3. T.l e Principal Tuaue City- Crvil Court, Chemmt

‘8. The Sub-Assistant Registrars, HDT&II,

i
{j"{ B

.:Cr"; Nt

57
&3 ¢
£

LR NG, 177 2\} AW

&
Sub : Appeals— vundhunagar Diswier — Disemiinary ’i*r‘oc;dincm -
Tnit G, E:J"Lama*lu, Masgalcii — Charge under Rule ;,(T\)
CTNCGS (_;)s\.A; Kules framed — Final Ordets passecl—~R,emoved
from Service — Adthinisative Appeal — Preterred — Considerad —
- . Orders passed ~ Removal set aside — Reinstatsinient -2nd
stoppage ¢f H‘Llu‘lli t ardered — Copy of the order L.s cﬁcmated

A tor guidance - ‘erwarding of — Reg.

,_.

ammacachi ated: 3.11.20G9.
ur, dated: 7.10.2009,

Read: l) Appeal Peigion of T Gk
)Fu Order of the Pr: ipal District Judge Smalhpuﬂ
1) i:nme enquiry file.
’7

‘]-)L_l_h Cous rder in RN 177 7 2010 ‘C1: da ted U4.06.2013.
4y AOkok ok - s

© As discred, a copv of the order in E.O_.C.No.17‘7..-’"20140_.-’(‘,1, dated 04.06.2013, 1s

cireniated herewsh for furure’ gwidancs, since there exists corifusion among the Judicial

Ofifigers as to the ‘compeisncy of the concerned Officers to inifiaté disciplinary
T’xlﬂf‘-‘ddmﬁr« :

Ta

The receipt of this cir m.m along with 1ts emioque: are rpcn.md tu e’ ZIC,(\H wisdged.

_— _ ‘. L
o1
High Lw.«.ﬁl-c 38, A A Y e

2. Al Th he Chief Tudiefal M ia:,n,t

Dated: . 07.2013. _ e Regxstr G-cncr_al;
To © S
1. M} Ihs Pnncmal District Tudgss i E’is*_-jct Judges 3 With a rsquﬁat fo bring the -

artoithe: lmowlcdce ofthe
Dificers under their

) Judieial:

) cofitiol

4. The Dhﬁd”‘“ Tamil Nadu Judicial Academy .
Malligai's 30, Greenwavs Road. R. L&Puram. Lnenna;—zb C Ty

5. The R nemud: { Adminisirazion), Iile_nLomT \«chir“q - :

€. The Registrar (Administration), ’\demm ancb of Madras ‘-h"‘x Cou*'t. " g ‘

Madural, (5 Coplesy . o

The Assistant Regiswars (Ag *"ﬂ*snahnm }Lg ’JL]T \lachm o

scounts/ E"tt ), High Court,Madras

9. The Section Otfficer, (B. C. Establishment,’T 9,41 Cel ol Court, Madias.

19, The Librarian; High Court, Madras (5 cop1

11. The Record Keepsr, A.D. Records, Fligh Ccurt, \Tadm (5 copies)

+Spare — 10

W

1. J ) e . -



I‘l‘- U-C-.|:'\;ﬁ'l‘1177 /l ll! lgr—}-

Sub: Apneqls v lrﬁdlﬁu‘iagar District — - Disciplingry rrmmechﬂgs - ;
Tmt.G. K amritadac Aasatehi — chaNe tinder- Rule 17(b) ’I*NCS {U "'_.*)
-Fuigs fhamed > Final Ordsts paséed - reffiovéd from service =

- Administrative ,\p;p al = Pmicrf Vd — considersg ,—01’(161”'? msse&/rvmo 2

" set aside — ranstutcm'e irand's *rnppaorc of increment ordared '

' Redd: ¢ 1) Appeal ‘Petirion of Tmt: G K ammatiachi daredi 3.11

- 2) Fingl Order of the anipal District Jfudge, ijla?hpqmg;,
‘dated: 7.10,2009. e
3) Lmn—e VHOUII'V fife:

B s

w“}HbAPPE&L |
1. This Adlmmqmur\ © *\pl"dﬂl thq bccn pmfem:d bv imt G hammadarhi | \Xho Wag &

wlhpuﬂlul as. against

_a_.,:‘:'.;.-";..';k Bs Lchl n*:«the@' 5 VTR
_[hu }m “Order of Pnnupa DISTHL/T Tudvc_ dated 7. 10 7009 rcmov _0.._11(::.11 ori-gervics.

