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1. PETITION/REPRESENTATION RECEIVED FROM SHRI ANIL 
KUMAR, DPE, GSSS PANIHARI, DISTRICT SIRSA, REGARDING 
NOT CALLING UP FOR THE COUNSELING TO ADJUUST DPE (TGT 
PHYSICAL EDUCATION) TO POST OF ASSITANT EDUCATION 
OFICER (SPORTS) AT DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER IN ORDER 
OF CWP NO 25666 OF 2013 WHICH READS AS UNDER: - 

lsok esa] 

 ps;jeSu  
 isVh'ku desVh gfj;k.kk fo/kkulHkkA 
 p.Mhx<+A 

 

fo’k;%& funs'kd ekSfyd f'k{kk gfj;k.kk iapdwyk n~okjk lhMCY;wih  uacj 25666 vkQ 2013 ds 
vuqlkj Mh ih bZ ds in ls lgk;d f'k{kk vf/kdkjh [ksy  ds in ij dkmalfyax u djus 
ckjsA  

Jheku th] 

  fuosnu gS fd CWP uacj 25666 vkWQ 2013 jktsanz flag cuke gfj;k.kk ljdkj ds fu.kZ; 
vuqlkj funs”kd ekSfyd f”k{kk gfj;k.kk iapdwyk ds i= Øekad 17@12&14HRM-1(1) fnukad 
01@01@15 ds vuqlkj ftyk f”k{kk vf/kdkjh dk;kZy; esa lgk;d f”k{kk vf/kdkjh [ksy ds in ij 
gfj;k.kk ds ofj’B MhihbZ dks fu;qDr fd;k tkrk jgk gS blds i”pkr~ Hkh funs”kd ekSfyd f”k{kk 
gfj;k.kk ds i= Øekad 12@17@&2014 HRM-1(1) fnukad 16@09@2016 ds vuqlkj o 2018 esa Hkh 
foHkkx n~okjk dkmalfyax dj bl in dks Hkjk tkrk gS ijarq vc yxHkx 2 o’kZ chr tkus ij og 12 
ftyksa esa ;g in [kkyh gksus ij Hkh bl in gsrq f”k{kk foHkkx n~okjk dksbZ dkjokbZ ugha dh tk jgh gS 
ftlls ekuuh; mPp U;k;ky; ds vkns”kksa dh mYya?kuk gks jgh gSA 

  blds vykok vk/ks ls T;knk ftyksa  esa ofj’Brk dh vuns[kh dj lhfu;j ds Åij twfu;j 
Mhih bZ dks izfrfu;qDr fd;k x;k gS ftlls lhfu;j v/;kidksa esa ghu Hkkouk iSnk gks jgh gS ftlls 
gfj;k.kk Hkj esa [ksy xfrfof/k;ka Hkh izHkkfor gks jgh gS vr% vkils  izkFkZuk gS fd ekuuh; mPp U;k;ky; 
ds fu.kZ; dks ykxw djokus dk d’V djsa rFkk lhfu;j v/;kidksa ds fgrksa dh j{kk djus dk d’V djsaA 

 

izkFkhZ 
gLrk 

vfuy dqekj 
Mhih bZ th-,l-,l-,l- 

iuhgkjh ¼fljlk½ 

 

     The Petition/Representation was placed before the Committee in its 
meeting held on 11.02.2020 and the Committee desired that comments/reply 
of the concerned Department may be obtained within 15 days. The Committee 
orally examined the departmental representatives and petitioner/applicant in 
its meeting held on 21.07.2020 and during the course of oral examination, the 
Committee observed that the department submit the report to the Committee 
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after getting decision from the Government in this matter. The concerned 
department submit its report, which reads as under: -  

To  

 

The Secretary  
Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretariat 
Chandigarh (U.T.)  

 

Memo No.15/71-2019 HRM-I (1) Dated Panchkula, the 15 4 2021 

Subject:- Regarding submission of status report in case of not calling 
up for counselling to adjust DPE (TGT Physical Education) to 
post of Assistant Education Officer (Sports) at District 
Education Office in order of CWP No.25666 of 2013. 

 

  Kindly refer to your office Memo No. HVS/Petition/683/2019-
20/12385 dated 07.09.2020, and in continuation of this office Memo No. 
15/71-2019 HRM-1 (1) dated 14.09.2020. 

  It is submitted that this Department vide its submissions dated 
06.07.2020 has already produced the facts of formulation of a five-member 
committee to take a fresh decision regarding appointment of Assistant 
Education Officer (Sports) in office of every District Education Officer in the 
State. In Civil Writ Petition No.25666 of 2013- Rajinder Kumar & others Vs. 
State of Haryana & others, while submitting written statement, this 
department took a stand that the post of Assistant Education Officer (Sports) 
i.e. AEO (Sports) as available at District Education Office would be filled up as 
per policy defined herein as under: - 

1.  All AEOs may be posted as per seniority basis through 
counselling. If any person is not interested in his/her 
posting, next senior may be given chance. 

2.  In case of retirement or vacancy due to any reasons, 
temporary arrangements can be made by giving charge to 
any senior most DPE from the DPES seniority in the district. 

3.  Fresh decision regarding posting of AEOs may be taken after 
posting of PGT (Physical Education). 

  To settle this issue finally, the Additional Chief Secretary to Govt. 
Haryana, School Education Department, Chandigarh has constituted a 
committee vide U.O. No.15/71-2019 HRM-I (1) dated 18.06.2020 having 
member as under: -  

1.  Sh. Anil Nagar, Joint Director Administration-Chairman 

2.  Dr. Dilbag Singh, Joint Director-Member 
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3.  Sh. Kuldeep Mehta, Assistant Director (Co.)- Member 

4.  Sh. Manoj Kumar, Programme Officer (Sports)- Member 

5.  Sh. Ram Kumar, Programme Officer-Member 

  The report of the committee was submitted to Govt. of Haryana for 
approval/decision for adjustment to the post of AEOs (Sports) from PGT 
(Physical Education) or DPE/TGT (Physical Education). Now Hon'ble Chief 
Minister has approved the proposal/ recommendation of the committee to fill 
up the post of AEOs on seniority cum merit basis amongst the PGTs (Physical 
Education) working in the Haryana State and Director Secondary Education 
Haryana has been requested vide letter no. 15/71-2019 HRM-I (1) dated 
15.04.2021 for posting of eligible PGTs (Physical Education) as AEO (Sports) at 
the earliest in the District Education Offices. 

 

      
  -sd-  

 Joint Director, 
 Director General    
 Elementary Education 
 Haryana, Panchkula. 

 

 After detailed discussion, the Committee satisfied with the reply of 
concerned department, the petition/representation is disposed off accordingly 
in its meeting held on 04.05.2022. 

2. PETITION/REPRESENTATION RECEIVED FROM SHRI BANARSI 
DASS SHARMA H.NO. 454, HARI VISHNU COLONY, KANGANPUR 
ROAD, SIRSA  REGARDING PRAYER TO CONDON PERIOD OF 
RAM PARKASH LECTURER IN ENGLISH I.D. 038247 REFERNCE 
NUMBER DSE 16/105-2008 HRL-II., WHICH READS AS UNDER: - 

To 

 Worthy Chairman, 

 Petition Committee, Haryana Vidhan Sabha, 

 Chandigarh. 

Subject: - REGARDING PRAYER TO CONDON PERIOD OF RAM PARKASH 
LECTURER IN ENGLISH I.D. 038247 REFERNCE NUMBER DSE 
16/105-2008 HRL-II  

Sir, 

 Reference to the subject matter, it is respectfully submitted that a 
criminal case was registered against my son u/s 420 of IPC in 2008. 
Consequently, his services remained under suspension w.e.f. 01.11.2008 to 
13.08.2015. 
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 However, the trial court exonerated him on 14.10.2013. Later on appeal 
of the state against him was dismissed on 21.12.2016. The state preferred not 
to go for further appeal. There is no time limits left with the state to go for any 
kind of appeal. Evidently there cannot be any other litigation on the issue. 

  It is pertinent to add that the School Education Department Haryana has 
never filed any complaint against him with any agency instead the department-
initiated enquiry which was decided in his favour. 

 On all these grounds, the department itself reinstated his services on 
14.08.2015 but so for it has not considered the suspension period as duty 
period no lapses on his part could be found in the second enquiry as well. 

 All representations were but in vain. Therefore, it is requested that the 
School Education Department may kindly be advised to treat the period of 
suspension as duty period as per rule. 

 I shall be thankful to you. 

    
 Yours faithfully 

             -Sd- 

 Banarsi Dass Sharma H.No.  
 454, Hari Vishnu Colony,  
 Kanganpur road, Sirsa. 

 The Petition/Representation was placed before the Committee in its meeting 
held on 07.07.2020 and the Committee desired that comments/reply of the 
concerned department may be obtained within a period of 10 days.  The reply was 
received from the concerned department, which reads as under: - 
 

lsok esa 

v/;{k] 
;kfpdk lfefr] 
gfj;k.kk fo/kku lHkk lfpoky;] 
lSDVj&1 paMhx<+ 

;knh Øekad 16@105&2008 ihåthåVhå&111¼9½ fnukad iapdwyk 29-04-2021 

fo"k; %& Regarding Period Condone case of Sh- Ram Parkash Sharma, 
(038247) PGT English] GSSS Nazadela Khurd, District Sirsa. 

  mijksä fo"k; esa vkids dk;kZy; ds ;kfn Øekad ua- HVS/Petition/14/691/ 
2020&21/3452 fnukad 09-07-2020 ds lanHkZ esaA 

 fo’k;kafdr ekeys esa vafdr fd;k tkrk gS fd Jh cukjlh nkl 'kekZ] edku uå 454] gfj fo".kq 
dkyksuh] daxuiwj jksM] fljlk us vius çfrosnu ds ek/;e ls v/;{k] iSVh'ku desVh] gfj;k.kk fo/kku 
lHkk] p.Mhx<+ esa Jh jke çdk'k 'kekZ] ih-th-Vh- vaxzsth ds fuyafcr vof/k fnukad 01-11-2008 ls  
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13-08-2015 rd dks M;wVh ihfj;M ekuus gsrq iSVh'ku desVh] gfj;k.kk fo/kku lHkk] p.Mhx< esa ;kfpdk 
ntZ dh gqbZ gSA 

 bl lanHkZ es vafdr fd;k tkrk gS fd funs'kky; ds vkns'k Øekad 11@26&2020 PGT-III ¼9½ 
fnukad 17-02-2021 ds rgr l{ke vf/kdkjh }kjk cksyrh Hkk"kk ds vkns'k ikfjr djrs gq, oknh ds Dyse 
dks fujLr dj fn;k x;k gS ftldh çfr i= ds lkFk lyaXu gSA vr% ekeyk v/;{k] isVh'ku desVh 
gfj;k.kk fo/kku lHkk] p.Mhx< dks lwpukFkZ ,oa vko';d dk;Zokgh gsrq çsf"kr gSA 

lyaXu%& cksyrh Hkk"kk ds vkns'kks dh çfr 

        gLrk 

       v/kh{kd ihåthåVhå&III  
            —rs% funs'kd lSds.Mjh f'k{kk]  

          gfj;k.kk iapdqykA 
 

GOVERNMENT OF HARYANA 

 SCHOOL EDUCATION DEPARTMENT 

ORDER 

No. 11/26-2020PGT-111(9) Dated, Chandigarh the   17/02/2021  

   

  Whereas, the Sh. Ram Parkash Sharma filed CWP No. 7401 of 2020 
titled as Ram Parkash Sharma V/s State of Haryana and ors before the Hon'ble 
High Court praying therein to consider his suspension period as regular and to 
accord him the consequential benefits there under with interest at the rate of 
24% per annum. 

