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New Delhi this the 1st day of .January 2002

Hon'ble Mr. M. P. Singh, Member (A)
Hon'ble Mr.Shanksr Raju, Member (J)
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ORDER fORALl

Hon'ble Mr. Shanker Ra.iu. Member (J)

Heard Shri Yogesh Sharma, learned counsel for

the applicant and Shri Ajay Gupta, learned counsel for

the respondents.

2. The applicant who has been working as Head

constab ie in Mandavi/al i Pol ice Station has been

proceeded against in '.(k, departmental enQuiry
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Dinssh ShdrnTid was taksn to hospital i r iS ^WM • i Udi i b
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MsSPids Til© Cil3C1pllPfdPy dUuhiOPltLy SXSPGlSsCi "tl^i©

powsps conTsPPSci uridBP Rul©, 16 (x) of D©lhi Polic©

( PuPi 1 ShiTiSPi u & AppSdl ) RulsSj 1 330 j ths Und© PS 1 QPiSd

pBrnittsd th© GdS© to th© EO to ' 0;<diTiiri© thss© two

vVltPiSSSsS dPiu submit hl3 SUpp 1 SrHSntdPy TIPidlPiQSa TmS

PW1 J Sdtish KurpiSP Sbidpni© wss ©xsrmnsdj v/ho too p©sil©d

\J f POrn m1S SdP 1 10P StdtsmSPit PsCOPuSd dUPIPiQ th©

VI gi 1 a.PiC© sPiQuI Py ©Pid th© ObhsP PV/2 WdS PiOt ©XOmlPisd

uLI© to th© PsHSOn thSu h© WdS PiOt dutsPidlPiQ tO ui is

PPOcssdipiQSt Th© discipl iPiSPy dUthop 11y5 k©©p iny 1 1 f

V1 ©w of th© 1 p ©3p 11 ©p stdtsrnspit on SalOa lSSS ©ppivsu

St d COPiClUSIOn thdt th© ChdPgS pPOVsd dQdPilSt th©
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pUPilShmSPit OT ulSRHSSdl T POR] SSPV1G© UpOH th©

3ppllC3Pit by 3Pi OPQeP dst©d 1 2 « 6 a 2000 SPid bh© SSmS W3S
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3n OPdsP ddted 2b3»2001 rnod if i©d th© pUnis hrRsPi u of

dl3iTi1SS3.l f POm SsPVICS tO thst Of th© pUPilShmSnt Of

psductiopi of PdPik f poni H a C. uo Copistsbl© for 3 p©piod
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Court in ths cass -cf Stats of U.F. Vs.Shatrughan Lai

■St Anr. rsportsd as JT 199-3 (5) 55 and contsndsd that
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including prslirninary inQuiry rsport and statsrnsnt cf

v-i'itnsssss havs not bssn ■furnishsd to hirrik vVithout

suppling ths sams to him partially procssdsd in ths
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applicant has a.lso placsd rslianc© on ths tact that

4-!y-y-v y-Ur-kty-kyy-i^ r->y-«.r>4iy-ky.v.4- 4-L-. ̂  Ol lK Tp-kr^»-ky-.^-»-yNP^ Ln.^^ XL-%y-xi . .-«L-. ky-vy-k4-
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provsci j but hs hss bssn G.I'isQsci ot which IS sQsinst
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ot Xnciis. SmCj ths DD Entry rsport which W3.s i sooi oslJ by

bhs S-pplicsnt only on bshslt cf ths Sub^Inspsctor

without sny tdUlt o*f ths sppliCdnta

4. On the other hand, strongly rebutting the
/

content 1 ons ot ths Isarnsd counssl "for ths applicariL.,

Isarnsu counssl "for ths responusnts by proouo Miy ums

rslsvant dspartrnsntal inQUiry report statsd thau iri

rssponss to ths sumniary cf allsgation and particular ty

to the Questiori regaroing supply ot ariy dddi L/ iOMcil

docuriisnts rsQuired tor bh© dstsnce ot the app i iocimli,

he has drawn our attention to the statement recorded

on 1S i 1 2 s 1 S S 7 uhe r © 1 n the applicant has ret used l.o

ha.ve any additional documents Tn this background, i b
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subsequent request is an after thought. It is also

stated L-hat the documents, which were required by the

applicants hav'e not at all been relied upon a-s regards

Lri i^ ai lsgsLions of thi© applicant are ccrrcernedE The

vigilance inquiry officer has not been exarnined as

such the relevant vigilance inquiry docuiTfents are not

required to be furnished to the applicant. It is

V  n w"* \ r *—w T t/-v -1 j—w iT-s •!— \ * -i >—*, t , $ T wi j—v
oouvu-su ujiciu ai isauy a isi i isi iLr v ioVv f ia^s ci i isciu/ uesf i

taken by the appellate authority and the punishrfient
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5. W© haVs c3r®"Fully considsrsd "ths GontBrit 1 ons

yy 'S -y L-. ^ L-% yy yy yy ly 4— -i y* yy y ty yj yff -» ti*y yj 4- ly yw 4— yy yy yy yy t#-y J i i i T yy 4 £? / 4 \
u I uu ui i ui IS ^/ai u I ss anu i i i lu ui la u as pei r\u is i u v i .i

o"F D®lhi Polics (Punishmsnt & Appsal) Rulss, 1380,
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proceedings against him. The contention of the

applicant is that the preliminary inpuiry report and

the statement of witnesses was not supplied to the

applicant is not rslisvant because the same has not at

all been taken into consideration in the disciplinary

ly y» y» yy yl t t«-k y« yy y. yj y. ^ ty yy 4- L-y 1 »w y ty yi 4- L-y yy ly y >C »y y 4- L-v y ty y 4- ^ yy{jiuCs^uMiys a^ai i iou i t im ai iu, uii^iqiuisj uri^s lauiu
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the present case. As regards other grounds are
V
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concerned j vve do not find any merit as from
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j'ussl of ths ©viu©ncs rsGordsd in th© inquiry, vv©

find that the charge against the applicant of not

f eg I ^ uei i i iy u[ is 3 o.f itj niaR 1 nQ s Vv'rOnQ entry 1 n the

DD entry report has been proved, the applicant has

r ubsu i iis Miisconducb for which ths punishHient, as

avvarded to hini, has al ready been reduced by the

cippsl 1 aL© auL-hori uya In this view of the matter, the

pi esent OA lacks rnsnts and is, accordingly dismissed a

There shall be no order as to cost a

(  Shanksr Raju )
Member (J)

( M.P. Singh )
Member (A)
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