Telephone ch.

m
m Fix Deposit n Bank o
m Repayment of loan
e s |

Ordinaryé Dbt

Total expenditurs -

rrartacs —m!

$3548066.08 +) Closing Balancs -

BESOL.UTION: Considered, approved and passed the monthly account for the mol
February and March, 2019.
Mote: During discussion vice-president shri umesh Kurnar requested
may be written to Nagar vikas, Patna requesting for street light
lights have been given by Nagar Vikas to nearty area such as L@

Nagar MNigam under smart city plan.

Sl < '#/M . ]
(Lagglpuii Hrahsel, IDES) (Brig. A . Yaday)

Member Secretary President
Danapur Cantonment Danapur Cantonne |

Dated %l*’—{)
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pur Cantonme Board to Danapur

nal Commission for Scheduled

Natio

|/ 4016:55W-1(Representation from Shri Sushil

 Cantonmant Board to Danapur Cantonment Board dated
of e Natlonal Commission for Scheduled Castes {NESC)

L)
Lot 8 W g e A & sl TR A
e 0 & o s st ¥ e # s eafard
0, forerds afeler 3 i o .82.208% 3 ¢3.07.308.03 & |
ff Wit Y b e g 3y 06.03.2019 1 THE H ag| A
mmm.mmﬁmﬁmwmm
'ﬁmmmmmxmmwa@um
04,2010 & 26.03.2019 ghrl Sushil Kumar Saroj, Ex-Clerk of Danapur

mumu for o pursonal hearing before Danapur Cantonment Board
it 00,12,2016 and 13.01,2018 which was already submitted and
d on 06,08,2010, Shri Sushil Kumar Saroj has requested to

uranum of thargo shaet and dismissal order issued against him by the
{ ol Shil Vinaat Kumar.

'M'_lehlﬁtlﬂr#m#mﬁwmé;mﬁm
,ﬁmmmmmmmmmamqm

(Brig. A.K} Yadav)
President
Danapur Cantonment

Dated 2019



- B8|Page

ey d@@ar F.No.S-43 | Defence-34/2016-SSW-1 & g @ far ks
W@Wmﬁﬁﬂwﬁﬁmt@wﬁam 1T
wmmmmm%lmmﬁfsﬁéﬂmﬁ-@rﬁm ;
mmmza,w.zmsﬂmﬁwﬁwﬁﬁwﬂsﬁﬁr
mmmﬂwaﬁaﬁrhmﬁmmwmmﬁ@r
st & mamwmmwmﬁmﬁmﬁw
wmmaﬂmmaisﬁammﬁmméammmmmw
mmﬁmww*mmmmmm 30 Rl &
Frard 41 o g E1 shri Sushil Kumar Saroj has represented before the Na
for Scheduled Castes (NCSC) regarding his dismissal from service of Da

Commission
cantonment Board. The NCSC vide their letters/order No. F.No 5-43/Defence-34/2016-551
jate appellate authority agai

has decided that, “The petitioner may file his before the approprl
the order of the disciplinary authority. The mercy appeal has been rejected by the GOC_A
Central Command vide his order dated 28.09.2018 as he has not filed his appeal tefore.
appropriate authority. A reply is also submitted by the department in the matter. The
Commission observed that the copy of the reply submitted by the department may be sentto
the petitioner. The petitioner may file his appeal before the appropriate appellate aythorit . Th
appellate authority may decide the appeal without any prejudice. The action taken maﬁ

submitted within 30 days”, |

SARO), EX-CLERK, DANAPUR CANTONMENT BOARD

14.05.2008; derei C.E.O., Fe| @15 F geer #) TR o ar
ﬁmﬁam%mﬁmwﬁ*mﬁm% \
m#mmmmmﬁmmm%ﬁﬁﬁ -
1999##@-@"@1?@%%%@1@@&“@??101

&g #@t| 14.05.2008: The then C.EO. Cantt. Board appointed Susl
der two years' probation as he had

Kr. Saro) as Lower Division Clerk un

([ggnpuli Hmhs;i, IDES) (Brig. A.K\|Yadav)

Member Secretary President

Danapur Cantonment Danapur Cantonment
Dated 2019

Dated R 6+ o'f 2019



y cortificate showing that he had passed
bearing roll no.101& code no.13202 from

F 0 gw um WX Imhe gel @S dfe
o B EafEe o 3R 3 O
alt g e of gEfeT, Sedr
Sushil Kr. Saroj joined the post

egular in attending his duty since
could never be satisfactory. Hence, his

M0 (CBI) # CBI / ACB / weem RC023 /
g T e % R e
e srrger AfZEerA- SEETOT 9T & U
Ll Imﬂ',ﬁ?ﬂﬁ-‘ﬂﬁmﬁtﬂ?ﬁ
ST B ST e mEr &N

urmat of Investigation (C.B.1.) lodged CBI/ ACB/
(4pl0/2000) against Sushil Kumar Saroj for
nent In the Cantonment Board on the basis of
matriculation- certificate. But, the person never
ntonment Board about the criminal case against him.

Ml s g wfdar fr amr 420,467, 468,
N A i g T RS & R T FE
MIm.lﬁ.ﬂ.ané’?gaﬁa;ﬁgﬁmwaﬂr
My W W wos F EEst e gl
W S @ eSS, e TRITEIR ol
_mﬁim'ﬂ'waunaaaﬁéaﬁrqaraﬁw

Danapur Cantonment
Dated %}Lf/ 2019




FEHr give BT §§ ¥| 29.05.2009 The C.B.l. found allegation tr
submitted Charge-sheet against sushil Kumar Saroj for | offer
under Sections 420,467, 468, 471 of ‘the Indian Penal Code.
though, The C.B.| had asked for the appointment |$er & Joiningll Repor
sushil Kr, Saroj from the C.E.O. who immediately sent the same tl 1ro
personal messenger but the fact of lodging of FIR or even fili
charge-sheet, could not be known to Board right then. Howevei'-,'
incumbent continued with his absence from duty as his original certificat
| were asked from him. Resultantly, the probation of sushil Kr. Sal
i continued artd he was not confirmed. T

21.09.2010: 39 T, Ferdar, FER FHer AT aE, geaT F deehle
CE.O, &z = gfud fwan A% o weeA ¥ fF a¥ 1999
A FAT IR FE Haw 13202 gER B & 5, T ¥
iﬁiﬂm?\qw,ﬁ?ﬁﬁaﬁm@ﬁaﬂ
aﬁﬁ?ﬁtﬂﬁ&ﬁ?ﬂm@ﬁmgmiaﬁ@r,a’ré
Wgﬁﬁﬁqﬁm%‘!mﬁ:{awﬁaﬁm
%@#*W-m&:ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂﬂ?@ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ‘m
a5 F1 TE o REw & F9nd, A1 g FAN
ﬁ?ﬁ-aﬁéﬂaﬁmaﬂiﬂﬁamﬁﬁﬁmqaﬁ«
s e & A & IO W AR W g
arr e Bl I & 3%7| 21.09.2010 :The Deputy Secretdl
Vigilance, Bihar School Examination Board, Patna intimate
the then C.E.O., Cantt. Board on query that Roll No.lOl & Coi
F§ No.13202 of the year 1999 belonged to another student and