  The Hon'ble High Court on dated 20.05.2020 was disposed of the same 
with following directions: - 

  "The present writ petition is disposed of with a direction to the 
respondents to look into the representation of the petitioner Annexure P-6, 
which is stated to be pending since the year 2015, and decide the same 
expeditiously, preferably within a period of 3 months from today. 

  The petitioner would be at liberty to approach this Court again in 
accordance with law, if need be" 

  In compliance of the said order, the representation (Annexure P-6) of 
Sh. Ram Parkash Sharma has duly examined and found that he was charge 
sheeted under Rule-7 of Haryana Civil Services (Punishment & Appeal) Rules, 
1987 vide order no. 16/105-2008 HRL (2) dated, 27.11.2008, on the basis of 
FIR No. 02 dated 22.01.2007 under section 218, 420, 467, 468 and 471 IPC, 
1860 at Police Station, SVB, District Hisar. 

  Whereas, a Criminal Case No. 79-1 of 2009/2012 State V/s Ram 
Parkash was registered and trial was conducted wherein the Hon'ble Judicial 
Magistrate, Sirsa vide its order dated 14.10.2013 decided Criminal Case and 
the relevant portion of the same is reproduced as under: - 
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  "Following therefrom, the prosecution has miserably filed to prove the 
guilt of the accused beyond shadow of all reasonable doubts, for which the 
accused deserves to receive benefits of doubt. Hence, granting the accused 
benefit of doubt, he is hereby acquitted of the charge levelled against him. His 
bail bond and surety bond stand discharged. File be consigned to the records 
after due compliance."  

  Consequently, Sh. V.P Batra, IAS (Retired) as inquiry officer vide report 
dated 21.11.2014/20.06.2018 concluding the departmental enquiry against the 
petitioner has concluded as under: - 

  "The findings in this case is not different to that of Judicial Court 
because Sh. Ram Parkash Sharma, PGT has been acquitted after scrutiny of all 
the facts." 

  It is relevant to mention that in order to treat the suspension period 
into duty period the following provision has been made in Rule-90 of HCS 
(General) Rules, 2016 and the same is reproduced here as under: - 

 90. Pay and allowances if not fully exonerated: - 

 Where the competent authority is of the opinion that the Government 
employee has not been fully exonerated, he shall be given such proportion of 
pay and allowances as the competent authority may prescribe. The payment of 
allowances shall be subject to all other conditions under which such allowances 
are admissible. The period of absence from duty shall not be treated as a 
period spent on duty unless the competent authority specifically directs that it 
shall be treated as duty for any specified purpose. 

 Note 1.- If no order is passed to treat the period of absence as duty for 
any specified purpose, the period of absence shall be treated as 'non-duty. In 
such event, the past service (i.e. service rendered before dismissal removal, 
compulsory retirement or suspension) shall not be forfeited. 

 Note. 2- Except as per provision in Note 2 below rule 89, in all other 
cases on reinstatement after suspension, the date of re- instatement shall be 
the date on which the Government employee assumes charge of his post. For 
the intervening period from the date of order of re-instatement to date of 
assumption of charge the Government employee shall also be treated as 
remained under suspension. 

  Whereas, since Sh. Ram Parkash Sharma was not fully exonerated by 
the Ld. Trail Court vide its judgment dated 14.10.2013 as his acquittal was 
based on benefit of doubt. Hence, there is no justification to treat his 
suspension period as duty period and to allow him any pay and allowances 
beyond subsistence allowances. The case of Sh. Ram Parkash Sharma falls 
under Rule 90 of Haryana Civil Services (General) Rules, 2016 is applicable 
which is self-explanatory. Moreover, no work no pay principle is also applicable 
in the present matter. 
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  Therefore, keeping in view the above said facts and circumstances; 
Government is of considered view that Sh. Ram Parkash Sharma, PGT English 
is not entitled for any pay and allowances besides the subsistence allowance 
has already been paid to him. The suspension period from 01.11.2008 to 
14.08.2015 is also treated as non-duty period.  

  It is ordered accordingly. 

-Sd- 

(Dr. Mahavir Singh), IAS 
Additional Chief Secretary to Govt.  

Haryana School Education Department. 

 After detailed discussion, the Committee satisfied with the reply of 
concerned department and the petition/representation is disposed off 
accordingly in its meeting held on 04.05.2022.  

 

3. PETITION/REPRESENTATION RECEIVED FROM SMT. RAJANI 
SINGH W/O KAMAL SINGH, R/O WOMEN DLF WELFARE 
ASSOCIATION FARIDABAD AND OTHERS REGARDING FILING 
THE REVIEW/SLP AGAINST THE ORDER DT. 28.05.2020 PASSED 
BY HON’BLE HIGH COURT IN CWP NO. 29604 OF 2017 TITLED 
M/s KRISHNA INDUSTRIES V/s STATE OF HARYANA & OTHERS 
AND FURTHER TO PROBE THE FRAUD COMMITTED BY 
PROPRIETORS OF M/s KRISHNA INDUSTRIES IN PROCURING 
THE CHANGE OF LAND USE (CLU) OF PLOT NO 68/1 IN DLF-1 
INDUSTRIAL AREA FARIDABAD IN ACTIVE CONNIVANCE WITH 
MUNICIPAL CORPORATION FARIDABAD AND HIGHER 
AUTHORITIES OF THE DEPARTMENT OF URBAN LOCAL BODIES, 
HARYANA, WHICH READS AS UNDER:- 

  To 

 The Hon'ble Chairman 
 Committee on Petitions 
 Haryana Vidhan Sabha.  
 Chandigarh. 

Sub:  For filing the Review/SLP against the order dt. 28.05.2020 
passed by Hon'ble High Court in CWP No. 29604 of 2017 titled 
M/s Krishna Industries v/s State of Haryana & others and 
further to probe the fraud committed by proprietors of M/s 
Krishna Industries in procuring the Change of Land Use (CLU) 
of plot no. 68/1 in DLF-1 Industrial Area Faridabad in active 
connivance with Municipal Corporation Faridabad and higher 
authorities of the department of Urban Local Bodies Haryana. 
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Sir, 

 We would like to draw your kind and immediate attention in the matter 
of extreme urgency and of public importance mentioned in subject cited above 
where the owners of this plot who have continued to enjoy political patronage 
from both Congress and the BJP and have been flouting rules in the open. 

 It is humbly submitted that the plot no 68/1 in DLF-1 Faridabad 
measuring one acre was initially allotted way back in the year 1973 for the 
purpose of using it as a community Hall as per the site plan sanctioned at that 
time. The said plot was purchased by present owner in the year 2006 and as 
per the conditions of conveyance deed also it could have been used only for the 
purposes of community Hall. Even the revised building plan was got approved 
in 2008 by District Town Planner for using it as community Hall and the plot 
was used as such for many years. 

 Thereafter the owner of the said plot based on some procured 
documents misrepresented the Municipal Corporation Faridabad for allotting 
the Industrial plot no. of the said plot in 2014 and managed to get the present 
number. Based on that the owners also managed to get the said plot registered 
for the purposes of house tax water tax, sewer tax, fire tax etc. On the basis of 
false representation and in active collusion of officials of Municipal Corporation 
Faridabad, the owner fraudulently procured the license u/s 330 of Haryana 
Municipal Act, 1994 and also got procured one letter to get charged the house 
tax as if it is an industrial unit to further support his claim After getting the 
license on the basis of misrepresentation, its tenant Ms. Jiva Designs Pvt. Lal 
procured the registration and license to run its unit as a factory under the 
Factories Act and also got NOC and Consent to Operate issued by the Haryana 
Pollution Control Board. 

 Surprisingly the entire fraud was going on with the active connivance of 
concerned departments and the local politicians of Faridabad belonging to both 
Congress and the BJP. Up until someone complained about all the illegalities, 
irregularities and the fraud committed by its owner without their being any 
permission to use it for industrial purposes. The matter was highlighted in the 
media which prompted the departments to withdraw the illegal permissions 
immediately to avoid further implications. 

 The owner then immediately applied for the change of land use (CLU) 
for its plot to convert it as industrial plot in place of community hall for the first 
time. Since there was no policy as such nor their being any legal claim of the 
owner, the application was rejected outrightly as the same bound to be 
rejected vide letter dated 18.11.2017. Since the entire construction and the 
industrial activities which were being carried out illegally were liable to be 
stopped/removed, the department has also issued notice dated 14.12.2017 to 
the owner to stop the activities completely and to remove the constriction 
immediately. 
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  The owners also indulged/resorted to fraudulent practises when they 
got filed an appeal before the Pollution Appellate authority through their 
tenants challenging the decision of pollution department vide which the NOC 
and the consent to operate the industrial unit was withdrawn. The Appellate 
authority vide its order dated 03.07.2017 not only dismissed the appeal but 
also deprecated the fraudulent effort of owners who through the appeal tried 
get their illegal industrial unit regularised. In the said order the Appellate 
authority even went on to observe to initiate administrative action against 
authorities who allowed and aided the said illegal act to carry on. Since the 
said order was never challenged, it attained finality in 2017. 

