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y  central ADMINISTRAirv/E "miBDNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH

^^A No 34/200I ^

IN

OA No^^2 6l/200G

New Delhi: this the j2. ' day of X ','2001
HON'BLE P1R.S.R,ADIGE,\/ICE CHAIRHAN (A)i'

H0N*BLE DR.A.A/EDAVALLI^ flefnber(3)

flange Ram Gup ta'^^
S/o Lite Shri Tika Ram',-
R/o 0-67 3, 612 Area^''
OdI e flarkat.
New Delhi'^

%  working as UDC,
Qout.^ of India Press,

1*1 in to Roadv'
'■^v- New Del hi-2 Review Applican

l/fersus

Uni.on of Indiay'
through its Secretary'^
ministry of Urban Development & poverty.
All eva tion'j-
N i rm a n B haw a nf^^
New Delhi^ll'^

2^ Directorate of Printj.ng^,^
through its Directo^'^
ministry of Urban Development & Poverty;
AllevatipnV
Nirman Bhaujan'j;'
New Delhi-6,

3«' R.S.yadhwa',
managsry
Qovt#'' of India Pressj
min to Ro ad'^,"*
New Del hi-2 Responden tsol

ORDE:R"CgY CIRCULATION)
SyRyAdioe^C^A^i

Perused Rlt;Npfl 54/2001; seeking feview^of the
Tribuhal *s-order dated 1932;l200l in OA No,y261/200d3

In OA No ^^*22 61/2000 applicant who is a Group 'C'
employee in GDI Press minto Roarf- impugned respondents*
memo dated 4^^8';%000(Annexure-Al to the OA) initiating
disciplinary proceedings against him and order dated
19i^l0,^q00 (page 19 of the OA) appointing the presenting
o fficer*i

n
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3.' The main ground for challenge in. the OA uas

that the nanager QDI press uas not applicant's

disciplinary Authority and uas therefore not competent

to issue the impugned order^

4*^ Under Rule 1j3(2) CCS(CCA) Rules a disciplinary

authority competent under these rules to impo^ any

of the^p enal ties specified in Clause (i) to (iv) of

Rule 11, may institute disciplinary proceedings against

any Qovt#^ serv/ant for the imposition of any of the may
penalties specified in Clau^ (v) to (ix) of Rule 11^

no tui th standing that such disciplinary authority is

not competent under these rules to impose any of the

latter penalties^

5;^ During hearing of the OA respondents * counsel

had invited our attention to Ministry of Urbajli

Development Standing Order No^l 559 dated 1'|6ii99

issued pursuant to Rule 12(2) (b) CCS(CCA) Rules

empouering the ManagerV 001 Press Min to Road to

impose any penalty specified in Rule 11(1) to (iv)

in respect of Group 'C* and Group 'D' employees of

the aforesaid Press^

6  Under the circumstance^,'' by virtue of 5,0 ̂NoJ^I 559

dated if ̂^99 read uith Rule 1 3(2) CCS (CCA) Rules , the

Manager, QDI press Minto Road is competent to initiate

disciplinary proceedings for a ougor penalty under

Rule 14 CCS(CCA) Rules as has been done vide impugned

order dated 4^fi,i200 0f

1, The order dated ^ does not uarrant

any revieuil RA dismissed.

( DR,AVV/EDA\/ALLI ) (s,r;.aoige )/
CICE CHAIRflAN(A):

/ug/