— Sushi! Kumar Saroj. Thusthe matriculation-certificate furni
by Sushil appeared to be forged and fabricated one. Since th

' —10|Pape L 1
= (ng;xpiuii Hrahsel IDES) (Brig. AX. Yaday)

— Member Secretary Pregident
Danapur Cantonment Danapur Cantonment

il Dated =G ét/ 2019 Dated MJ'H{ -:,{.




d has been asking Sushi! to furnish his
v and again both orally as well as in
- showing the same .to the Board, Shri
dilly-dallying and even started
{llness of father, wife and others
{ any information at all.

yefRra e, e &A@
Frer W de & %
_ Wkﬁvm,ﬁﬁﬁﬁm
ﬁ.mwaﬂﬁﬂrm‘ﬁﬁ
[ .-Hﬂt{ﬂ'wiﬁ"\r—aﬁﬁmm
mlwmmmawmﬁs?raﬁrué
!’lﬂmﬂﬂﬁrﬁﬁﬁmaﬁ‘rﬁqﬂﬁm

2011 The Board published a public-notice 1n the

BAI I JAGRAN asking sushil Kumar Saroj tojoin his duty
i hiee days lest action be taken against him since the
il remalined unauthorisedly absent from duty for

Jys togother from 8.11.2010 to 24.1.2011 till that date. A

ding team was constituted which recommended

lon of Sushil Kumar Saroj.

B s o sy st R & @ P
N Waﬂrﬁqﬁmmﬁﬁfmﬁwaﬁéuﬁm
J Qflmmaﬁaﬁéa?msﬁwﬁﬂmrﬁﬁw

MWWWW.WWW@raﬁm

(4T 03.08.2011 The Board suspended Sushil for his

for no response on showing his

wiithorlzed absence and
kept on being,

(il testimonials. His suspension was

liahol, ﬁﬁsy (Brig. A,ﬁ, Yadav)
President

Negretary
Danapur Cantonment

ment
| K604 2019 Dated %/br) 2019




couldn't be extended endlessly.

25.08.2011 uaﬁammzﬂawsﬁtﬁra’rm%mﬁm :

13.07.2015:

12 |Page

n@ﬁﬁﬁtmmﬁmﬁmvkm-
¥ foT HEeT Got| TR, agfr,:mazﬁ—‘a-#
S # TEF sciisd ¥ TR F G| a8 we & P
iy A FdEe & e AR ufaser & FHAE
& FIHS H aga A 3o 99T 25.08.2011 Sushil Kuf

Saroj went in jail and remained therein for about three mon
in connection with C.B.L. Case lodged for his forge
furnishing matriculation- _certificate. But, initially, the man chi
not to inform the Board regarding his incarceration in jai
the Board suffered a lot both in terms of loss of workfarc
also loss of prestige.

mﬁwmmﬁceoaﬁﬁmﬁﬁa—ﬁm
Wqﬁ%ﬁuﬁaﬁmaﬁvaﬁ?mm'
Fr "o F T, gy urfaeRal @ wfadt & A
magﬁqaﬁaﬁtmﬁaﬁagawﬁmlm
mﬁ%ﬁmwmm#m 7T
¥ agg Tuse ¥ F AP T FGIAT H TH i
ﬁw%mvﬁwaﬂﬁaﬁrm?.gﬁ;
mﬂ:maﬁéwﬁ%ﬁaﬂﬁmﬁﬁ#
aare @ 3R T & 3@ dae gafe i S &
Wﬁmmﬁmﬁmmﬁ%ma\
W?W?W?Wﬂﬁmmm

13,07.2015: Sushil Kumar Saroj gave one representation to U

(Lalrinpuii Hrahsel,' IDES) . (Brig. A.K. Yadav)
Member Secretary President \
Danapur Cantonment Danapur Cantonment

Dated 2604 , 2019 Dated Mf“:} 2019fi

L



‘of his erratic leaves and also for
co-allowance with copies to the
4 lot many more from him earlier
Inders have been sent by the man
caseaws of different courts and an
tlun sought under the Right to
under some legal-advice building a
Julisve him from suspension and also
nulther of which could be done in
pae bs also In view of the settled law

e W e Sl R WS A 5H
M anePufey & any o R @ FReT 98T
0 A AR ST O e AT SAT

1 mmkmm, T & g1 TR 3T Aar
e urdfive frafie @ srer s feEm ST GIEDH
gl A o Srare @& AT 26.12.2015 ¢ The C.EO.
gaiindl o notlce to Sushil Kr. Saroj asking him to show-cause
Bt his unauthorised absence and further asking him to
bt his matriculation certificate either in original or a
gortified copy hereof lest his service is terminated holding
I Initial itself appointment as illegal. But, the man did not

ranpand,

forr, dewEie oS gERT wEga R S & aQ
gmwmaﬁm@rmﬁ~waﬁrm
mmmﬁﬁz?,m.zmsmmmwmm
W o) grerfe, afdETHE e ¥ & e AR
waor o e feer SR T & s Fgfe ¥ faw

. lIIrnh;:I.TI/DFS) (Brig. A.K. Yadav)

d ihor Secrotary President
e Cantonment Danapur Cantonment

26 .04 . 2019 Dated 96/ ([ 2019




o 24.05.2016:

: 14| Page - j'
| (La%\pui ii Hrahsel/IDES) Brig. AK. Yaday) | |

Member Secretary President |
I Danapur Cantonment Danapur Captonment
I Dated  R¢ 04 2019 Dated 9’57?4] 2019

Fetfreie FIRUTT HT TAAT| 29.02.2016 Then,
charge-memo was issued to Sushil Kumar Saroj
Cantonment Board authorized the C.E.O. to take st
own by resoclution dated 2101.201‘*@. Howev

under probation neither submitted his mau’-ic%a
nor explained his unauthorized absence to his satisfact

} 8
e el Rierew & anrdfat & @ g RftET
THS| RIS W1 S S w9 H, A g
F, ufeerd sl & &9 & Ff¥EF ik A @
U F g W @-edw  Pged far S
HESHT & woHer IR T AT @RS g9 e
FIT, AT 0T F Uoeafa afed d-arfemier
& mAs BRYS MEEC SeeT o eX e
FAET H A Scde @ AR we aw B
HFR T FEAR e @ W e &
IRUTHETET @ F HEAGET A ger fomm St
ENT AT R, WEIA IE U vl guf, oS W
UsEhe &I AT PO & w9 7 Tge frar wm@n) af
aEdl I e AR ReRe RewgEer sk