 Now, we came to know that the owner had filed a case CWP No. 29604 
of 2017 in the Hon'ble High Court and the Hon'ble High Court has allowed the 
case on 28.05.2020 and asked the department to grant the CLU immediately. 
When we saw the judgment, some shocking facts came to our notice. The 
owner has filed the case by concealing material facts from the Hon'ble Court 
and has taken the Hon'ble Court for a ride. Surprisingly the stand taken by the 
Municipal Corporation before the Hon'ble Court is also vague and they have 
also concealed some material facts and documents which can go to the roots of 
the case. Surprisingly, nothing has been said or disclosed about the order 
passed by the Pollution Appellate Authority in the said Writ Petition, nor the 
department has highlighted this fact in its reply. It seems the department has 
also intentionally withheld/concealed all the material information to outrightly 
to help the owner. Similarly, the role played by the Town and Country planning 
department is suspicious as the department has not brought all the facts and 
legal position to the knowledge of those concerned. It shows when all the doors 
were closed to the owner, a conspiracy was hatched in connivance with the 
department officials that the owner would approach the Hon'ble High Court by 
misrepresenting the facts of its case and the department officials would not 
defend the corporation properly by concealing the material facts and important 
documents relating to the case and consequently they have succeeded in their 
evil game. Now we strongly believe that the owner would also manage and 
influence the department not to challenge the said order before the Hon'ble 
Supreme Court. 

 Sir, if the above is allowed to continue then it will create a wrong 
precedent and any such like persons with wrong intentions all over the state 
will manipulate and manage the authorities for ulterior motives by creating 
false documents and can get such permissions in any locality in violations of 
conditions which would lead to property anarchy in the State. This, matter 
should be investigated properly, and the officers should be taken into task. The 
facts mentioned above clearly reveal that the owners have deep pockets and 
enjoy political patronage. 

 Sir, we would therefore humbly request to your good self to direct the 
Department/Municipal Corporation Faridabad concerned to immediately file the 
review petition immediately before the Hon'ble High Court at the first instance 
by putting its case strongly with all the material documents and facts which 
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were earlier withheld and if further need arises, to file the Appeal before 
Hon'ble Supreme Court. We firmly believe that the Hon'ble Court would 
definitely appreciate the new facts and the deliberate concealments. 

 We would also request your good self to immediately probe the role of 
all the persons involved in this entire matter regarding the criminal angle so 
that the matter may be reached to its logical conclusion 

 Since there is no community hall services in DLF Sector where a 
common man can hold social function and that's why the site was reserved for 
community services by DIF. By changing the nature of this site to industrial 
area will cause an irreparable to community large residing in and around DLF 
area. 

Kind regards   

 

Thanking you, 

-Sd- 

Yours truly, 
Rajani Singh W/o Kamal Singh 

R/o Women DLF Welfare Association  
Faridabad & others. 

 The Petition/Representation was placed before the Committee in its 
meeting held on 07.07.2020 and the Committee desired that comments/reply 
of the concerned department may be obtained within a period of 10 days. The 
reply was received from the concerned department, which reads as under: - 

To  

The Secretary, 
Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretariat.  
Sector 1, Chandigarh. 

Memo No. DULB/TP/ATP-II/2021/2486 Dated: 17/05/2021. 

Sub:- Regarding filing the review/LP against the order dt. 28.05.2020 
passed by Hon'ble High Court in CWP No. 29604 of 2017 titled 
M/s Krishna Industries V/S State of Haryana and others and 
further to probe the fraud committed by proprietors of M/s 
Krishna Industries in procuring the Change of Land Use (CLU) 
of plot no. 68/1 in DLF-1  Industrial Area Faridabad in Active 
connivance with Municipal Corporation Faridabad and higher 
authorities of the department of Urban Local Bodies Haryana. 

Kindly refer your memo no. HVS/Petition/14/689/2020-21/10275, dated 
10.08.2020, this office memo no. DULB/TP/ATP-II/2020/4954 dated 
20.08.2020 and memo no. HVS/Petition/14/689/2020-21/7690, dated 
22.04.2021 on the matter cited as subject above.  
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2. It is submitted that vide memo no. HVS/Petition/14/689/2020-21/7690, 
dated 22.04.2021, it has been informed that the committee has not received 
any comments/reply. In this regard it is intimated that in reference to your 
memo no. HVS/Petition/14/ 689/2020-21/10275, dated 10.08.2020, this office 
submitted the status of the case at that time vide memo no. DULO/TP/ATP-
11/2020/4984 dated 20.08.2020. 

3. Now, it is informed that this office after obtaining legal opinion from Ld. 
AG, Haryana asked the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Faridabad to file 
SLP against the order dated 28.5.2020 passed by the Hon’ble High Court in 
CWP No. 29604 of 2017. Accordingly, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, 
Faridabad has filed SLP no. 12072 of 2020 in the Hon'ble Apex Court and the 
Hon'ble Apex Court vide order dated 29.10.2020 has stayed the 
impugned judgement and order dated 28.05.2020 passed by the 
Hon'ble High Court. 

-Sd- 

(Sunil Verma) 
Assistant Town Planner, 
for Director, Urban Local  

Bodies, Haryana, Panchkula 

 After detailed discussion, the Committee satisfied with the reply of 
departmental representatives and the matter is Sub-judice. The petition/ 
representation is disposed off accordingly in its meeting held on 04.05.2022. 

 

4. PETITION/REPRESENTATION RECEIVED FROM SHRI JAGMAAL 
S/O SH. MOHAR SINGH, VILLAGE BAHALA, TEHSIL KOSLI, 
REWARI REGARDING THE DICTATORSHIP AND WRONGDOING 
OF S.H.O. KOSLI AND INCHARGE POST, NAHAR., WHICH READS 
AS UNDER: -  

lsok esa] 

ps;jeSu  
isVh'ku desVh gfj;k.kk fo/kkulHkkA 
p.Mhx<+A 

fo’k;%& ,l-,p-vks- dkslyh o bUpktZ pkSdh ukgM+ dh rkuk'kkgh o xyr dk;Zokgh ds ckjs esaA 

egksn; thA 

 fuosnu ;g gS fd eSa txeky flag iq+= eksgj flag fuoklh xkao cgkyk rglhy dkslyh ftyk 
jsokM+h dk LFkkbZ fuoklh g¡wA fnaukd 25-05-2020 dks esjs vkSj lrchj iq= jkedqokj ds chp tehu ds 
caVokjs dks ysdj fookn gks x;k FkkA nksuksa i{kks dks pkSdh bUpktZ ds }kjk ukgM+ pkSdh esa cqyk;k x;k o 
nksuksa i{kksa esa le>kSrk gqvk fd tks fuekZ.k nksuksa i{kksa us ftruk fuekZ.k dj j[kk gS oks ogh jgsxk ,ao 
dksVZ ds vkns'k ds fcuk dksbZ fuek.kZ dk;Z ugh fd;k tk,xkA vkilh lgefr ls rhl fnu esa tehu dh 
iSekbZ'k djok yh tk,xh ftldh tehu fudysxh oks i{k nsus dk ftEesnkj gksxkA bl ckr ij nksuksa i{kksa 
esa lgefr gSA ;g QSlyk 26-05-2020 dks lka; 05%34 ij gks x;kA 
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 QSlyk gksus ds mijkUr yxHkx jkf= 10%00 cts ,l-,p-vks- dkslyh] pkSdh bUpktZ ukgM+ ,ao 
vkbZ-vks- ukgM+ us cgkyk xkao esa vkdj esjh fnokj dks nwljh ikVhZ dh vkSjrksa ls Lo;a ekSds ij [kM+s 
jgdj fxjok fn;kA bl ls ;g izrhr gksrk gS fd iqfyl }kjk fj'or ysdj vuqfpr dk;Zokgh dh gSA 
vkilh lgefr ds ckn Hkh iqfyl us ,d gh ikVhZ dk i{k ysdj rkuk'kkgh dh gSA 

 25-05-2020 dks lrchj iq= jkedqokj us viuh pkph chjerh iRuh jkepUnz ls 100 uacj ij 
iqfyl dks Qksu djok;k fd txeky iq= eksgj flag ds ifjokj us gesa ca/kd cuk fy;k gSA iqfyl vkbZ- 
vks- iwue] pkSdh ukgM+ ls ekSds ij vk;h rks f'kdk;r dks >wBk ik;k x;kA  

 vr% Jheku th ls fuosnu gS fd ,l-,p-vks- dkslyh] pkSdh bUpktZ ukgM+ o vkbZ- vks- iwue ij 
mfpr dk;Zokgh dh tk,A 

   izkFkhZ 

gLrk 
txeky flag iq+= eksgj flag] 

fuoklh xkao cgkyk rglhy dkslyh] ftyk jsokM+hA 

 The Petition/Representation was placed before the Committee in its 
meeting held on 30.06.2020 and the Committee considered the same and 
desired that the comments/reply of the concerned department may be 
obtained within a period of 10 days. The Committee orally examined the 
representatives of the concerned department & petitioner in its meeting held 
on 18.08.2020. After brief discussion, the Committee observed that the 
concerned department send a detailed report to the Committee regarding 
ownership of the disputed Land. Thereafter the Committee received a detailed 
report from the department, which reads as under: - 

To 

The Secretary, 
Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretariat.      
Chandigarh 

No. 4009 HVS/AC/GR dated Panchkula, the 01-10-2020 

Subject:- Complaint of Sh. Jagmal S/o Mohar Singh R/o Bahala, 
District Rewari. 

Memo. 

Kindly refer to your office No HVS/Petition/699/2020-21/12017 dated 
31.08.2020, on the subject cited above 

2  In this regard, it is submitted that the report has been obtained from 
the Superintendent of Police, Rewari in the above matter. A copy of report 
received from him is enclosed herewith for information and necessary action 
please. 

Sd/- 
(Rajesh Kumar) 

SP/Law & Order for  
Director General of Police, Haryana 
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DEPUTY COMMISSIONER OFFICE, REWARI 

lsok esa 

  Additional Chief Secretary to Govt. Haryana,     
 Home, Jail, Criminal Investigation and      
 Administration of justice, Departments,      
 Chandigarh. 

