to defend

himself, On careful perusal of the findings as given above, it
is confirmed that the charges as mentioned in Articls I, II, III
& IV framed against the said Sh. G.B. Singh, CI, (D/Mech)
have been proved. the Disciplinary Authority may impose
appropriate penalty upon the CC as per provisions of CCS
(CCA) Rules, 19:35 ” ‘ oo

Accordmg,xj, vide note dated 10-06-08 at Page 42/N, this
file was forwarded to Scerctary (TTE) being ‘the  Disciplinary
Authority with the request to take a view with regard to
imposition of permlty as deems fit. Few observations were
observed by the Stoy.. lDT’TE) which may kindly be seen at the
yellow slips pasted cn dik inside portion of the file cover and s

.

photocopy at page M. 306/C. In order {6 discuss these-points, a
meeting was fixed in ihe chamber of Secy. (DTTE) on 22.09.08 at
12.00 Noon. '

- The \."m‘fmrc Officer/DD-Admn(Link  Officeri,
Supdt. (Vigilance) =nd the dealing assistant attended it. The
Defence Brief was sxamined by the Secretary (TTE) and found
that the Char gjed Oifizial has alleged following mcgularmes in the
mqmry Report: -
. Non- supply of listed documcnts as mentioned
i Annexure
2. There was no order recorded by the LO that the
' C.0. may inspect the doguments ‘ot the
purpose of preparing his defence, to submit &
list of witness and to give a.notice of within 10
MM d S as mentioned in Clause (i) (i) % (iil) of
| e Al CCS(CeA) Rules 1965.
~=loinals of the listed



e eEm T ST TR OVEF TRTTN

5. The C.O. has raiscdd the ground of bins against

the 1.O.
o, The 1.O. has intentionally violated thes sub rule
16,17818 of Rule 14 of CCS (CCA) Rules 1965,
7. The copies supplied arz r.ot legible.
3. . The procedure for pxo’duction of defcncc
evidence has not bzen-doae by the 1.D.
Q. No efforts were made. 16 trace the PW- 04 Sh.
. P.P. Walia. ,
10. JThe C.O. was not prosded opportunity to
' supply the list of deferce of witnesszs. :
il No print ot of attender.ce rccordrng’ chhmc
R {u()du";\"’
12, Copy “of - the remarks piven by Sh.-' Harish

Kumar, CI on the baclkside of the bill No. 033,
037and 039 was not supplied to t}‘.v.c C.O.

The competent authority af er going: through the’
Inquiry Report has found that Inquiry Report is not:
up to mark.

in view of above, .it was desired by the
competent authority’ that  De-Novo Inquiry may be
conducted..U/R 14 of CCS (CCA) Rules 1965. e,
further it was agreed to appoint a new Inguiry Cfficer /4
1 look into the charges levelled against Sh. G.B
Sinch, C.I. a [resh.

-For appointing: Inquiry Officer three names of |'
the following officers are suggested and Secy. (DTTE)
may like to appoint any one uf! 2. for conducting the |

crovyges evelled against She Gt Bingn, G :
i
1. PRINCIPAL, PU:’SA "O‘. STECHNIC, PUSA‘ 327
. DELHL L‘/fﬁ/_i
2. PRINCIPAL, G.N.D. U()‘\.“"'i'“ CHNIT, ROHING | - -
DELME : 2] ylsz
- 3. PRIMNCIPAL, MEET _nb 2y POLYTECHNIC,
MAHARANI BAGH, NEW DRELML ‘g
. 7l /V‘z*i
o . U T
Subnntted Please. . . —rT T
, N i J 51/70 /d 9
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D iscussion on the Rule position vis-a-vis the action taken
by the Deptt by appointing another 10

As per Rule 15(1) and 15(2), the Disciplinary Aythority
could have r-emitted.-back the repot o Sh. F.L Yadav for {urther
enquiry as per-Rule, if the szme was not satisfactory. The
Disciplinary Authority could have circulated the report to CO for
making - repregsentation along with tentative reasons for
disagreement. Afler receipt of the representation the Disciplinary
Authority wert. Rule 15(3) or 15(4) could have irmposed any of
the: panalties { major or minor) defined in Rule 11 of the CCS
(CCA) Rules, 1965.

However, none of the above actions were {aken. {nstgad,
the report of Sh. R.L.Yadav was first accepted and circulated to
CO to make represerdation and on receipt of repre: \,spntation, by
an order dated 7.1.09, it was informed that the Disciplinary
Authority is'not satisiied with the report of Sn R.L. Yadav and
hence Sh. 1.J. Garg is being appointed naw {C.

Above action on the part of the Deparment is nol i
confirmation with the CCS (CCA) Rules and vitiates the
procedura oullined in the said Rules.

Al this stage, the Depariment is lefl wilh no option but
quash the proceedings and sef aside the chargesheet. Ths
official was under suspension from 5.4, 06 wd suspension was
revoked on 17.9.08. This perod s to bz rap
duty with full pay and allowances.

viarized az spent on
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