A F AT HE G| 24.05.2016 : Left with no option, &

proceeding was initiated by the C.E.O. duly appointing |
Firoz as the enquiry-officer, Mr.Ram Kumar Singh, Advoc
as the presenting officer and Mr. Tiwaryas the defen
assistant on the askance of the delinquent. The delinguent
chose not to file his written statement before the enquii,jy
officer; started sending meaningless petitions before the top-
most people including the Hon 'ble President of India simply
to obstruct the proceeding and even threatened the



presenting officer Ram umar Singh who consequently
withdrew himself from the proceeding. On information by the
Enguiry-officer, the C.E.O. appointed Amarendra Nath Verma,
Advocate of the Board as new P.0. under the exigencies.
Proceeding progressed & concluded amid the delinquent's |
non-co-operation and unruly attitude. I

*".m-aﬁmaﬂﬁgﬁmaﬁﬁmﬁmﬁmﬁa
ﬁﬁwwmﬁﬁmmwmymw
SEIS A, S AT / GANORT THOT 9 & WY e
Sgefeafer gt smitewa smafeaf # seames w8t % @
%Jmﬁﬂmﬁﬁmaﬁé#m@wﬁaa?m
FIS I AR 3HF T gl B Py wer w
forw oREe= camr weae 1999 RN e FEe -101 3R
F1s Al 1,8202 & ARFow-afefede 1 arvi e
& foe awafis af a 3@ @ ogEy =g @ wde
E@mm%aﬁﬁ:m#aﬁﬁ,ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?#m
UEel AR AU & FET R 3ES 1991 F wAOT 9¥ Uy
39T P ured # ¥ AR 3T uEr a3 @y s ey
%ﬁmﬁmr%,ﬁﬁmmgﬁmmwﬁmﬂﬁ
T IR 5T ET SHEG AN A HIE GATT Reww| g@d srerar, afe
aF a¥ 1991 & ARF o W Far, @ 9% 32 a§ w7 @
s Y BEEFE & WU aeiEw) 11.00.2016 The

Enguiry-officer submitted his report finding guilt of the

delinquent on all the three counts fabrication in matriculation-
certificate, not producing the original/ authenticated certificate
as well as unauthorized absence by the delinguent. None other
than the authorized person from the Bihar School Examination
Board came and deposed that the matriculation-cert ificate of

N |rage
I
| (L%puii Hrahsel,[TDES) (Brig. A.K. Yaday)

Member Secretary President
Danapur Cantonment Danapur Cantonment
Dated &C .64, 2019 Dated 94 (11[ 2019
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05.11.2016:

1999 bearing roll no.101 & code no.13202 submitted by tk
delinquent for getting appointment was not genuine for
the tabulation-register the same was shown belonging.
another person. Though at the fag end, the de1lanenﬁ
the first time since his appolntment pleaded that he hi
got his appointment on 1991 certificate and undertook
submit that certificate but he chose not to submit that nor al
proof regarding it. Also, if he would have passed matriculatit
in the year 1991, he would have become 32 yrs. and so unfit f
appointment.

Femde e Fdcd Tow 1937 F FUA 22 (U) (¥) &
e ofEaat & uger & Wit & &7 & @A &+
& aEiEee #T er FHET oEnAr a@n, St W F g
gfgsy & oo & ToT 3e gem ARIfad &4 :
CESR, 1937 & frwr 11 (2) (VII) & dga sEieaar
R 3T 91 & §AT Ao BT e anl 05.11.2

The C.E.O., as appointing authority in exercise of po
conferred under rule 12(A)(4) of Cantonment Fund Serv
Rules 1937 imposed major penalty of dismissal from se
which shall ordinarily be disqualification for future employn
under the Board under whom the charged employe
employed at the time of dismissal or any other Board undei‘ (!
11 (2)(VIN) of CFSR, 1937.

e A g TR WS A CEO, FRIY o A g
T far & SEEEn F ARy F @AE GOC-in-C, FeH
waEs F wEe el 09.122016 & gm e wEd
e g a g A et e s et FAR AW
S wRaEE At ot a8, geg /SRR g

16|Page
(Lanpuh I‘imhsclt IDES}) (Brig. A.K} Yadav)

Member Secretary : Predident
Danapur Cantonment % # Danapur Cantonment

Dated

K664 2019 Dated %Mf 2019



MY et / wioams seqa RRU T
% o amde REF 28.09.2018
09,12.2016 &I §HY & Tga 3T
y it § @ st Ao
ill Kumar Saroj submitted a mercy appeal

ntral Command, Lucknow against
lssued by the C.E.O, Danapur
arings were conducted by the
Kumar Saroj/His representative
\phititive-Legal counsel present and
nte, The GOC-in-C, Central
| 20.00,2018 dismissed the mercy
rumsture and legally not sustainable.
pollate authority 1s as follows:

e ﬂ'um £ m *I" Whareas, In accordance with the powers

vested In me under Rule 14(1) of CFSR, 1937, | have deliberated upon the
jssues in entirety based on relevant records/facts of the case and my
findings and declsion thareon ire contained in succeeding paragraphs.

7 areieeamdr b Rt dufas ofFear @t e & afF ol
¥ 3t o sfaer amen aftv & apemsit % @y g & R 5E Aw F
Yo 3l F2 W, U wAG gieaor faan smeen iR v et
oyt s 3, gafaw, #Y e ROE F wwga e, e
AR SeRerEr 3R FEF Hpgiwe e & AN A B TS W,
S % et s a3 RS W sueet e R A @

B W Al
(Lalrinpuii Hrahsel, IDES) (Brig. A.Kl Yadav)

Member Secretary ! Pregident
Danapur Cantonmernt Danapur Cantonment

Dated 2€.0%4.2019 Dated %[‘1’ 2019
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i {I,ngl;puii Hrahsel,IDES) (Brig. A.K. Yadav)

Member Secretary Pretident
Danapur Cantonment Danapar Cantonment

Dated 26 04 2019 pated 26 [ Y4 / 2019

diiftrer e wEe FRen W R e g oem
g 76 & R adieedt f Jani w1 eTEel 61, S
e AT WETSE H¥ AT TAT ATY It is the undersigned in

statute vests powers to decide, albeit with the reasonable
legitimate expectations that at such rank and stature, a holistic Vi
be taken and a judicious decision arrived at. Now, therefore, | ha et
considered view of the facts presented in the Enquiry Repart, cont
presented by both the Appellate and the Respondent and its eva
thereof, evidence adduced during Enquiry and available on record’
relevant factors per‘(ai‘ning to the case. There is no denial to the fa
the services of the Appellant were terminated thrice by the Cantol
Board, Danapur.