;kfn Øekad 8@320@bZ0,0@4097 fnaukd 08-09-2020- 

 

वषय:- Meeting of the Petition Committee of the Haryana Vidhan Sabha, 

(Complaint of Jagmal  Singh S/o Mohar Singh R/O Bahala Tehsil Kosli 
Rewari Vs Birmati W/o Ram Chander etc.) 

 mijksä fo"k; ij vkidks ljdkjh i= ckQ PS/ACSHome/CFMS&39538 fnukad  
27-08-2020 ds lanHkZ esaA 

 fo"k;k/khu ekeys esa vuqjks/k gS fd mDr ekeys dh tkap gsrq mi&e.My vf/kdkjh ¼ukå½ 
dkslyh dh v/;{krk esa ,d desVh xfBr dh xbZA xfBr desVh ls çkIr tkap fjiksVZ ij lgefr çdV 
djrs gq, tkap fjiksVZ dh çfr vuqyXudks lfgr vkidh lsok esa vkxkeh vko';d dk;Zokgh gsrq izf"kr 
gSA      

gLrk 
uxjk/kh'k 

dr̀s% mik;qä] jsokM+hA 
çs"kd 

 mie.My vf/kdkjh ¼ukå½  
dkslyh  

lsok esa] 

  mik;qä jsokMh A 

  Øekad 1641@LVSuksa fnukad 31@8@2020 

fo"k;%& Meeting of the Petitions Committee of the Haryana Vidhan Sabha 
Complaint of Jagmal Singh S/0 Mohar Singh R/O Bahala] Tehsil Kosli] 
Rewari Vs-Birmati W/0 Ram Chander etc. 

  mijksä fo"k; ij vkids vkns'k iå Øekad 8/320/ bZå,å@4034&38 fnukad 28-08-2020 ds 
lUnHkZ esa A 

 fo"k;k/khu ekeys esa vki }kjk xfBr desVh dh fjiksVZ lkFk layXu djds vkidh lsok esa vkxkeh 
vko';d dk;Zokgh gsrq çsf"kr gSA 

lyXu %& fjiksVZ 

gLrk 
mie.My vf/kdkjh ¼ukå½ 

dkslyhA 
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VIJAI VARDHAN. IAS 

Subject: Meeting of the Petitions Committee of the Haryana Vidhan 
Sabha. (Complaint of Jagmal Singh S/o Mohar Singh, R/o 
Bahala, Tehsil Kosli, Rewari Vs. Birmati w/o Ram Chander 
etc.). 

 

 This is to inform you that the undersigned alongwith the Director General 
of Police, Haryana and the Superintendent of Police. Rewari attended the 
meeting of the Petitions Committee of the Haryana Vidhan Sabha on 
18.08.2020 The contents of the complaint referred to above were deliberated 
upon by the Hon'ble Members of the Petitions Committee and based on my 
assurance, the following course of action was agreed to: 

 (1)  The Deputy Commissioner, Rewari shall constitute a team headed 
by S.D.M. Kosli, comprising D.S.P. Kosil, Tehsildar Kosli and BDPO Kosli They 
shall visit the village Bahala and submit a report within a week after 
ascertaining the following: 

(a) Present status of the two boundary walls (under dispute by the 
contesting parties/complainants)  

(b) Ownership status of the public way claimed to be encroached 
upon by both the parties to the dispute (it may be ascertained 
whether it is village land, public way or private land). 

(c) Whether the construction of the said boundary walls at 
twodifferent locations is within the legal rights of the claimant 
parties as claimed by them or whether they are illegal 
encroachments/constructions?  

(d) After examining the revenue record / village land record etc the 
ownership of the disputed land/ area may be clearly established 
by the Committee. 

  You are requested to send the report of the Committee alongwith your 
comments to the undersigned within seven days positively so that the Hon'ble 
Petitions Committee of the Haryana Vidhan Sabha could be apprised 
accordingly. 

  With regards 

 

         sd 

        (VIJAI VARDHAN) 

Shri Yashendra Singh, IAS 

Deputy Commissioner, Rewari 
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mik;qä dk;kZy;] jsokM+h 

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER OFFICE, REWARI 
vkns'k mik;qä jsokM+h fnukad 27-08-2020 

 Additional Chief Secretary to Govt. Haryana, Home-Jail, Criminal 
Investigation and Administration of Justice Departments, Chandigarh ds v/kZ 
ljdkjh i= dekad PS/ACS Home/CEMS-39538 dated 27th August, 2020.  ¼çfr 
lyXu½ esa fn;s x;s funsZ'kksa dh vuqikyuk mi&e.My vf/kdkjh ¼ukå½] dkslyh dh v/;{krk esa 
fuEukuqlkj desVh dk xBu fd;k tkrk gS  

 1  mi e.My vf/kdkjh ¼ukå½ dkslyhA    v/;{k 
 2  mi iqfyl v/kh{kd] dkslyhA   lnL; 

 3  uk;c rglhynkj dkslyhA   lnL; 

 4+  [k.M fodkl ,oa iapk;r vf/kdkjh] ukgM+   lnL; 

 mijksä desVh dks funsZ'k fn;s tkrs gS fd og mdk ekeys esa ekSdk fujh{k.k djds viuh fjikVZ 
3 fnu ds vUnj&2 bl dk;kZy; esa fHktok;saA 

         gLrk 

            mik;qä] jsokM+hA 

iå̀ Øekad 8/320/ bZå,å /4034-38 fnaukd] 28/08/2020 
bldh ,d çfr fuEufyf[kr dks lwpukFkZ ,oa vko';d dk;Zokgh gsrw çsf"kr gS 

1-  Additional Chief Secretary to Govt-Haryana, Home-Jail, Criminal 
Investigation and Administration of Justice Departments, Chandigarh in  
the reference of his memo no. PS/ACS/Home/CFMS-39538 dated  
27th August, 2020. 

2-  mi e.My vf/kdkjh ¼ukå½] dkslyhA 

3-  mi iqfyl v/kh{kd] dkslyhA  

4-  uk;c rglhynkj] dkslyhA 

5  [k.M fodkl ,oa iapk;r vf/kdkjh] ukgM 

         gLrk 

             —rs% mik;qä jsokM+hA 

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE CONSTITUTED BY THE DEPUTY 
COMMISSIONER, REWARI 

Subject: Meeting of the Petitions Committee of the Haryana Vidhan 
Sabha (Complaint of Jagmal Singh S/o Mohar Singh, R/o 
Bahala. Tehsil Kosli, Rewari V/s Dirmati W/o Ram Chander, 
etc.) 

 This is with reference to your order no. 8/320/EA/4034-38 dated 
28/08/2020 regarding the subject cited above. In this regard all members of 
the Committee, constituted vide the above-mentioned orders, visited the 
disputed cite. Report of the Committee on the points raised in the DO letter of 
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Sh. Vijai Vardhan, IAS, Addl. Chief Secretary to Govt. Haryana, Home, Jail, 
Criminal Investigation and Administration of Justice Department is as follows: 
 (a) Present status of the two boundary walls (under dispute by the 
contesting parties / complainants). 
 The boundary wall constructed by Jagmal s/o Mohar Singh Is 
demolished. The wall constructed by Satbir s/o Ram Kumar is still standing 
 (b) Ownership status of the public way claimed to be encroached upon 
by both the parties to the dispute (it may be ascertained whether it is village 
land, public way or private land). 
 There are two disputed public ways claimed to be encroached upon by 
both the parties. 
 The first disputed public way on which Jagmal s/o Mohar Singh had built 
the wall falls in kila number 9 of Mustil No. 28 
 The second disputed public way on which Satbir s/o Ram Kumar had 
built the wall falls in kila number 5/2 of Mustil No. 29. 

Ownership of both these kilas (including the disputed public ways) is 
private. According to Jamabandl year 2016-17 Khewat no. 71, Khatoni no 85 
the Kila numbers 28//9 and 29//5/2 belong to private owners and Jagmal s/o 
Mohar Singh and Ram Kumar father of Satbir are co-sharers in this land along 
with 70 other co-sharers (total land 110 Kanal 11 Marla). 
 (c) Whether the construction of the said boundary walls at two different 
locations is within the legal rights of the claimant parties as claimed by them or 
whether they are illegal encroachments/constructions? As mentioned in point 
(b) above, the boundary walls are built on private land. The total area in this 
Khewat is 110 Kanal 11 Marla. It is pertinent to mention here that the co- 
sharers have neither got their land partitioned through the competent Court, 
nor have they done a mutual partition of this land. In the absence of either of 
the two, no co- sharer can claim absolute legal rights on specific Kila 
number(s). 
 (d) After examining the revenue record / village land record etc. the 
ownership of the disputed land/ area may be clearly established by the 
Committee. There are two disputed public ways claimed to be encroached upon 
by both the parties. 
 The first disputed public way on which Jagmal s/o Mohar Singh had built 
the wall falls in kila number 9 of Mustil No. 28. 
 The second disputed public way on which Satbir s/o Ram Kumar had 
built the wall falls in kila number 5/2 of Mustil No. 29. Ownership of both these 
kilas (including the disputed public ways) is private. 

 

Sd   sd  sd    sd 
SDO (Civil)               DSP   Naib Tehsildar           BDPO Nahar 
Kosli    Kosli  Kosli 
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  The Committee again orally examined the departmental representatives 
& petitioner in its meeting held on 12.10.2021. After brief discussion, the 
Committee observed that the department submit the final report to the 
Committee after resolving the matter. The Committee received a detailed 
report, which read as under: - 

To 

  The Secretary, 
  Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretariat,  
  Chandigarh. 

 

Memo. No. 1111/AC-GR dated Panchkula, the  28.02.2022 

Subject:- Proceeding of the meeting of the Committee in c/w 
petition/representation submitted by Sh. Jagmal Singh s/o 
Sh. Mohar Singh Village Bahala. 

Sir, 

  Kindly refer to your office memo No.HVS/Petition/699/2021-
22/28119 dated 27.10.2021, on the subject noted above. 

2.  In this regard, it is intimated that the matter has been got enquired into 
through Superintendent of Police, Rewari and a copy of report received vide his 
office memo No. 2392/SPL dated 16.02.2022 is sent herewith for information 
and necessary action, Pl. 

