OFFICE THE CHIEF VIGILANCE OFFICER
DELHI JAL BOARD:GOVT. OF N. C T. OF DELHI
VARUNALAYA PH-II: 3

No. DJB/CVO/ZOI?//ggf S ~ Dated: j¢/o8 /3017

ha SubJect'

: It has been brought to-my notice that dlsc1plfnary authorrty for
iCategory D .and. Category A:.officials:have to- seek concurrence of
hlgher authontres e Member -(A)--and: Board: reSpectlvely in ‘case a
‘maJor penalty of dismissal/removal : froms::service™ of" compulsory
.--;;,‘:.f,Et‘rement from service is to be lmposed upon charged oﬁr cials. My
'm\attentlon w§s drawn to Board Resolution No. 608 dated 25 09,2003
-}-‘-;;_;;A,twhlch isireproducedagifollows: 3 5
"It was further clarified that concurrence of the goard sﬁall_"

- be obtained in case ‘the“pr’opd*se p""‘eb?é’it'i‘f“?s""“ ﬁ;tﬁ of |
compulsory retlrement re)noval from serwce or fj’sf'{"§5‘?,’--
from service in respect of Grd‘b?f" A‘ﬁ% “;ce; A0 §:m}7:3rly, :
concurrence of Member(A ) shall be obtained i’% caSe any of

the said penalties is: proposed ““fo bé ﬁ"}'npt)sed by t{we |

X 1~~,1‘i" n'\ta""n r 1 £ ~
concerned Ch;ef Enii ‘ér/Blreéto’r “ont E}-oup ‘D
ot ;- SIS
employee”, sl fiE sl a0 e |

These instructlons were directly in conflict wlth cc§§co%) Rules

in terms of Govt. of India orders issued - from tim&"to time and also

: violated“ basic prlnclple of applicatlo’n of mlnd by disciplinary authority
actlng in cil]asijudlt:lal proceedings. = '
R he aundets“lghemﬁae*received number of request for clarlt‘eation
from dlfferent levels regard!ng hearing of appeal by superior author!ty',

. who may, actually had granted concurrence to the decision already;
albeit-on administrative side. : :

I have. got :the matter ‘éxamined- and relevant records were
called_for. The perusal of preamble (Letter No. DIB/309 dated

g !y | S 5/7/2005 and Resolution No. 1034 dated 09.08.2005) piaced before



Board clearly mdfcates that requlrement of seeking concurrence of
higher” authorltges before lmposmg penalty of Comipulsory retirement,
dlsmlssal or removal from service was dispensed wrth and no longer
appllcable :

It is accordmgly clarified that Office Order No. 90 dated
08.03. 2006(copy encrosed) crearly md;cates ‘that the competent
,dlsc1pf|nary authority for-each Category of the offi cials and the same
Supercedes prevrous orders issued on" the- subject D‘J'sciphnary
. AuthorltJes as lndrcated in-aforesald order in approprrate columns are

_..com petent authontlee for speclf‘ ed penalties.
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