L. e

FACTS S '
: '2. On 8.09.2006, Trmt.Kammadachi was appomted as \Iasaichi b\' iha Pnhcrp,u isirict
L Tudce Srivilliputhuz : She was posted 10 ths Sub Court, Smilhnuthur .Oni 15.10:2008, the

Shs

EE Pnncmal Dismut Tuchs iransferred hér to District Niunsﬁ S Louﬁ, «.rup;ﬁuko*taz

was relieved on the afternoon of 16710.2008 W uh 3, du @cnon to Teport 16" hGl Tiew office
- On 21.1.0.-2008.-, th;;,..-Qt_smcr L\lﬁll‘mila

oﬁ ._1;7;._10.2_008'.» Howéwr;.;’sha did nct do so. ©
Amppﬂkottai reported this to the Principal Distri_ct-Judge.'-.‘= On 24 10:2008: the Principal

- District Xudge directed. the Distriet Munsif, As Aruppulkottais-fo take- appfoprats action
. agawmst her, On -3.11:2008,:the: District - \[unsxf called. for explanation: from her. .
On 10.11.2008, the District Munsif . Having: found her axplamt;ora dated "12.11.2 G"’

not satisfactory Iﬁmcd a charge under Rule 17 (b yof the Tamil ’\adu 'Crl - ,wfwom

- (Discipline and A rpcal) Rules, 1935 (hereinafter, in short, T.X. (, S.(D & A) Rulés) for
her willful refusal fo join duty-and submitted -the charge to '.ﬂw‘l?nnexpal District Judge.

On 6.03.2009, the Principal. District Judgs app@imed the Additio'nal' District Judgs
’E T.C.), Virudhunagar as Enquiry Officer. He conducted the. enquﬂ' and submirfed his.

~ report to the lecipdl District Judge to the uHGCt thaf the.charge stood pr oY ed. A COpY of
. the report was given -to The Jennquenr_. Ai‘[C‘f perusing .hcr ﬁmh_al cwl:masuonr eI

7.10.2009, the an,lpal .L)ismbt Judge pasued the impugned Final Order removiag her

from ,seruce-.



[

4, In this appeal, the af peliany cotftends that (1) for-the misconduct comgiained, a
charge for minor penalties under Rule 17(a) OT T ‘\ 5D & A) Rules is proper and a
f:;ha;ge for 'maj‘ pen :uws unuPr R‘Ll*’ 1 /( b"(l) OI the qa.ld Ru.les is uncailed for, (i) qmcs

Fi

e appellant had not m AJ Wm = \undcr the Dm‘nut “unsif, Aruppukottai, he 1§ not hsL'

i'mme'diate 51 par jor oftice s,o he ;,anno* 1mt1ate chbcmhnm v action against Ter, (iii) since

the Distict M Munsif, ALrupnulxortn 13 not hcr appomtmc authority, he cannot frame a

of 4he said Rules and (1v) the pumshmem '

chargs for majo p»nam uﬂd T RLIL. 17(

we shall prooeed to appreciate

A.

1posed 1s 1ot pxoportlonatc to the- misc onduut \ow

thess g_f.oundc one by one.

DIS‘ER}%E&'

_ »'1 TNSTE . "IO L’\TILIATE i SCIEL%NARY

f‘@\?}?j‘—[LWL\l QF
PHOCHEDINGS: , -
4. The I\imi ¢ Munsit, . Aﬁiiﬁi:ﬁkott—aiﬁ is a mvmber of State Iuchcml Sfﬁdcﬁf

'T"n:h reference to the mmellanr he r: an ugler authonfs ‘He s ‘A1l unmedmte aU‘DfI‘Of

Hior"i AS auch as per T{u}e 14( 1)(1‘ of T N. (, S.(D& m R'Lllub he is empowmed j1e}

‘ 11‘11‘1056 mmm penuﬂli‘\ comemnlatpd upaer the Ru;cs and ulso ofdef suspensmn of emr

'xta:ﬁ unaen Rule 17(e).