Sd 
(Smiti Chaudhary, IPS) 

Superintendent of Police. 
 Law & Order for Director General of  

Police, Haryana. 

izs’kd 

  iqfyl v/kh{kd]  

  jsokM+hA 

lsok esa 

  iqfyl egkfuns'kd] 

  gfj;k.kk]iapdwykA 

;kfn Øekad 2392@,l-ih-,y fnaukd 16-02-2022 

fo’k;%& Proceeding of the meeting of the Committee in C/w petition/ 
representation submited by Sh. Jagmal Singh W/o Sh. Mohar 
Singh Village Bahala ds lEcU/k esaA 

Jheku th] 

 vkids dk;kZy; ds 209/AC/GR fnukad 08-02-2022 mijksä fo"k; lUnHkZ esaA 
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 mijksDr fo"k; ds lUnHkZ esa fuosnu gS fd fnukad 12-10-2021 dks fo/kku lHkk dh ekuuh;  
fiVh'ku desVh ds lEeq[k gq, okrkZyki fu"d"kZ vuqlkj v/kksgLrk{kjh o mi e.My vf/kdkjh¼uk0½ 
dkslyh }kjk ekeys dks lqy>kus gsrq la;qä :i ls fnukad 08-11-2021 dks dk;kZy; esa izFke i{k ls 
txeky flag iq= eksgj flag] lrchj iq= vej flag o çnhi iq= ftys flag fuoklhx.k cgkyk Fkkuk 
dkslyh vkSj f}rh; i{k ls lrchj flag iq= jkedqekj] Jherh chjefr iRuh jkepUæ o vthr iq= 
jkepUæ fuoklhx.k cgkyk Fkkuk dkslyh dks cqyk;k x;kA iqfyl i{k ls lsokfuoÙ̀k fujh{kd txchj 
flag] rRdkyhu izca/kd Fkkuk dkslyh] l-mi-fu- eUtw 106@esokr rRdkyhu pkSdh bUpktZ ukgM+] 
vuqla/kkudrkZ l-mi-fu- ique u- 1260@jsokM+h dks Hkh cqyk;k x;k o lHkh i{kksa dks foLrkj ls lquk x;k 
vkSj eq[; i{kksa dks le>k dj ekeys dk LkoZlEefr ls gy fudkyus dk iz;kl Hkh fd;k x;kA  

 tks mijksDr nksuksa i{kksa o iqfyl deZpkfj;ksa ls ekeys ds ckjs esa iw.kZ tkudkjh izkIr dh xbZA bl 
laca/k esa iwoZ miiqfyl v/khd{k] dkslyh }kjk dh xbZ tkap fjiksVZ o rRdkyhu iqfyl v/kh{kd] jsokM+h 
}kjk izsf’kr fjiksVZ dk voyksdu fd;k x;kA tks voyksdu ij ik;k x;k fd iwoZ esa miiqfyl v/kh{kd 
dkslyh }kjk viuh tkap fjiksVZ fnukad 15-08-2020 esa Hkh Li’V fd;k x;k gS fd] ^^f”kdk;r dh tkap ds 
laca/k esa txeky flag i{k ds iznhi iq= ftys flag dks muds f”kdk;r ds laca/k esa vkWfM;ks] ohfM;ks 
fjdkfMZax is”k djus ckjs fgnk;r nh xbZ FkhA ysfdu ifjoknh us tkap ij vius dFku vafdr djokrs 
le; ,slk dksbZ lk{; is”k ugha fd;k fd iqfyl }kjk vHknz O;ogkj fd;k x;k gksA tcfd l-m-fu- eUtw 
}kjk is”k fd xbZ ohfM;ks esa Hkh bl ckr dh iqf’V gksrh gS fd iqfyl }kjk dksbZ vHknz O;ogkj ugha fd;k 
x;k gSA CkfYd vkWfM;ks ohfM;ks esa ifjoknh txeky Lo;a Hkh dg jgk gS fd ge bl ekeys dks vkil esa 
fuiVk ysaxsA tks ml le; Hkh fdlh Hkh i{k }kjk iqfyl dks dksbZ f”kdk;r fyf[kr esa ugha nsuh ikbZ 
xbZA ftl dkj.k fdlh Hkh i{k ds f[kykQ fuokjd dk;Zokgh ;k dksbZ vfHk;kstu ntZ ugha fd;k x;k 
vkSj ekSdk ij çcU/kd Fkkuk dkslyh o LFkkuh; iqfyl }kjk /kkjk 47 iqfyl ,DV 2007 dh ikyuk dh 
xbZ gSA ftlls nksuksa i{kksa esa 'kkafr dk;e jgs vkSj iwoZ ljiap enu }kjk is'k fd, x;s dkxtkr ls Hkh 
vke jkLrk 2011 esa cuuk ik;k x;k gSA^^ 

  rRi'pkr nksuksa i{kksa dks foLrkj ls lquus mijkar çFke –f"V ls ekeyk lka>k [ksoV dh tehu 
ds cVokjs o jkLrs ds fookn dk gksuk ik;k x;k gSA tks nksuksa i{kksa dk tehu dk lka>k dk [kkrk gksuk 
lkeus vk;k gS tks mä tehu ds cVokjs dks ysdj nksuks i{kkas esa vkilh erHksn pyk vk jgk gSA 
f'kdk;rdrkZ txeky flag }kjk ?kVuk ds le; lsokfuo`r fujh{kd txchj flag] rRdkyh çca/kd Fkkuk 
dkslyh }kjk xkyh xyksp o vHkæ O;ogkj djuk cryk;k o blls lEcfU/kr lk{; ds rkSj ij QksVks] 
vkWfM;ks o ohfM;ks QqVst Hkh muds ikl gksuk cryk;kA ijUrq ekax djus ij bl çdkj ds dksbZ vkWfM;ks 
o ohfM;k QqVst miyC/k ugha djokbZ xbZA rRi'pkr lsokfuo`r fujh{kd txchj flag rRdkyhu çca/kd 
Fkkuk dkslyh }kjk is'k dh xbZ ohfM;ks QqVst ¼2 feuV 50 lSdsaM½ dk voyksdu fd;k x;kA ftlesa 
lsokfuoÙ̀k fujh{kd txchj flag }kjk fdlh çdkj dh xkyh xykSp o vHkæ O;ogkj djuk ugha ik;k 
x;kA 

 v/kksgLrk{kjh ds lEeq[k nksuksa i{kksa }kjk mi e.My vf/kdkjh ¼ukå½ dkslyh ls mudh tehuksa dk 
ekSdk ns[kdj le>us ckjs vuqjks/k fd;k x;kA ftl ij fnukad 12-11-2021 dks mi e.My vf/kdkjh 
¼ukå½ dkslyh }kjk nksuks i{kkass dks fookn ds laca/k esa vius dk;kZy; esa cqykdj lquk x;kA rRi'pkr mi 
e.My vf/kdkjh ¼ukå½ dkslyh] rglhynkj dkslyh rFkk mi iqfyl v/kh{kd] dkslyh }kjk fookfnr ekSds 
dk fujh{k.k fd;k x;kA ftl lEcU/k esa mi e.My vf/kdkjh ¼ukå½ dkslyh }kjk çsf"kr fjiksVZ Øekad 
2107@is'kh fnukad 15-11-2021 dk voyksdu fd;k x;k] tks fjiksVZ fuEu çdkj ls gS] ÞekSdk ij ik;k 
x;k fd tks Hkwfe ,d gh [ksoV esa 110 duky 11 ejyk fLFkr gS] mlesa vf/kdrj Hkkx esa edkukr cus 
gq, gSa rFkk lka>h [ksoV gksus ds dkj.k jktLo fjdkMZ esa fdlh jkLrs dk dksbZ mYys[k ugha gSA bl ckjs 
la;qä fujh{k.k desVh dh Vhe us fnukad 31-08-2020 dks fujh{k.k fd;k FkkA ftldh la;qä fjiksVZ 
mUgksaus lfEefyr dj nh FkhA la;qä fujh{k.k Vhe dh fjiksVZ iSjk&lh esa igys Hkh mYys[k fd;k gqvk gS 
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fd lHkh i{k l{ke U;k;ky; ls rdlhe djk,aA mlds ckn gh jkLrk tkr dk QSlyk fd;k tk ldrk 
gSA ekSdk ij fQygky dksbZ >xM+k gksuk ugha ik;k x;kA^^ 

  rRi'pkr fnukad 13-02-2022 dks f'kdk;rdrkZ txeky flag iq= eksgj flag fuoklh cgkyk us 
vius C;ku vafdr djok, fd& ÞeSaus ,d f'kdk;r cj f[kykQ rRdkyhu iqfyl v/kh{kd SHO txchj 
fujh{kd] pkSdh bUpktZ eUtw o I/O iwue ds f[kykQ gekjs lka>s [kkrs esa cuh nhokj gVokus ckjs 
f'kdk;r ij dk;Zokgh uk djus ckjs fo/kkulHkk fiVh'ku desVh esa nh FkhA tks fopkjk/khu gS rRdkyhu 
vf/kdkjh@deZpkfj;ksa dk rcknyk gks pqdk gS rFkk gekjk caVokjk ckjs rglhy esa dk;Zokgh djsaxsA 
blfy, vc esjs }kjk nk;j f'kdk;r fo/kkulHkk fiVh'ku desVh dks okfil ysuk pkgrk gwa rFkk mijksä 
vf/kdkjh deZpkfj;ksa ds f[kykQ dksbZ dk;Zokgh ugha pkgrkA tks f'kdk;rdrkZ txeky flag }kjk viuh 
f'kdk;r fo/kkulHkk ;kfpdk lfefr ls okfil ysus ckjs C;ku vafdr djok;k gSA vkils vuqjks/k gS fd 
bl lEcU/k esa gfj;k.kk fo/kkulHkk esa lEcaf/kr dks lwfpr djus dk d"V djsaA f'kdk;rdrkZ txeky flag 
ds C;ku dh Nk;kçfr layXu i= gSA 

 fjiksVZ lsok esa çsf"kr gSA 

  

gLrk 
¼jkts'k dqekj] Hkk-iq-ls-½  
iqfyl v/kh{kd] jsokM+hA 

C;ku vtkus txeky flag iq= eksgj flag tkfr vfgj fuoklh cgkyk ok mez 70 lkyA 

 C;ku fd;k fd mijksä irs dk jgus okyk gw¡ rFkk tehnkjk dk dke djrk gw¡ eSus ,d 
f'kdk;r cj f[kykQ rRdkyhu iqfyl v/kh{kd SHO txchj fufj{kd pkSdh bZUpktZ eUtw o 60 ique 
ds f[kykQ gekjs lk>s [kkrs esa cuh fnokj gVokus ckjs f'kdk;r ij dk;Zokgh uk djus ckjs fo/kku lHkk 
iSVh'ku desVh es nh Fkh tks fopkjk/khu gS vc rRdkyhu vf/kdkjh/deZpkfj;ksa dk rcknyk gks pqdk gS 
rFkk gekjk cVokjk ckjs rglhy esa dk;Zokgh djsxsa A blfy;s vc esjs }kjk nk;j f'kdk;r fo/kkulHkk 
iSVh'ku desVh dks okfil ysuk pkgrk gw¡ rFkk mijksä vf/kdkjh deZpkfj;ks ds f[kykQ dksbZ dk;Zokgh 
ugh pkgrk C;ku fy[kk fn;k lqu fy;k Bhd gSA 

        gLrk 

      txeky flagA 

 

 The Committee satisfied with the compliance report received from the 
concerned department. The petition/representation is disposed off accordingly 
in its meeting held on 04.05.2022. 

