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IN THE CQ\iTRAL 'ACf-HNISTRATlVE TRIBUI^JAU

PRIHCIFAL BENCH M£W DELHI, ^ *

f

0»A» No',1773/90

Neu) Delhi.,dgtsd the 24th Augustj 199 4

CORAm

Hon'bie 3hri S»P« Adigej Plambar (A)

tisn'ble Smt»Lakshnd SujanJinathan, Wember(T)

3hrj. Suraj Bhan Singh
r/o 631/5j Krishna Gali No.l3,
East rieujpur, Delhi-SS

• 4« %!plicent

(3y Advocate Shri A«3e Grewal )

y/s

1-»' Commissioner of Oslhi
Delhi Police Headquarter, fISO BXdg,
l.-P,£atatBj Nsu) Delhi

2» Addl.Bomrnissionsr of Police (nr;,
l-telhi Police Headquarters, M30 building,
I»P» Estate, Nsu.' Delhi

3,' Deputy Comfrdsaiontjr of Poilcf
£est District, Shalimar Park, Bishuas Wagar,
Delhi. , ' *

9

. ' • «•;# Responden'ts

(By Advocate firs' fiynish ^hlauat )
' I •

(Hon'bla Shri 3,R. Adige, Member (a))

In this epplication, Shri Surgj ahan Singh^ A3I,Delhi

Polica has irapugnBd the order dated 2e,8,89 imposing minor

penalty of cansura for having f.^led to hand ever th. files oropariy

upon his being transferred frora lilelfare offie® of Un'es,J-'altiv

The said impugned p«,r, h® bsen upheld in a appeal >,ld8 opdsr

dated 29.11.39 {flnn.E) and fesi^rsvlslon vltte order dated 7.3.90
•fAnntG).

2. life have heard Shri A.s. Grewal.courBel f„r the appUca„t a^
as Aynish Ahlawat, cxiunsel for tho respondents.
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3ii Tre main ground allagad by. 3t»ti Grewal during the osursa of

heading, tuas that dstails of the files uihich the applicant is allaged

not to haue handsd over at ths tima ha uias transferred^ casulting

in the penalty ussxa not cosimunicated to him itihich pcajudiced him in

his dofonc3s,

lite note from tha reply to the neu ahou oatee notice filad

by tha applicant, thet hs took no such plsa befora the OtiscAplinary

authority, and meialy assarted that he had haided oyar charge of all

filas at the tifw he^^as transferrad and, he therafore, blamalsaa,.

If the applicant infaot, sought details of,the filas, which it ia

allsged he ^^d not hand owar at ths tisia, he tuas transferred^ Ae,

should hawe taks^i this plea at the initial stage itself. Priraa-fada

therafore, this plea appears to be an aftarthought tfid ia not

tenable at this staged

5t ate haua carafully parusad tha QlscipUnary authority's

order as well as the order p^sed in appeal and revision. The

^amissioner of Police in his tauiaion order dated 7«3.gg(ftin.Q)

has obserusd that the applicant should have handed over all the

files in his custody relating to the tolfare Office aid should alsq

hav,3 put up the.file to the ACp{y!elfare) which uiets required

to be disctpsad udth higher authoritiss-; Ute see no reason to disagree

sdth hidS

SJ In the result the iB?)ugnQd order warrants no interferanca. This

appHcatlen i3,^h8rafota, dismissad. No costs.

^ ,-j . .
(Lakshmi Suaminatha^)- (S.R.

naab9r(3udicial) « . #
Wembsr(fldministration)
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