-5-'. Al pe er the mcas of the Prmulpal Dmmt Tucave f Aq;npon*tmg Authontj

thc‘; %

"p13°11nn* v&aq une\ =d on the uﬁemoon of 16. 10 7008 with a mracmon to repmt b(:iorﬁ

'-'Dmmrt \Iunsﬂ l:umunuf‘ml on.: 17 10. 2008 Ior dur\’ She- d1d not }om as dnuoted 1t was

poned o tnv Prmur al Distn 1. Ju d Only on the wrmen dusctmn ot the Prmmul

District Jud g 5 c.'-u:cd 2‘4.1l ).2008, the D stnct L\’k_}nsﬁ, A_ﬂlppurioﬁal ha% initiated
Eu“cThnaw actmn as against her.
6. It is T@l@\/uﬂT here 10 note that in REGISTRAF OF CO- OPL" ATIVE

“OClETIES ’\L—‘xDR_AS %\'D A\’() _LHER ‘\ 5. F.X.FER? \ANDQ’“19Q-1’2)SC” C 746} for

the post of Joint ch,mrrm Co opcra‘we bocneuea the (;owrmnentxs the.# 1ppomtmv and

Dicciolinarv.Authont_\_r,.» However, by a G.0., it had directed the Reclslrar of Co-

operative Societies to mma‘fe discidih‘xar\-' wcnon acamst 2 Joint Registrar for cpftam

alle,zprl misconduct and the Registr ar framed the uhmcres When the computencv oL “the

Regigtrar was questioned, it was held by the Hon' bla SuprDme Court that he did not do $0



'9. ' L15p1te of thten oui T8
_alJpPhant ha.d zemgcd o 1om I mc (,omt Oir J)ibTF_LOT Munsit, A
'rﬁmsal It is in msubordmamn to orders 01: th hlahm aurho

- OI- the ord rs ot the: SllpcIlO’ nlimef ' olh iad@ dc‘vo’non ro ne -CLL’"\:_.

. misconduct. Thus, framing of a cha

12, Ina lopg ne of ducmcns this a‘lpeu[ ’t‘ocn conszaerc‘:i and settled by the

|8V

i1l

onh . DWW, h,,, _had done on the mstruction of the Government, .namely, appoimiing

‘authority. _
DA I}lu principle 1alc1 down m‘d*rc sard: cass_saLar v apphvs to nlcﬁctc—or‘!ma
8. . S’o the OODIPDHO“L-' T’hil. smw ai fhe rﬂe\ czn iirme, - the District Mdnsif,

Jmmnul\ortm is not The Jnmedmre 5111761‘101 oi*mcr m' mq apjaeﬂant} he cannot initiate

'd:uvlmmv ac 1011_:1. 1mst heriau« T e '. .

iLkLUS{HTR

IhC Pnncmal 'L1 mut Tudgs; datcd 16 10.2008, the
P T .
rUPhLLoTtm I s vl

LJ.@S 1_1.; ;1:-_3 disrgepectinl

A FEa g A o
Tt Wil atlect tas

mo;alc of other sfatz It is n (Jon«lu unbcuommc of a., Gmfemmmt b@I’Vﬂﬂf It is a serioys
_e u-mcz I\ule L7(b) of T\ S D & A) Rules

ervisaging imposition of major penalfy ¢ uambr her cannot be faulted.

£ LTL’\C& Ub THE DIST. MUNSIF TG l“RA:uf: i\lAJO} CHARGE:
O ’ Tha post of Masalohi. somes under (_,}.ﬂ.:sb O1, Category 44 of the: Tagl \aw asi

C
1

ice Rules: The Principal DISTHCT. Tz _ge_' ulhnuthux i+ her- —\mhom‘cmb Autho

S
T\ S (D & A) }\wc ppli ies fo hm ns BF’I‘ 1ts Rulp'H ..A imajor. pnmﬁe» cant b

meom:d by - Appointing;. A_arhontx foﬂowmcv the p;oce.lurg-nrcsmbvd unu:l Rule

'17('b")i"i"' ~ Ag.per-Rule 14(a3(1), Dmm t Mumﬂ Arunpui& ottai;can nnpoc~ onlv minor

penalties ro]lowmo the procedure 1 pr uscnbed unaf:z Rme 14 a)’ T .

il. :x‘ow m thIS case, -on- 101 U(Jo as acra:ulst the apucﬂanf the Dism Mongit,

ArﬁppLI-\ottai_ 'wh has vJos}{_,j j.fo mmosc finor penalnes has mamcd @ charm, under Rule

b)m "lne qucstmn is can he ,*c ,s.o"

A i
<

non nle Apc* Loarf , , .
13 WS TATE.OF -"'\ﬂ' DHY »\'PRAJJ:\H n\D UU—J:RS Vs: SHARDUL SINGE

f197 )(1)5(Lp 10 S] the S.I of Pouu: was L,promreci bv L G:of POJGP Lcr CErtat: $&roit

a,ica tions, - the Sunmnt—wxdcm of Pdmmg Lramcd uharcrcs agamst the S.I Warraning