5. PETITION/REPRESENTION RECEIVED FROM SHRI SUMER CHAND 
AND SHRI MAHESH KUMAR, SONS OF SH. BRIJ MOHAN, R/O 
VILLAGE GOBINDPURI, TEHSIL JAGADHRI, DISTRICT YAMUNA 
NAGAR REGARDING COMPLAINT AGAINST TEHSILDAR, 
JAGADHRI AND HIS SUBORDINATE REVENUE OFFICERS FOR 
NOT ENTERING AND SANCTIONING MUTATION WITH REGARD 
TO AREA MEASURING EIGHT BISWAS BEING PART OF  KHASRA 
NO. 285, SITUATED AT VILLAGE GOBINDPURI, IN THE 
MUNCIPAL CORPORATION  YAMUNA NAGAR-JAGADHRI, WHICH 
READS AS UNDER: -  
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To 

The Chairman,  
Committee on Petitions,  
Haryana Vidhan Sabha, Chandigarh. 

SUB: - Complaint against Tehsildar, Jagadhri and his subordinate 
Revenue Officers for not entering and sanctioning mutation with 
regard to area measuring eight Biswas being part of Khasra 
No.285, situated at Village Gobindpuri, in the Municipal 
Corporation, Yamuna Nagar-Jagadhri. 

R/Sir, 

 The petitioners respectfully submit as under: - 

1.  That Khasra No.285, having total area measuring 2 Bighas 5 Biswas is 
situated at Village Gobindpuri, Tehsil Jagadhri, District Yamuna Nagar. Initially 
this Khasra number along with some other land was owned by 8 Co-owners. 
But with the passage of time, the total area was divided in the form of plots 
and in that private partition, plots No. 17 and 18 having an area measuring 8 
Biswas out of Khasra No.285 fell to the share of present petitioners. 

2.  That as the Revenue Entries were not corrected by the Revenue Officer 
as per private partition, so the present petitioners filed Civil Suit No.295/1997 
in the Civil court on 31.07.1997 claiming a decree for declaration to the effect 
that the petitioners are owners of Plots No.17 and 18 along with some other 
plots situated at Gobindpuri and description of the property including plots No. 
17 and 18 was shown in the site plan attached with that plaint. 

3. That after institution of the suit, one Mewa Singh taking benefit of 
wrong revenue entries executed sale deed dated 22.08.1997 with regard to the 
property measuring 5 Biswas in favour of Yoginder Mohan and similarly another 
Co-owner Dayal Singh also executed sale deed dated 02.09.1997 with regard 
to property measuring 3 Biswas in favour of Sunaina and mutations No. 1015 
and 1016 were sanctioned. 

4.  That on coming to know the fact of above said sale deed Yoginder 
Mohan and Sunaina were also made party in the Civil Suit by the order of the 
Court passed on 25.09.2000. 

5.  That thereafter Yoginder Mohan and Sunaina further sold this very 
property being plots No. 17 and 18 to Lakhwinder Singh, Jitender Singh and 
Chetan Singh vide two sale deeds dated 11.12.2006 and when these 
subsequent vendees filed application to become as party, same was dismissed 
by the Trial Court vide order dated 08.01.2008. 

6.  That ultimately the suit of the petitioners was decreed giving a 
declaration to the effect that the petitioners are owners of this property 
measuring 8 Biaswas out of Khasra No.285, in the form of plots No. 17 and 18 
along with other plots, mentioned in the plaint and this decree was passed on 
05.11.2008. 
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7.  That thereafter some of the defendants filed appeal before Hon'ble 
A.D.J. Yamuna Nagar at Jagadhri, but the same was dismissed. 

8.  That thereafter Regular Second Appeal was also filed in the Hon'ble 
High Court of Punjab & Haryana at Chandigarh, but the same was also 
dismissed and net result is that the decree dated 05.11.2008 is still hold good. 

9.  That the petitioners filed an application before Tehsildar Jagadhri on 
10.12.2021 along with copy of Judgment and decree dated 05.11.2008 with a 
request to sanction mutation of land measuring 8 Biswas out of Khasra No.285, 
situated at Gobindpuri in their favour. 

10.  That inspite of various visits being paid by the petitioners to the 
office of Tehsildar, Jagadhri till today mutation has not been sanctioned. 

11.  That in one meeting it was represented by the Tehsildar, Jagadhri 
that the sale deeds executed by Mewa Singh and  Dayal Singh defendants No.4 
and 6 in favour of Yoginder Mohan and Sunaina defendants No.9 and 10 and 
further the sale deeds by Yoginder Mohan and Sunaina in favour of Lakhwinder 
Singh, Jitender Singh and Chetan Singh has not been cancelled specifically by 
the Civil Court. Hence, no mutation can be sanctioned. However, this view of 
Tehsildar Jagadhri is quite wrong and amounts to violation of declaration given 
by the Court. 

12. That Yoginder Mohan and Sunaina were party in the suit and rely upon 
those sale deeds to substantiate their title, but the Civil Court declared the title 
of this property in favour of the present petitioners and ignored those sale 
deeds on the ground that vendor Mewa Singh and Dayal Singh have no right in 
the property. So, these sale deeds do not confer any title upon the subsequent 
transferees i.e. Yoginder Mohan, Sunaina, Lakhwinder Singh, Jitender Singh 
and Chetan Singh. 

13.  That the Tehsildar has failed to discharge his statutory duty  because 
it is provided in Section 31, 32, 33 and 34 of The  Punjab Land Revenue Act, 
1887 that when any decree by the Court is produced before Revenue Officer 
declaring the  rights of party in the property then Revenue Officer is bound to 
give effect to the same in the revenue record. 

 It is, therefore, respectfully prayed that appropriate  directions may 
kindly be issued to the Revenue Authority to implement decree dated 
05.11.2008 and to sanction  mutation of land measuring 8 Biswas out of Khasra 
No.285  in favour of the petitioners in accordance with the decree. 

          

-Sd- 

1. Sumer Chand. 
2. Mahesh Kumar 

Both sons of Brij Mohan R/o 
Vill. Gobindpuri, Tehsil Jagadhri, Distt. 

Yamuna Nagar. 
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 The Petition/Representation was placed before the Committee in its 
meeting held on 25.01.2022 and the Committee considered the same and 
decided that said petition/representation be sent to the concerned department 
for sending their comments/reply within a period of 07 days. The Committee 
received comments/reply from the concerned department which reads as 
under: - 

 

To 

 The Secretary 
Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secreterait, 
Chandigarh. 

 

 Memo No. 1279-E-7-2022/ 1011 

 Chandigarh, dated the 8-2-2022 

Sub.: Regarding complaint against Tehsildar, Jagadhari and his 
subordinate Revenue Officers for not entering and sanctioning 
mutation with regard to the area measuring 8 Biswas being part 
of Khasra No. 285, situated at Village Gobindpuri within the 
Municipal Corporation, Yamuna Nagar-Jagadhari. 

 

  Kindly refer to your letter No. HVS/Petition/811/2021-22/1652, dated 
25 01.2022 on the subject noted above wherein comments /reply of this 
department were sought in respect of the complaint made by Sh. Sumer Chand 
and Sh. Mahesh Kumar sons of Sh. Brijmohan, R/o Village Gobindpuri, Tehsil, 
Jagadhari, District Yamuna Nagar against Tehsildar, Jagadhari and his 
subordinates so that same could be placed before the Committee on the 
Petitions. 

2.  Based on the Court order dated 05-11-2008, revenue record of Khasra 
No.281, 283, 284, 285, 286 of Village Gobindpuri and legal opinion tendered 
by the District Attorney, the Deputy Commissioner, Yamuna Nagar, has 
commented that rotation cannot be entered and sanctioned as desired by the 
Petitioners However, detailed comments/reply is enclosed for information 
please. 

Sd 

Deputy Secretary Revenue 

For Financial Commissioner, Revenue and 
Addl. Chief Secretary to Government of 

Haryana Revenue & Disaster Management 
Department, Chandigarh. 
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COMMENTS/REPLY OF THE REVENUE DEPARTMENT 

Sub.: Regarding complaint against Tehsildar, Jagadhari and his 
subordinate Revenue Officers for not entering and sanctioning 
mutation with regard to the area measuring 8 Biswas being part 
of Khasra No. 285, situated at Village Gobindpuri within the 
Municipal Corporation, Yamuna Nagar-Jagadhari. 

 Haryana Vidhan Sabha vide his letter No HVS/Petition/811/2021-22/1652 
dated 25.01.2022 has sought comments /reply of this department in respect of 
the complaint made by Sh. Sumer Chand and Sh. Mahesh Kumar sons of Sh. 
Brijmohan, R/o Village Gobindpuri, Tehsil, Jagadhari, District Yamuna Nagar 
against Tehsildar, Jagadhari and his subordinates so that same could be placed 
before the Committee on the Petitions. 