e, arcfa® 3de % eradst & HgelE & N,
T e ¥ B aherdf # ame garr REim ou.re.
AR S 7S &, R Ejaee wiftERer garn aiike o6l
¥ ey g A ¥ 'FEEE & WHE & HUHUHIR, 19
forw 11 (2) (vill) Y Frr 12 & ea aRadt & e A
foraT TR AT (T (4) o U e @ g & ¥ B
S ﬁiﬁlﬁ?‘l? qZar & However, during the course of perusal g

documents of the instant Appeal, it has come to light that the Ap
having been aggrieved by - the or:_f_er dated 05.11.2016 passel

Disciplinary Authority, whereby the Major Penalty of "Dismissa
Service” under Rule 11(2)(vili) of CFSR, 1937 was awarded in exer
powers under Rule 12(A(4) has preferred an Appeal Rule{A)(4) which
as under:-

vafe; R TIOERT & T @i A1 fher Y 9w % 3
T qoars ¥ ale SIS A awEl & SR W 3
garr @ @ ¥ R Few (v) (i) F BEw 5 d @ A9
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2010

having regard to its findings on all or

h the basis of the evidence adduced
t any of the penalties specified in
w11 should be imposed on the

uch penalty and it should not be

ity of moking representation on

p.]mmmu'sm?aﬁ?

W, s F T WedsT

e B, g a9 s
" L1037 & frm 13 (1) &
Ao o aYE, EETR

00 W S & g o) Srfrere
LM ) e e #) 3l sefT,
W, ot o shaivgea, e

Ll At dy 3I7f|'ﬁ3f & 98 ¥l The Rule

40 niwliere (mplies that the Appellant has the

Wl Al to the GOC-in-C, Central Command,
i | (i Appellant had alternate remedy in terms
1) 0l the CISR, 1937 wherein the Appellant could
il agalnae the impugned order to the Cantonment
ll!lfniti remedy available to the Appellant has not

Danapur Cantonment
Dated ‘Ho/h[ 2019
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!

been availed by him. And therefore, in view of the Rule position, #
Appeal preferred by the Appellant to the G(:i;—in-C, Central Comnlna d
premature and thus technically not maintainable. Further, the oppor
of hearing afforded to the Appellant has been ‘accorded on huma
grounds, wherein he has been allowed free and fair opportunity to

his case.

m#mﬁsﬁﬁﬂsﬂﬁrsﬁmaﬁmﬂﬁm%ﬁ ]
m;zoogﬁwmwwmm.mmm-
ﬁﬁﬂé%.mm#mmmwwﬁmw'
Wﬂmmw%lws}ﬁmwﬁg,
rerelryr, EdiTS- 1V, gee il s AT 3BT S B
ﬁmﬁm#ﬁvdﬁﬁhﬁaﬂ?ﬁm;&wﬁw.?:
ST ST AR R FEGET & ST 3
maﬁﬁmﬁmqﬁﬂmm-mgtﬁw
W@ﬂﬁmﬁﬁ‘ﬂﬁﬁm*a@ﬁdSﬂ 2 (@

ot AT AR & e dmfas P A R o e SISl

W@#Wwﬁmﬁﬁmm%maﬂ
mﬁaﬁm%ﬁﬁﬁﬁémﬂﬁmlm Gie
mﬁwmwmwmﬁ
mﬁammwg,mmm, 1937 & ded
o AT E %ﬁv,aﬁaﬁ%mw# g
aﬂﬁﬁmg@ﬁ&#ﬁﬂaﬂﬂﬁaﬁamﬁmﬁﬁ .
fiﬂﬂwﬂ‘r%wﬁa@ﬁwﬁﬁ-rﬁmmﬂgwﬁuﬁm.

(Lalrinpuii Hrahsel.zDES) (Brig. Aﬁ Yadav) &
President N

Member Secretary
Danapur Cantonment:

Danapur Cantonment
Dated KRG -04 2019 Dated €[4 | 2019



a1t g [ 3TRE S 9 AR
e HAS H adeedr & BEs
(s e sder TAR RiE

wurarefier, @S- 1V, 9eTl The

furth the fact that a First Information

. hisan lodged by the CBI and post
wibmitted against the Appellant

il Shri Praveen Kumar Singh,

Is #till pending for its disposal.

| Processing and Departmental

taeeudings and both of them

I termination of an individual

0 Caurt In view of the provisions

Jnilla o1 any analogous provisions

ke, then the acquittal or discharge

uily and only reinstate the employee,

ulil ndupendently — of the Criminal

W I the Criminal Court will be of

Appuliant has been Dismissed from

linuty proceeding, initiated under

Jiw, s thi seguittal or discharge of the

Lumit tahnot help the Appellant in the

b culminated into his dismissal. In View

| ol the Appeal either ways could and

A il Criminal Investigation and may cause
i Wi ongolng Criminal Proceeding pending
Wit ol lwspneid Shil Praveen Kumar Singh, Special

S I A Do B i 2
it & s 3, 3RE IRER § 9E, 59
lhm&mmtmmm

(Brig. A.K| Yadav)
President
Danapur Cantonment

S04 2010 pated 96 /L--r{ 2019
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(Ijirﬁpuil Hrahsel, [DES} (Brig. A. . Yadav)

Member Secretary President
Danapur Cantonment Danapur Canton
Dated 2604 2019 Dated 9/5/‘4/

mmmmmmmsm,wma;
ﬂﬂ#tﬂ?mmw’a‘aﬁmﬁmwwﬁm
S Hehe! %1 In view of the foregoing and taking a humanitarian ap

towards the instant case, | as the Appellate Authority, after due app
of mind, have come to the conclusion that owing the clause of Alte
remedy available and the pending CBI proceeding against the Appel
i in the best interest of the Appellant that the Appeal preferred By
may not be decided at this stage. \

m,gﬁv,mﬁ%ﬁﬂ:ﬁw1937#ﬁww (2) F
mmﬁmﬁ,ﬁmmamﬁ, e
mﬁaﬁﬁuﬁqﬁaﬁwmﬁwﬁgmwﬁﬂﬁ%'
s ReitRa & 09.12.2016 F T ¥ TEw I FEA W
o FE A & FROT GRS A rr 91T| Now, therefor

exercise of powers conferred under Rule 14(1) of the Cantunmeﬁt—

servants Rule 1937, | as the Appellate Authority, having taken into 3
all aspects of the case in totality, is of the view that the mercy Appe Al