#

: nnpasmnﬂ of majotr e nalty. - eonducted the. Dmum' ‘and. sugmﬁrﬁdhlsposﬂrna/fmam__

through ihe DIG lﬂff 1.5

contehded

on for

Repamnv the cofirention, the Hon'ble ~\1nox;(,ourf-hela as tmderi-

«g. Article 311( i) prowks that no Person’ who'15+9
of the Union or of an All-India Service of le 5S¢
ojvil post under ﬂ1e Tipion ‘or Staig: s hall “be. dlsmx

cnot it terms quU,IC that the- authority cmporxczad under

i

. who mvm,b»ed h_m from service. AS béfore us, it was

hm’ the S.P. being” ot an appomtmo ZththOﬂﬂ/ bé\I"‘lOT ﬂth!‘LTS disciplinary

mmosmon of mmol penalty.

, member oEC 11 Sm:woe
'"e;of-'a State or noldo

sdi- TlLs Aﬂxolc does
th‘xt p;o\-bwn to

authority subordinae to that by which He was appomtv

L.LL

striiss of femove: an official, should 1tsabf initiate of donduct the enquity

prace ding the dismissal Of rembval of the. officer or. sVl flyat that-sttquiry

};hould be doneé at ifs {nstdnics
pnder that rjt‘owmdn 1\ that he sn:nl not Be ch&m_ssnd' or Iemov

& Tb= only- 11_ht Uualanteca to a. uml gervant
ied by ant

authority subordinate to that by Wh,oh he ivas appomted

14;'

o PV b&I\l‘w\s ﬂb*w'v” A\‘D()T}ﬂ:t{\; Vs U\TR OfL LR AND"

"&LADII.(JR JE\J:RAT L\”\D OTHERS f1°93 (l) S" 5 419, “for certain. catcgc)ry of

‘aL’tﬁ me

£ uC bO\l*‘LI:

and based on his enquiry reour* the- Auooun’ram Creneral D

siaff to a

not ‘[;1611‘

i&chumant General was the appointing authority. However the Senior Deputy

nt (,repeml mnutod departmental proceedings as against such category.of staff

assed Final Order raducing the

jower rank, 1t was contended. that the Semor Deputy., Accountant Genetal being

appointing auihor! ity ms no POWer to initate such a dlsciphnary. ‘proceedings

_Kafcmnc 1o, SWLL SIN GH (supra) the Hon ble Apex Coutt held as. under:-
g, Article 311(1) savs that no person who is ‘@ member of a civil service of the

Undon or an ail-
under the Lmon or-a Stte “ghall be dismissad or remove

su

" includes within iteelf the guarantee that even the dbcm]maw

1‘,12

depaﬂmemal procesding

proceeding. the mqum m . 1es
delinquent officer and. the final order which is passed &

the inquiry. Arficie 31 _L\;) ouarantees that no person who 15
service of the Uinion or a Siat

sU

that even me Ob'{)’lﬂm

India ser\ke or a civil service of 4 Sfate ‘or holds civil 3, st
d by an authority

d7. Whether this guarantes
1)1owudmg should
the appoiniing authority? It is well known that
consists -of sover al. . stages: the dnitiadon | of the

pect ol the uluzes Jevelled uoamqt that
fter the conclusion of

a member of 2 civil
= shall be cusmlsscd or removed by afi @ authonity

pordinate to that by which he was appointed. But £ ticle 311 (1) does not &2
ental proceeding smust be initiated only by the appommc

it is open o Dnmu of India or a State Government to make

bordinate to that bY which he was appointe

initiated  only by

auth 0’11'\' However,



L

any ruls pr—‘scrmmg T:m* ever lrw'procs\%m Jﬂnst am’ clmmo&au aificer

- shall ‘be initiated b¥ an ofﬁx er not subordirate to fh° appomLmO authority.