2 In pursuant to the above reference, Deputy Commissioner. Yamuna 
Nagar, was asked vide this department letter dated 07.02.2022 to send his 
comments 

3 The Deputy Commissioner. Yamauna Nagar vide his letter dated 
07.02.2022 has sent his comments as under- 

 “Revenue record regarding the matter of subject cited above viz, 
application of Sh. Sumer chand and Sh. Mahesh Kumar S/o Sh. Brij Mohan R/o 
Village Gobindpur Tehsil Jagadhri dated 10-12-2021 and 25-01-2022, report of 
Tehsildar Jagadhn dated 05-02-2022, order dated 05-11-2008 of Civil 
Judge(Senior Division) Yamuna Nagar, Jamabandi of year 1988-89, 1993-94 
2008-09, 2013-14, 2018-19, Mutation No. 901, 902, 1308 & 1745 of the 
Khasra No. 281, 283, 284, 285 & 286 have been gone through in detail Based 
on the above mentioned documents facts of the case are as under 

a) Land under consideration and subject matter of the application dated  
10-12- 2021 and 25-01-2022 is situated in Khasra No. 281, 283, 284, 285 & 
286 of Village Gobindpuri. 

b) Applicants submitted for sanctioning the Mutation as per order dt 05 
11.2008 passed by Hon'ble Civil Court. The decree passed in the civil suit no 
295 dated 31-07-1997 which was declared on 05-11-2008 and operative part 
of the decree is reproduced here as under: - 

  Suit for permanent injunction restraining defendants no 1 to 7 from 
legally and unauthorisedly interfering in the peaceful physical possession of the 
plaintiffs as owners or by transferring of alienating in any form or by illegally 
and unauthorisedly transfering or alienating any portion or part of the plot nos 
1, 2 3 6.7 10 17 1 19, 61 and vacant space lying in between plot no 9 and 10 
and vacant land lying on the back of plot no 15, 16 measuring 6x75 forming 
part of knowat no 22 khatauni no 29 khasra nos 281, 283, 204, 285 and 286 
kitta 5 situated within the Revenue estate of Village Gobindpuri, HB No 414 
Tehsil Jagadhri Distt Yamuna Nagar, as per site plan attached with the plaint, 
which fell to the share of defendant no. 8 father of the plaintiffs and which 
plots were transferred by defendant no. 8 in favour of plaintiffs vide civil suit 
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no. 646 of 1993 decided on 06- 11-1993 by the court of Sh. SP Singh the then 
Senior sub judge Jagadhri in favour of plaintiffs and as such the plaintiffs are 
since than being in actual physical possession of the said plots as owners as 
the spot by any means what so over, as per evidence. 

c) As per Jamabandi 1988-89 & 1993-94, Brij Mohan son of Sh Nathu Ram was 
owner of 2 Bigha-06 Biswa being 363/3008 share of land measuring 18B-16B 
bearing Khasra No 281(6-14),283(6-14),284(2-3),285(2-5),286(1-0) situated 
within revenue estate of Village Gobindpuri, HB No 414, Tehsil Jagadhri, Distt 
Yamuna Nagar. The Khasra no wise share of Brij Mohan S/o Nathu is as under- 

Khasra Total Raqba in 
Bigha-Biswa 

Share Raqba in Bigha-
Biswa 

281 6-14 363/3008 0-16 
283 6-14 363/3008 0-16 
284 2-03 363/3008 0-06 
285 2-5 363/3008 0-06 
286 1-0 363/3008 0-02 
Total    0-46B i.e. 2B-

06B 

d) Sh. Brij Mohan son of Sh Nathu Ram transferred his 363/3008 share in 
favour of his sons namely Sumer Chand & Mahesh Kumar in equal share vide 
Civil Court Decree dt.6 11.1993, Mutation of the same was sanctioned vide 
Mutation No 901 dt 5.9.1994. 

e) Sh. Sumer Chand & Mahesh Kumar sold 0B-05B out of Khasra No.281 vide 
Mutation No.902 & also sold 0B-11B vide Mutation No 1308, out of Khasra No 
281. In this way said Sumer Chand & Mahesh Kumar have sold their entire 
share out of Khasra No 281. 

f) Sh. Mahesh Kumar son of Sh Brij Mohan executed Release Deed of 4 Biswa-
10 Biswai in favour of his son Sumit Chaudhry out of Khasra No 285 & 283 
Mutation of the same was entered and sanctioned vide Mutation No 1745 
Annexure 9. 

g) As per Jamabandi 2008-09 & 2013-14 & 2018-19. The said Jamabandis are 
placed at. According to above mentioned Jamabandis, Sh Sumer Chand & Sh. 
Mahesh Kumar & Sh. Sumit Chaudhry remained owner of following land: - 

Khasra Total 
Raqba 
Bigha-
Biswa & 
Biswal 

Raqba of 
Sumer 
Chand 

Raqba of 
Mahesh 
Kumar 

Raqba of 
Sumit 
Chaudhary 

Total 
Raqba 

281 6-14 0B-00B 0B-00B 0B-00B 0B-0B-0B 
283 6-14 0B-08B 0B-05B 0B-03B 0B-16B-0B 
284 2-03 0B-02B-

10B 
0B-02B-10B 0B-0B 0B-05B-0B 
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285 2-5 0B-03B 0B-01B-10B 0B-01B-10B 0B-06B-0B 
286 1-0 0B-01B-

10B 
0B-01B-10B 0B-0B 0B-03B-0B 

Total   0B-15B-0B 0B-01B-10B 0B-04B-10B 01B-10B-
0B 

h) Sh. Sumer Chand & Sh. Mahesh Kumar became owner of 2B-06B as per  
Civil Court Decree as detailed above and after selling the 0B-16B-0B, detail of 
which is mentioned above, they stand owner in the revenue record of land 
01B-10B-0B which is correct share of the above said persons and still stands in 
their name, which is mentioned in the above said table. 

i) Sh. Sumer Chand & Sh. Mahesh Kumar filed the suit for Permanent 
Injunction against defendants no.1 to 7 vide CS No 295 Dt.31.7.1997 claiming 
the relief restraining the defendants from illegally and unauthorisedly 
interfering in the peaceful, physical possession of the plaintiffs as owner or 
transferring or alienating in any form, any portion or plot no 
1,2,3,6,7,10,17,18,19,61 & vacant space lying in between plot no 9 & 10 and 
vacant land lying on the back of plot no 15, 16 measuring 6’ X 75’ forming in 
part of Khasra No 281,283,284,285,286 of Village Gobindpuri claiming 
themselves to be owner in possession of the said property. 

ii)  The Hon'ble Civil Court passed the following Judgment and decree 
dt.5.11.2008. The operative para of the same is reproduced as under-  

"It is ordered that the suit of the plaintiff succeeds and same stands 
decreed with costs. Therefore, a decree of Permanent Injunction 
restraining defendant no 1 to 7 from illegally and unauthorisedly 
interfering in the peaceful, physical possession of the plaintiffs as owner 
of the plots and other land as mentioned in the head note of the plaint or 
alienating any portion of the suit land is passed in favour of the plaintiffs 
and against the defendants." 

4. In view of the suit filed by the plaintiffs, the Deputy Commissioner, 
Yamuna Nagar has intimated that petitioner namely Sh. Sumer Chand and Sh. 
Mahesh Kumar sons of Sh. Brijmohan, R/o Village Gobindpuri, Tehsil, 
Jagadhari, District Yamuna Nagar, have only sought injunction against 
defendants no.1 to 7 from interfering in the peaceful physical possession 
claiming themselves to be owner in possession and Hon'ble Court has duly 
accepted their claim and passed the Injunction Decree. No other relief has 
been claimed by the plaintiffs nor granted by Hon'ble Civil Court 

5.  The Deputy Commissioner, Yamuna Nagar, has further intimated that 
Legal opinion was also sought by him from the District Attorney Yamuna Nagar 
in the matter. The District Attorney has opined that "we have gone through the 
file judgment dated 05-11-2008 passed by Sh. Vijay Singh Civil Judge(Senior 
Division) Yamuna Nagar at Jagadhri in which the plaintiffs only claim 
permanent injunction against defendants no. 1 to 7 and no other relief was 
sought by the plaintiffs in suit. The Hon'ble Court passed the judgment and 



26 
 
decree in favour of the plaintiffs and restrained the defendants from interfering 
in the peaceful possession of the plaintiffs. The Hon'ble Court has not decided 
the matter regarding the cancellation of sale deeds and entering of mutation." 

6. Based on the order dated 05-11-2008, Revenue record of Khasra No 281. 
283, 284, 285, 286 of Village Gobindpuri and legal opinion tendered by the 
District Attorney, the Deputy Commissioner, Yamuna Nagar, has commented 
that mutation cannot be entered and sanctioned as desired by the petitioners. 

Sd 
Deputy Secretary Revenue 

for Financial Commissioner, Revenue and Addl. Chief 
Secretary to Government of Haryana Revenue & Disaster 

Management Department. Chandigarh. 

 

The Committee further orally examined the Departmental 
representatives, Advocate on behalf petitioner and petitioners on 08.02.2022 
and made following observations:- 

lfefr dh laLrqfr 

 lfefr us nksuksa i{kksa dks foLrkj ls vius&vius i{k j[kus dk ekSdk fn;k rFkk nksuksa i{kksa us 
viuh&viuh ckr foLrkj iwoZd lfefr ds le{k j[khA lfefr us nksuksa i{kksa dks lquus ds i'pkr~ 
fuEufyf[kr fcUnqvksa ij voyksdu fd;k gSA 

1-  D;k ;kfpdkdrkZ Iy‚V uaå 17 o 18] [kljk ua0 285] jdck 8 fclok ds ekfyd gSa\ 

2-  D;k ;kfpdkdrkZ Iy‚V uaå 17 o 18 ij dkfct gS\ 

3-  D;k ;kfpdkdrkZvksa dk vU; fgLlsnkjksa esa lacaf/kr tehu dk vkilh caVokjk gqvk gS\ 

4-  D;k ;kfpdkdrkZvksa }kjk flfoy dksVZ esa tc nkok fnukad 31-07-1997 dks is'k fd;k ml le; 
fdlh vU; fgLlsnkjksa esa mä Iy‚Vksa dh lsy MhM gqbZ Fkh\ 