09.12.2016 be dismissed as being Premature and legally not sustainat

NCSC) % F#eT e Appeal
National Commission for scheduled Castes (NCSC)

e A g FHR e A sy e
mmammﬁﬁwm,.m

oy mEEEh % A # 18.09.2018 3k 26.11.20
15.01.2019 Fr Wl (7)) TH ofaY @Rl FeraTs g &l
mmmwmﬂmﬂ@wﬁl#wﬁm At
43 | Suouedead 34 | 2016-THUEEST H
19.02.2019 ' 15.01.2019 & JrAfI gerars & e @




e A @ T, U
fi A eer g T 3 SR
' Yl Petitioner Shri Sushil Kumar Saroj

il Commission for Scheduled Castes
e of Cantonment Board, Danapur
G 18,09.2018 and 26112018 &
¢ Katherla Hon'ble Chairman NCSC.
JURPINCE 34/2016-55W, | dated
hearing held on 15.01.2019

iy DGDE, Delhi Smt. Deepa

st Beneral, Defence Estates,

present, The minutes of the

"._mmmﬁwa‘raﬁr,m
Wl oy o e SR iy
Wy e i ¢, @ Re
I A1) “The cose was taken up, The

i1 A1yt e s been deliberately harassed
kil frasm Job on 08,11.2016. He alleged

pparmuntal onaulry, (Bl enguiry can not
fuithiar added that if the case is pending
Apiartmental proceedings can not be done

0 i e R e fee 21.07.2016

-

A 11012/6/2007-TFCE 9 TE) F 3T,

A

(Brig. A.K) Yadav)
President
Danapur Cantonment

Dated 2[4 2019




T Y wEEEr tH Gy H ST FE § S O g §
s #0 @ ¥ ik s e e 3T §O#E A
#r 718 ¥ The DG, Defence Estates informed the Commission th

DOPT Order MNo. 11012/6/2007-Estt9A-lll) dated 21.07.20
department proceedings may be done simultaneous where an iny
Agency Is conducting an investigation or against whom a charge sl
been filed in the court.

TR SRS SRR % s & e
i WifSEoT & HAET A9 IS G T bl
HIT F GoC-in-C, Heel HAE & 28.09.2018 F sy
g X & =it el sy witerlr & anw

RN A& @ ¥ ReE e AEe # v oard o O
ST &1 The Petitioner may file his appeal before the App

Appellate Authority against the order of disciplinary Authority. Thi
appeal has been rejected by GoC-in-C, -‘Central Command vide hi
dated 28.09.2018 as he has net filed his appeal before the Appr
Authority. A reply is also submitted by the Department in the matter

submitted by Department may be sent tothe petitioner.

e 30 AT wiEEor & gEeT 9 e &R
Feer ¥ e witedr faer Rl gelee & ader o e

el &1 The petitioner may file his appeal before the appre

Appellate Authority. The Appealed authority may decide the
without any prejudice.

24| Page ; i f: .
(T_anpuli Hrahsel, IDES) (Brig. A.K. Yadav)

Member Secretary President
Danapur Cantonment Danapur Cantonmenf

Dated 2L.04 2019 Dated 9"4/"“/




i tm;lﬁa'ﬁmm%lme
nitted within 30 days”.

Il @ & TS, zEE a R
o 28,03.2019 H B A,
Wil | e R 25.03.2019
W, & use SRR SR
M g e #: The minutes of

| i Woard Danapur Office on

- R, thareaftor an appeal dated
JUMIIE Kilirar Saro] on 28.03.2019 by the
¢ L reeuipt of the appeal 25.03.2019,

R0 Aaay, the Add. Solicitor General of
i Il apinton on the matter. The legal

R R S
Wil W) o s wE F TR
WiraE BB e F 9 9%

uiftdy gur A geiver $AN

(Brig. AK| Yadav)
Predident
Danapur Cantonment

Dated DAfe| 2019




v | i

¥ |
wﬁcrrf{d? B far od I oafRe REm a0 R
sy, 1937 # @7 280 ¥ ded R WEHR RN
geieT @ HETET T1AT &1 “The Chief Executive Officer, Cantonmen

Danapur has sought my legal Opinion on the issue of forwarding
of Shri Sushil Kumar Saroj to the Appellate Authority (Cantonme;
for consideration in view of the letter of Head Cuarter conseq

the order of National Commission for Schedu &!Castes, New Di
consideration of the case of Shri Sushila Kuma saroj by the ap)
Appellate Authority. She has-alsa forwarded two Files cont

original order of punishment by the Disciplinary iﬁutharity. being
Chief Executive Officer of the Cantonment Boarld, Danapur and
mercy Appeal order by the Officer Commanding in Chief of the Co
She has also forwarded a copy of the Cantonment Funds Servants
1937 governing the Service Condition of the Employees of the Can
Board which has been framed in exercise of power by the Governm
India under Section 280 of the Cantonment Act, 1937, :

mﬁﬁﬁmﬁ%ﬁ,wmﬁaﬁaﬁtﬁe}:
ﬁﬁﬁﬁaaﬂﬁmﬁmﬁﬁ:m#ﬁﬂtﬁé?ﬁv
mashﬂﬁhwﬁmﬁmi_(z}#ﬁaiﬁaﬁm
S W BT SRt gEnn An) gl HRa # e

appropriate to deal with the provisions of the rules governin|
employees of the Cantonment Board in India and Section 1(2) of -:g
Rule has laid down that is shall apply to all persons employed’
Cantonment Board in India. Section 2(f) has defined the term ‘Se
mean a person holding a substartive whole time appointment uf
Board whether any receipt from pension from public revenues or not.

(CAinguii Hrahsel, IDES) . (Brig. AM. Yadav)

Member Secretary President
Danapur Cantonment Danapur Cantonment

Dated gé-D‘(_zmq Dated M/L'f/




Y ST R foFar S TRl
winor and major penalty of different

ahiout the procedures to be followed for
I Dlsciplinary Authority.

SR ol zam o T ¥, 48 & IMUR R
¢ 0 e & 30 Rt F R @ F e AR
e W e e 9 g% & @t 3@ ver, e 13
) W g @ T Ese @ o ¥ R amaer seaRe el &
e gen andrer wRE R SeETd @ s 1 % ded IS
mniirmmﬁakmmaﬂ‘rﬂé%maﬁéaﬁmule
14 has lald down that any servant whom any of the penalty specified in
Mule 11 has been imposed by the Executive Officer shall be entitled to
Appeal to the Board within 30 days of delivery of document showing the
grounds of penalty was imposed or upon receving of the decision of the
Woard, Thus, it becomes clear from the reading of Rule 13(1) that the First

Appeal Forum against the order Ordinance Factory any Appeal under Rule
11 to an employee has been provided to be before the Board and none

wlse.