" such-ruie anml not be. moonns?n ; ticle 311 of the Comtﬂmvre becaus
it will amount to p1on’imsz an.ddditional ¢ awouurd or, T‘lOICu"luI‘.-‘CO the holder

of.a civil post Put in“absence of any. euch, mla this right, or guarantes does ot

flow from %mule Jlil of the Lunsamum Tt ‘need not. be pomicd out that
initiation of a dep sartmental Drowedn*g per s doss not visit the officer
concemed with any evil conssquences, and the framers of the Constitution did
-even that to holders of civil posts under

:'Ci"'lﬂ‘l(iﬂf. Arthe same DIU‘\. thig will

Any
58

not consider. It necsssary 1o guararnies
_ the Union of India or under the State
.gtve right to authorifies having the S‘&H‘L\_ vank as that of the officer g_:_ng

ok
LL@ a decision whether any such

whoin proceeding iz to' be mitiated to

. proceeding should be inifiated. In-absence OI a ruls, any superior authority who
can be held to be the controlling authority _ can inftiate such pl‘OCCde_.

Although Article 311 of the r‘OII'b'flﬁlﬂO"l does not speak as to who ghall

. initiate the disciplinary proceedings but,as: already stmed -above, that can be

- provided and mq,sbnbcd by the rules. But if no Lu}cq have been framed, saving

as to who shall initiate-the deparimental . plooerdm_u, then on-the basi of

- Article 311 of the Congtitution 1t cannot be urged that it i¢-only the a'a_f‘amm&

~. cauthority. and mo. mucm subordindte to. such anthority - can- inftiats the

.+ «departmental procesding. In the prc;mt cass,. it was not brought to our nos

sithat any rule prescribes. that the "Accountant General, ‘who is the appomiting

it auth:sn'ty, alone .c'o_mu have mm:ma a dapartmentul Orouscdmﬂ 2

'%\DU ( suma) 'the Hori"‘tﬁ‘lc L\ch\ Q'»Lﬂ‘;; reiterated its ratios in -

18 .nPE_f"
SHARDUL Q]N(JH(bupr& and SRINIVAS A" msm& (sumaj

‘In TRANSPORT = COMMISST )’\TR . MADRAS

H
N

WHALRLSH.\AS[OQHH v (1995 ('-1_') SCC 33-‘2]; i a contention that e

disciplinary proceed’mgs have been initiated. by an authorty lower tha

authority of the deh’ﬂqueﬂt was placed.

Repeliing the contc‘:nhon the Hon'ble Apex Court held as hpdm -

U

“8. msofar ag initiation of enquiry by an officer subocrdinate to the :q)yom.ms

amhom“v Ls, uom,cmud it is well setiled now that H 1~ unobiectionable. The
initiation can Be by an oﬁ sr subordinate to the appointing authori zr; k)_x the

dxsmuswrsmo al shali n 'h by an atihonti submdmarc 1o the appoling

, authom‘y

17 In INSPECTOR GENERAL  OF POLICE AND ANOTHER Vs

THAVASIAPPAN [1996(2) SCC 145), there was corruption a“mauon against z




™

o

™ 10y 2 T ) ~ |5

Dolice. D.8.P. tramed charges against him for nnnosmg —major penaliy. He also
conducted the enguov, Based on his DOSIIVE report me D.LG.. who is the :ppomting
authortty, comml:on’ refired the S.L H was contended that amcu the e D.S.P. is not his

appointing authority. he is mcompem*n 1o, mmarc thc said ¢ s”m}marv Drooeedmszs

The § on"hle' r _
RAD rlarl{IbH}\ AMC )U}\THi (»uw“':

SR :;—'\s to, who 31 all mmare ana corduct a c‘1suplmarx 1)roceedino' the Rules
- are silent. Rul A which provides- that' the Governgl or any other autherity
(—.mpow-"eu by him may instiuie aLsdlpunar\ prowedmgs is an. enabling
plcmszon From the way it is svorded it is not pot:xﬂhe to infer: tm* the rule-
making autherity intended to° take away tlie - power of otherms: competent
. authoritics, like the appomunc authorty, 1sum1mars' uhthoxm oz, controlling
authority and confine it .t the -authorities muntmﬂed in- Rale 2-A -only.
Moreover, it 18 ﬁm,lt 1o q,precmfe how this provlslon .can. be. hejpful In
deciding whether Thc charge should be’ framed and'the enqun's}. ahould jhe_held by
* that atithority only wmuh is competent to-impose the ps,nalties men’aoncd in
~Rule 3(H)(H). An act of instituting a dxsuplmaw DIOuEPdIIlg 1s qultc “different
from conducting an e“zqmnf Rule j(b Y1) pmmdes how 'an enquiry, \hould be.
held in:a case whnre it is proposed to unposv ona member of the svn"lc .any:of
~ the:penalties spetified in blaUSBS (&, (A, (Y and (7) of Rule 2. It lays uown the
_-dlfm ent steps that ‘have 1o be taken in. thc course of the enquiry ploccedmg This
rule is- completely cﬂ*nr as regards. the -person Wwho should perform thasg acts
except that the report of the enquiry has tasbe prepared by the authosity holding
the enquiry. Rule 3 (B)(1). itself uomsmplates that the enquity officer. may not be |
the: authority *omm‘ten( to impose the panal‘qeq refem:d 1o tharem ana that
becomes” aLpuen from ‘the second para of that sub-rule: If. it 'was: intended by
the rule-making mmom\ that the d1sc1phnam authority should itself frame the
charge and hoid the enquiry then it would not have pr ovitled that a report of Ihe_
enquiry shall be prepa ared by the authority Lochm the enquiry whether or zot R
such authority 18 competent to impose the pvnalh -Generally speakmﬁ it is not
gecessary that the charges should be bamcd by the authority competent to award
. the proposed’ pemlﬁ or that the enquiry should: ‘be condmted by such.authority.

We do not Imd anything in the tules whlm ‘.VOUI(I indude s 1o fcad in Ruie

3(b)(i)such'a nqu;remant Tn our opm1on the VF‘W falen by thc Tnbunal fhat in

a- case falling under Raale 3(b) the ‘charge Memo should be-issued by the
red 10- anose “the- penﬂlﬁcs 1eferred to therein and
that: penalt‘v can -
_1s clearly

rh
T
Q
E—: 3
—t

mnv o bRI‘\’I\'ASA “:—,\?_\‘5‘11131 (supra) and

npid as under:-

dLsolpmnrv authority empowe
if thé charge memo ig issusd bv any Jovwer udihont\ Thep onl

be 1mposed which that low-a authorm" s comgetem fo. zm"ud
BIIONSOUS. ..o o




20- 3 m SILAA-J-E (,_)r :‘E‘

.delmoumt from - service: It was uonmncwd thar thu Dlstﬂct A__‘ﬂulth\LP Officer is

1. ESI AND ANOTHER Vs,
Apex Court rﬂte*areu 115 rafios, in
'-"('stipraj‘.ﬂ ) '

1. In ;J ECTOR
1 996 (4Y'SCC 708], the
supra) and: SR,_\T\I AS

neld as under:— . o © 1

i

“4. Before us, the ieamned counsei appearing ior thc.nnpuﬂalw apart from
“bringing to our notice the relevant piocccdmcs dusz delegating the powsr to the

Director, Medical and Health Serwices; invited otir: attention 0.4 recent decision

of this Court in Direcior General, ESI:v. 7. A4bdul:R vzda/\ . In-that case, in
ANSWErIng an identical question, this Court held as Ioﬂows (SCCop. 716 para 13)
“13. ... With regard to initiation of ‘disciplinary proceedings b\ thé Régional
. Director, we find Tha[rhu legal position is well settied that it is not necessary that
the :ﬂ,t‘lonh competent to impose the penalty must initiate, the dlau,)ﬂ_tlal\
promedmns and that the proceedings cah ‘bé i t*aied by any’ superior authenw
who can be_held to. be the . coptxcngv aurhbnn who wmay be an officer
' sLbO dmate LO thc appomtmcr authormf, B SR et

! Cu‘V’?»Uu C/Lb)

n
i } The

egional Dmcuto1 bcmc the oﬁmer—m oharge (D:t the regton, was rhe controlling
mmmm in lqu‘PLT cf T‘le msponoepts He con 1ld mbﬁ’mte the disuplmm

LHA\TDWAL SINGH AND

Pt ¢D A.\OTHEER

f‘)
C:
=4

';\’-QT 'IrIER LZ( 03 ( 4) BC C k } ‘ror the pua;oi Aer JlcncuUu:r@ laspecmr the Direct

Lof Agnculrum was the appoiniing authon’(} l‘or curtam SuI'IOUS Iﬂugvlﬁl'ﬂll:b the District

Agriculture Officer rramcd marcrcs acam.s* an Assr Asznuulmrc lnspe tor, conducted

‘_"_emum submltfedl rep nd Lascd on Lnat the ].Jﬂ.—uCTOI oI Agriculture dismissed the

is

:

; _ﬂuomuc’(em o) mlmtc di iplin ,' r pro cccdmgs smcc he 1 not *he apnome: avihonty.
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