ﬁﬂ%ﬁrﬁ?ﬁm (Brig. A.X. Yadav)

 Member Secretary President
Ilapur Cantonment Danapur Cantonment

M 26 .04 2019 Dated %Iu/ 2019



e 13 % 3w (2) A FAE A6 F e i
o et s & o wh ¥ @@, T@ Seow A F

e A g wwer & R B 14 78 WA a § R S
11 tmﬂnﬁméqam"mm%.a’rmg
ey FAiT & TEe ggdr e F rfAEr & S g
FeqeErd, A 15 % west #, wufdd cfea W S F
et TRt ¥ A @ U 3R 3ur e I g 5 N
¥ fn frel & agd 30 & sEEET B vEE & IR
rule {2) of Section 13 has laid down for Second Appeal before the
Commanding in Chief of the Command. Here, it may not be out o
mention that Rule 14 provides that when the penalty under Rul
imposed by the Board then the first Appeal could be preferred befi
Officer Commanding in Chief of the Command. Thereafter, in terms
15 the person aggrieved has got another remedy by way of Revis ;
the Central Government. Thus, this is how the hierarchy of App
been provided in detail under rules. [

T A & awl WA gY, A & HHan, e,
FAR O, S B RS F MR, 3 siEeie A @
SR Rl HRET ¥ 9E W PgE A1 14.05.2008 #
fats & 3 v o § B 9w & Fo s & dE
ST & e B AT H ST ST F 3
mwaﬂwmmmﬁm&ﬁwmmm
WmmmmWMmﬁ
¥ dEa WA & IR & T e F Y qar d @
tqgmagaﬁrma;msﬁmm[ﬁww(z}t

‘ZBII‘age' :: fa"
(Lgricnpuji Hrahsel, IDES) (Brig. A.H. Yadav)

Member Secretary President
Danapur Cantonment Danapur Cantonment.

Dated 26 -04 2019 Dated O-6/4[ 2019




b s @ & 7§

Nint case the employee of the

who as per the record; was
Asslstant vide his Appointment
il Authority, namely, the Chief
\ipur. It further appears from the
Ainlgslon or commission the said
aeeeding and thereafter upon
Authority, namely, the Chief

wnalty of dismissal from
under the Board The

4 'ﬂlmwmﬁtmmm,aﬁﬁg@
b W | v i s M ot Aot
St O s gam MR a9
Wl B e e & arex e A b e T
wmaﬁhgﬂm%umﬂimtﬂm
-_mwmmmmm,mmﬁ.
Wb e Qe & R s, o el I S A & e
I-mmammﬁmmewmﬁm%aﬂ?
mw#mmﬁwauunmmm#m

iy, against this order of impasition of major penalty which was passed by
1l Chief Executive Officer, Cantonment Board, Danapur the remedy of the
umployee was to prefer an Appeal under Rule 13 before the Board itself
and not before the Officer Commanding In Chief because the Officer

puild Hrahsell IDES) 3 (Brig. A.Kl Yadav)
ler Seeretary President
jpiie Cantonment Danapur Cantonment
Ri 04 2009 Dated 16/64/ 2019




_ 30|Page
! (LQI(n;n uii Hrahsel,/IDES)

Member Secretary
Danapur Cantonment Danapur Cantonmefl

Dated 26 .04 . 2019 Dated 96/

Commanding In Chief happened to be the Appellate Authority ;
of Second Appeal and not first Appeal. Here, it may not be out
mentlon that Officer Commanding in Chief could hear the Firs
when the punishment could have been by the Board and not b
Executive Officer. However, in the present case, it app
employee, Shri Sushil Kumar Saroj, instead of filing his Appeal
Board have chosen wrong Forum and filed its mercy Ap;peé]'
Dfficer Commanding in Chief of the Command.

15.01.2019 = T-EF IgAd Sid J=ET (NCSC)
NS geaTs F FEGH & e W, NCSC & 8
g arEe & Alseeh &, et Awdn T aremar, 3
78T WUeT, @i Hared, A Wew e, dafea w7g
T Her, T HAA@d s JF Wewd, NCSC gant
e ar o B A WhE FAR WS, S e &
afRdl O, IS & dRY & f@ers 39gFd
WfEETT & THET AT Fhe ERT F WA B
v @ ¥ B g @ At @R o &d 19.02.2
M FAX TS H STAHE & T 70 Fows & Al

WEE # 3T Widfed| On perusal of the Minutes of the heaF

before the Mational Commission for Scheduled Castes (N
15.01.2019 in presence of Dr. Yogendra Paswan, Member, NCSC,/
smt. Deepa Bajwa, The Director General, Defence Estates, Min
Defence, Smt. Sonam Yangdol, Additional Director General, |
Estates, Ministry of Defence wherein it was held by the Member, NC
the Said Shri Sushil Kumar Saroj who was the Petitioner
Commission may file his Appeal before the appropriate Appellate Al
against the order of Disciplinary Authority. The said order appears
been communicated to the D.G. vide letter dt. 19.02.201 thit
Director with information to Shri Sushil Kumar Saroj. Copy availabls
File. f




o oy ¥, e feu e ¥ A
0 Aftrese seRer AT
) Pt ag seow fem AT B L
14 [1)*35?!’3?’-‘53‘@ H

Wit fwar awr ¥, oS e
Wi ey @ e A o B
|k g e @ fRem ST
AR Wy ity gm T S
e e b ok s smy & Feew
et wrhdy g %1 Shri Sushil Kumar Saroj
filwdl his Appenl before the Appellate Authority on
e present case, from the recorded | find that there is
40 0f L1 Ganeral Officer Commanding in Chief dt. 28.00.2018
fentioned that the same has been passed in exercise of
iy Bl under Rule 14(1) of CFSR Rules, 1937 which is a power
elnndl by the Appellate Authority when the order is punishment is
y Ui Bard bacause when the order of punishment is not passed by
il by the Chief Executive officer of the Cantonment Board then

i Appollate Authority is the Cantonment Board and against the
Offfcer Commanding in Chief is the Second Appellate Authority.

g

.mﬁm@mmmwwtmm
mm.aﬁmmmmﬁmmmﬁﬁsa{aﬂm
Iﬁmﬁﬁmwmﬂﬁﬁnwm,uga?ﬁ:ﬂﬂ
4 ﬁmmaﬁmmm%mm#ma
mﬁﬂmaﬁmmﬁ,aﬁmﬁwaﬁam

‘ W
} r;hfuh Tﬁs) (Brig. A.K} Yadav)

Mowretury President
loment Danapur Cantonment

B0 2019 Dated 2-6/[ 2019

il T




pa|rage :
otk |
(Lilrinpuii Hrahsel{ IDES) (Brig. AK|. Yadav)

Member Secretary
Panapur Cantonment

Dated &6 :04 , 2019 Dated M’:/df/

W el A g %! However, Tince the Appeal whi
profarred before the Officer Commanding in' Chief was given th
marcy Appeal because it was not a proper and competent appi
the Statute. Thus, it can said to be no Appeal in the eyes
though In that Appeal finding has been recorded by the Appellate’
but that cannot come in the way of a proper Appeal.

mmgamwmmwmwwﬁ-
a:ﬂﬁ?mﬁ?-rm#mwma?ﬁ_aﬁéﬁmgmt-
mwmwﬁ#soﬁ?ﬁﬁsﬁmrﬁﬂ%%l'
ﬁ,mwmaros.ﬁ.zmeﬁmﬁﬁqmmzn,
PrieTeeE w7 & AT &1 g, 9fs e o
smier & FF it e s sfes & wHe 37l
mmmtmmmﬁmm
mmm%umﬂ%ﬁ,m%waﬁﬁm
Sy sRER Ad ¥, gufeT 9F e W RER w7l
mq@mmwmmwmgm
wm%ﬁmﬁgﬁﬁﬁwmaﬁmw#m@
Wwaﬁaﬁwmw&ﬁﬁﬁmw
maﬁmffwaﬂﬂ:ﬁcﬁm%mmmw.
7 Rt @ wde o ¥ B @en & IR & oo
oy.¢7.208E T ST 3AY Hawg fRAT AT AT, Fegisio 12.1R.3
SerE SRR ST oot i, HEH FHHE, TEAS & HAN
msawr{,qwmwmm%ﬁ:mm.
ﬂm-éaﬁ.saﬁuamm@rwaﬁ%maﬁé,a‘rﬁ'
sl sy &, e & IR A g 3R W
e X RO # aear § 3R 3ee T A A Y

President
Danapur Canton en



Iy Shrl Sushil Kumar Saroj is time
ufgalnst the order of CEO of the
ulivary of the document showing the
Iler of punishment was passed on
Burred by limitation, However, since
wiltloner may file his Appeal before
{ho Appellate Authority may decide
e though the Commission has no
Ailhy,, hence it is up to the Appellate
ur Ca wiil Bonrd to consider the Appeal and if it
il Al which was filed by Shri sushil Kumar Saroj
dutory time then It can condone the delay on the ground
il wis honafidely pursuing his remedy befare a wrong
Qs o the regord that against the order of punishment dt.
Whith was communicated to him, he preferred the appeal on
& hulure the General Officer Commanding in Chief, Central
i, LuEknow. Thus, prima facie it appears that the Appeal was filed
i Junce Instead of going on technicalities the Board, which is the
pupilate Appellate Authority, may cansider the Appeal of Shri Sushil
i Sar) on merits and after granting him full opportunity may decide it
(linst. Slnce the Chief Executive officer, Danapur Cantonment Board
aused the order of punishment, therefore, she is not expected to
Wl prasent when the hearing of the Appeal is taken up the

anment Board, Danapur.

.mmmwiﬁa\éaﬁaﬁ?ﬁ@wmm
L mmmﬁﬁﬁmmmmmmﬁﬂéfmm
;mmmmmﬁmﬁwww%,waw%
-wmmmmwmmm%aﬁ
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r‘ﬁﬁ;ﬁ IDES) (Brig. AKX Yadav)

ot Noerotary Predident
Cntoniment Danapur Cantonment

0604, 2019 Dated M{‘f, 2019




wriele e @ oo & A Faiifts Qi FEe
fyrofver ottt gl ov e et ¥ i gafow dE
. wmmwcscaamﬁﬂméa:ngw
mﬂmﬂwmwmﬁwomwwm
wrardy % Rerw smofEE FadE 8 @ | A
mﬁmmﬁwﬁmm@#m,m
m?mmm#ﬁmﬁm ¢
Al % fens Ut HRCH el & A
mﬁ%ﬁmﬁ*f@w;ﬁéﬂﬁﬂﬁ%lm
St fF adAw Awa H ST @ %, AEG $
QR % sER T R 8 e ¥ | :
wﬁayﬁmw%wmﬁaﬁrﬂ

Taed BNl FEE  HTAR 1 e 1 4 T A
wmﬁmgﬂaﬁé”mmaﬁrmn
|ear on the legal issue that there is no le

isciplinary | ActionfDepartgnental action
Administrative Department, irrespe ive of the fact that the empld
facing criminal prosecution in whidh charge sheet is submitted €
hecause both proceedings continueion different parameter and pé
and therefore both can continue é‘g ultaneously. In course of
pefore the NCSC this stand was aldo put forward on behalf o

{ Department of Defence Estate that tfiere is a Circular of DoPT
permits continuance of Departmental ceeding even when thet
proceeding continues against an emplj«( o, Further, the Hon'ble S
i Court has also authoritatively ruled in nu ber of cases that d_epa_

proceeding Is no bar against an employae even though when the emp
s facing criminal prosecution for an offence. The Appellate Autharity!
s the Cantonment Board in the present ‘éase will be free to hear the ¢
accordance with law without being influsnced by any order. af

A4 | Page
" (La r'n:lpus  Hrahsel, [DES)

Member Secretary
Danapur Cantonment

Duted &£6.04 . 2019

aﬁ- 5

that the Board must be dl
proceeding with the D




1l elrcumstances of the case. It
1\ 1o Shri Sushil Kumar Saroj

' A el gas $
ey o g § S
g hah & s BT

W foa wy wher §1 6
5, the Board may now consider

nal hearing before the Board
ardar of the CEO Under Rule

ey, 1937,

(o ¥

Attt of the board.

il hentng of Shri Sushil Kumar
§ pince In the month of May

| Wi [N Lok Sabha Election duty and also
[ meel an polling station. Intimation should also

Wamar Bro| accordingly.

(Brig. A K |Yadav)
Presldent
Danapur Cantonment

Dated g,é/q; 2019

RM IN

N ASE, AFTER EXPIRY OF FULL TE
' 8 Jll\"L\" NO.294, DANAPUR CANTONMENT

fi o i mE o 11013/2/2016/D(Lands) =i 10 AE 2017
) (e 2018 wim 11013/2/2016/D(Lands) f&miH 31 femray 2018
B e, ST T A o 578415y No.294/DNR fa=7id 29
(oyernment  of - India, Ministry of Defence policy  letter

(Brig. A . Yadav)
President
Danapur Cantonment

Dated 5—5('-1} 2019

antiniment

. ]i.fw 2019
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ROL6/ALands) dated 10,03.2017 and the applicability extended upto
QUAR016/D(Landy) dated 31.12.2018 (2) Directorate of Defence
i Lucknow Canit letter No.57841/Sy.No.294/DNR dated 29.03.2019

i e (e o & R e e, v H 3 aFRy et
L6/ Lands) Mt 10 71l 2017 gr wsrTa T o e @Y
P00 e (e qoes ot 1957 e BTe SET BTE 1sed eiiw 1912 ggT

I Wy | e v Fo 204 (T Wo 26, TR Wo 5, arS wio 04)
e o i w0 No.CBD/Sy No.294/954 fiies 28 fR 2018 BT TE 3
AN (Yo, A SR, R SN, SEAG BT BT 9 T o) It is intimat
Wil Clovermment of India, Ministry of Defence has issued interim guidelines vide po.
AHOERA0T6/(Lands) dated 10.03.2017 to regularise the occupation of lease held sites
wnpoddite the process of renewal of Cantonment Land Administration Rules, 1925 &
Cuntonment Code Leases of 1899 &1912 lease. 3.Accordingly a proposal for renewal 4
et of Survey No.294 (Holding No.26. M-No.3, W.No.4), Danapur Cantonment was
the Direetornte of Defence Estates, Central Command, Lucknow Cantt vide this
Nu,CIBD/Sy No.294/954 dated 28.12.2018. il
A, e o wfeer FRETTER ST &/ The brief of the caselis furnished as under: | /

() v o ffaer ofor # ferm &\ 9omR, T g2r AT 6 1860 sqft. J
wftifer wed gy, 7@ Wo 26, WETer W0 03, U WO 04 W UE YA BF

1020 @ A e gEE B B YR VI of CLAR 1925, 30 19 % 9miE @ Ry
I 1928 ¥ 31 SeTE 1958 T WY a9 3046,/ B IR W v T A1) A
In civil area, Sadar Bazar, a lcasc admeasuring an area 1890 sqft. comprising Sur
bearing Holding No.26, M.-No.3, W.No.4 was leased out initially on 08.12.1928 to.

[or shop in Schedule VI of CLAR 1925 for a term of 30 years w.e.l, 01.08.1928 to 31
puyment of lease rent of Rs.30/6/~ per annum.

(i) oiyerany, @ eguR, @ Ho 204 B aFErd fedt o wew wre R
WA ST A8 = 310 45 No.1941/1-R-2 dt.13.9.45 gveriafea far e o7 | &
iy gpfty @ o weT @ el @ s wEEE 3@ P CAC Res. Noll
e 1ge0 @ weaiaRa fear man, ST @ CB.ResNo2 dt.04.01.1961. ERT §
THEL Aw per GLR, Survey No.294 was transferred to Banwari Mistry and Madad
Inheritanee vide Dinapore statement for the month of August/ds No.1941/1-R-2 di|
Subsequently the said property was transferred to Shri Madan Lal Sharma & Smt, Ru i
vide CAC Res, No, 11 d1.22.12.1960 as amended by C.B.Res.No.2 dt.04.01.1961. .

(L%::pm[ I-imhscl,gﬁ.‘i)

Member Secretary
Danapur Cantonment Danapur Cantonmen

Dated 2404, 2019 Dated 2-4/4 | 201
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Ll 1V 1937 & aefieer T2
L0 Al 105 & 31 geE 1988
M i ey e s AR
§ gl e i S
1061, Vol.35, Being 5691,
[l 91 s 1988
L (e lonse was renewed under
JUAN [0 11.07,1988 on enhanced
Hlinema & Smt, Rukmini Devi
1961 aod oy mentioned in GLR,

o i e el f ¥ sifte ger Y A
W e Directorate of Defence Estates, Central

Ty o 294/DNR dated 29.03.2019 has accorded
l of the leawe deed dated 08.12.1928 for 30 years

it i),

S o, e g R A affa P g el @ agER

M 1 st (@i g, o fre S = T A

0w, v g 9 Od Sawh 29 g i 25.06.2017

e (e T was fully expired on 31.07.2018, it may be extended
Wi i the lease policy dated 10.03.2017 under reference. An

WAl espiet from Shri Shiv Narayan Sharma, Nand Lal Sharma, Nand
Jlen Shi, Kamlesh Kumar Sharma and Devanti Devi to this office

W A g, A s e Sfy R 10 AR 2017 & frm o e @
o gl e oy @ el &g RER @ wwd § 3l

e et of the case stated above and lease conditions, the Board may

(Brig. A.K. Yadav)
President
oment Danapur Cantonment

DG 0%, 2019 Dated 2019




onslder {he matter of extension of lcase after expiry of full term upto 31 122019 as per
conditions luid down in new Jease policy dated 10.03.2017 and decide accordingly-
'MhMMﬁ#ﬂkmﬂﬂmﬁ‘maﬁﬁﬁaﬁwﬁr@mf{ il

ion and decision of the board.

All relavant documents are put on the table for considerati
L

WESOLUTION: Thetone

per  the interim ~ poli

11013/2/201 6/D(Lands)
11013!2!2016!0(Land5} did, 31.12.2018 for extension fill 31122

extension and collection/acceptance of occup
egal opinion may be obtained from

on of lease may be given acccrﬁ’- 5
India vide MoD letter
and  MoD letter

has agreed that extensi
cy of Govt of
dtd.  10.03.2017

However, before effecting

charge as per the policy, |
advisor as to whether the same can be affected and occupation

’ collected in the name af appﬁcants.fcurrent occupier.
(1 .le\;puii Hrahsel! IDES) b (Brig. A- . Yadav)
Member Secretary \ President
Danapur Cantonment | Danapur Cantonment
| pacd 0-6{u| 209

|
.
\
3
"
\
N
!

Dated 2604 2019

gro-80

AGINDA NO, 80
Subject: EXTENSION OF LEASE AFT TXP
RESPECT OF SURVEY MA
WARD NO.4, SADAR BAZ
fr v o 11013/2/2016/D(Lands) faTI®
i@ 11013/2/2016/D(Lands) famier a1 W
I E I 57841/SyNo.2940
dia, Ministry of Defence policy
ty extended upto 31,12.2019

wﬁﬂmqmmﬂm.m:ﬁmﬁ:ﬁ
g0ty oy ErarEd gy i a1 fwR 2019

gotn T (z) (hirer, < weTel, AEl A
i 20 W 2010 Reference (1) Government of In
Nn.'-\ﬂlJf’Z!lelhﬂ)(Lnndn) dated 10.03.2017 and the applicabili

miroge by 1&
(l%ﬁuh‘mnhuc , IDES)

Member Secretary
e Cantonment Danapu: Cantonment
Dated L6 04, 2019 Dated %jq, 2019
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