5-  D;k mä Iy‚Vksa dh lsy MhM djrs le; fgLlsnkjku ekfyd o dkfct FksA 

6-  D;k U;k;ky; us ;kfpdkdrZ~rkvksa dks flfoy dksVZ esa vius vkns'k fnukad 05-11-2008 ds QSlys 
esa ;kfpdkdrkZvksa dks lacaf/kr Iy‚Vksa dk iw.kZ :i ls ekfyd o dkfct ekuk gS\ 

fcUnq uaå 1 vkSj 2 ds fo"k; ds ckjs esa& 

 lfefr us fcUnq 1 o 2 leku fo"k; oLrq dk gksus ij lfefr us foHkkx rFkk ;kfpdkdrkZvksa ds 
}kjk fn;s x;s rF;ksa o çek.kksa dk voyksdu djus ds i'pkr~ ;g ik;k gS fd ;kfpdkdrZ~rkvksa dk Iy‚V 
uaå 17 o 18 dk [kljk uaå 285 dk iw.kZ :i ls ekfyd o dkfct gSA ;kfpdkdrZ~rkvksa us flfoy dksVZ 
esa fnukad 31-07-1997 dks tks nkok is'k fd;k gS mlds gSM uksV esa mä Iy‚V ds uEcjksa ds lkFk vU; 
Hkwfe ij iw.kZ :i ls ekfyd o dkfct gksus rFkk çfrokfn;ksa dks mlesa n[ky u nsus ckjs nkok is'k fd;k 
FkkA ftlesa ekuuh; U;k;ky; us vius vkns'k fnukad 05-11-2008 dks ekuk gS fd vU; Hkwfe tks nkos esa 
of.kZr gS ds vykok Iy‚V uaå 17 o 18 iw.kZ :i ls ekfyd o dkfct gS rFkk çfrokfn;ksa dks voS/k :i 
ls n[ky nsus ls jksdk tkrk gSA 

 vr% lfefr us Li"V :i ls ;g ekuk gS fd tc mä Iy‚V uaå 17 o 18 dk ekfyd 
;kfpdkdrZ~rkvksa dk gS rks mä Iy‚Vksa dk jktLo foHkkx esa vU;% O;fä;ksa dks ekfyd n'kkZ;k tkuk xyr 
gSA  



27 
 
fcUnq ua0 3 ds fo"k; ds ckjs esa& 
 lfefr us bl fo"k; ij iw.kZ :i ls rF;ksa ij voyksdu djus ij ik;k fd ;kfpdkdrZ~rkvksa rFkk 
vU; fgLlsnkjksa esa vkilh jtkeanh ekSf[kd :i ls caVokjk o"kZ 1980 esa gks x;k Fkk ftlus flfoy dksVZ 
us vius QSlys fnukad 05-11-2008 dks of.kZr fd;k gS fd tks rF; o lcwr U;k;ky; ds lkeus is'k fd;s 
x;s gSaA mlls lkfcr gS fd fgLlsnkjksa dk vkilh ekSf[kd caVokjk gks pqdk gS vkSj mlh ds vk/kkj ij 
dbZ fgLlsnkjksa }kjk lsy MhM dh xbZ gS rFkk muds brdky Hkh jktLo foHkkx }kjk fd, x;sA blds 
vykok çfrokfn;ksa us flfoy dksVZ esa vU; nkoksa esa ;g Lohdkj fd;k gS fd mudk ekSf[kd caVokjk gks 
x;k gSA 
 vr% ekuuh; U;k;ky; ds lEeq[k fn;k x;k viuk c;ku bl ckr dks bafxr djrk gS fd 
fgLlsnkjksa esa ekSf[kd caVokjk gksus dk Li"V çek.k gSA 
fcUnq ua0 4 o 5 ds fo"k; ds ckjs esa& 

 lfefr us bu fcUnqvksa ij lHkh rF;ksa ij lacaf/kr fjd‚MZ dks voyksdu djus ij ik;k gS fd Iy‚V 
ua0 17 o 18 o vU; Hkwfe dk nkok flfoy dksVZ esa fnukad 31-07-1997 dks is'k djus ds ckn vU; 
fgLlsnkjksa }kjk jftLVªh ck;ukek fd, x;s tcfd ftu fgLlsnkjksa us mä Iy‚Vksa dh jftLVªh ck;ukek 
fd;s os mä Iy‚V ij dkfct ugha Fks vkSj u gh vkilh caVokjk ds vuqlkj mlds ekfyd FksA 

 vr% lfefr Li"V :i ls ;g Lohdkj djrh gS fd mä Hkwfe vkilh caVokjk gksus ds ckn dksbZ Hkh 
fgLlknkj ml tehu dk jftLVªh ck;ukek dSls dj ldrk gS tks ml lacaf/kr Hkwfe dk ekfyd o 
dkfct gh u gksA ;g rF; flfoy dksVZ ds vkns'k fnukad 05-11-2008 dks Li"V :i ls of.kZr gS fd 
;kfpdkdrkZvksa dk mä Iy‚Vksa ds vykok vU; Hkwfe dk iw.kZ :i ls ekfyd o dkfct gSA vr% tks 
jftLVªh c;ukek Iy‚V uaå 17 o 18 dk gksuk rFkk mldk jktL; foHkkx esa bardky esa ntZ gksxk Li"V 
:i ls xyr gSA  

fcUnq ua0 6 ds fo"k; ds ckjs esa& 

 lfefr us bl fcUnq ij lHkh rF;ksa ij lacaf/kr fjd‚MZ dk voyksdu djus ij ik;k gS fd flfoy 
dksVZ esa fnukad 05-11-2008 dks ;kfpdkdrkZvksa dk Iy‚V ua0 17 o 18 ds vykok vU; Hkwfe tks nkos esa 
of.kZr gS] ekuuh; U;k;ky; us mls iw.kZ :i ls ekfyd o dkfct ekuk gS rFkk çfrokfn;ksa dks mlesa 
fdlh Hkh çdkj dk n[ky nsus ls jksdrk gSA 

 jktLo foHkkx }kjk vius mÙkj esa rFkk vksjy ,Xtkfeus'ku esa ;g dguk xyr gS fd flfoy 
dksVZ us vius vkns'k fnukad 05-11-2008 dks Iy‚V uaå 17 # 18 dh lsy MhM dks [kkfjt djus ckjs dksbZ 
vkns'k ikfjr ugha fd;kA lfefr bl ij Li"V djuk pkgrh gS fd tc ;kfpdkdrkZvksa us nkok ekuuh; 
U;k;ky; esa fnukad 31-07-1997 dks is'k fd;k ml le; Iy‚V uaå 17 o 18 [kljk uaå 285 dksbZ Hkh 
jftLVªh c;ukek ugha fd;k x;k FkkA ;fn flfoy dksVZ esa ;kfpdkdrkZvksa dks vius QSlys fnukad  
05-11-2008 dks mä Iy‚Vksa vkSj vU; Hkwfe dk iw.kZ :i ls ekfyd o dkfct ekuk gS rks jktLo foHkkx 
}kjk mlh Hkwfe dks fdlh vU; O;fä dks ekfyd o dkfct n'kkZuk xyr gSA 

 vr% lfefr lHkh fcUnqvksa rFkk fjd‚MZ@rF;ksa dk ckjhdh ls voyksdu djus ds i'pkr~ jktLo 
foHkkx dks viuh laLrqfr nsrh gS fd ;kfpdkdrkZvksa ds uke mä Iy‚V uaå 17 o 18 [kljk ua0 285 
ftlds os iw.kZ :i ls ekfyd o dkfct gSa rFkk tks nkok ;kfpdkdrkZvksa us flfoy dksVZ esa fnukad  
31-07-1997 dks fd;k vkSj ml le; tks jktLo foHkkx esa Iy‚V ua0 17 o 18] [kljk uaå 285 esa tks 
fjd‚MZ bafxr Fkk] mlh fjd‚MZ dks dk;e j[kk tk;s vkSj tks gky gh esa jktLo foHkkx ds fjd‚MZ esa vU; 
fdlh O;fä dk bUækt ¼,aVªh½ gS rks mldks 10 fnu ds vanj&vanj ;kfpdkdrkZvksa ds uke nq#Lr djds 
lacaf/kr vkns'k dh d‚ih lfefr dks Hkh voxr djokbZ tk;sA 
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 The Committee received compliance report from the concerned 
department in which stated that the entry of mutation no. 4456, Mauja 
Govindpuri, Tehsil Jagadhri is registered and approved, which reads as under:- 

 

lsok esa 

lfpo] 
gfj;k.kk fo/kku lHkk lfpoky;]  
p.Mhx<+A 

Øekad 960&LFkk&7&2022@2200  p.Mhx< fnukad 09@03@2022 

fo’k;%&A copy of the proceedings of the meeting of the Committee on 
Petitions held on 08-02-2022- 

lanHkZ%&proceedings Øekad ,påohå,lå iVh'ku @811@2021&22@2874 fnukad 25-02-2022 

mijksä fo"k; ij eq>s funsZ'k gqvk gS fd mik;qä ;equkuxj us muds i= ded 732 @ 
,lådså chålhå fnukad 04-03-2022 }kjk lwfpr fd;k gS fd brdky u 4456- ekStk xksfoUniqjh] 
rglhy txk/kjh fnukad 25-02-2022 dks ntZ o eatwj gks pqdk gSA ;g vkidks lwpukFkZ ,oa vko';d 
dk;Zokgh gsrw çsf"kr gSA  

     

Hkonh; 

gLrk 
v/kh{kd] LFkkiuk 

—rs% fork;qä jktLo ,oa vfrfjä eq[; lfpo] gfj;k.kk 
ljdkj jktLo ,oa vkink çca/ku foHkkxA 

 

The Committee agreed with the compliance report received from the 
concerned department and petition/representation is disposed off in its 
meeting held on 04.05.2022. 

Thereafter, Legal Cell Branch Haryana Vidhan Sabha inform to the 
Committee that Shri Lakhwinder Singh & others filed a Civil Writ Petition No. 
5441/2022 against the recommendation of the Committee on Petition (dated 
08.02.2022). The Committee sent the matter to the Advocate General Haryana 
for obtaining Legal Advice/Opinion in this matter. The Advocate General 
Haryana send the Legal Advice/Opinion in which informed that the 
Petitioners/applicants did not informed to the Committee regarding the matter 
already pending in the Civil Court. Therefore, the Committee withdrawn its 
recommendation dated 08.02.2022 & inform to the Hon’ble High Court 
accordingly. The Committee has withdrawn the recommendation dated 
08.02.2022 and informed to the Hon’ble High Court. The petition/ 
representation has been already disposed off in its meeting held on 
04.05.2022. 
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6. PETITION/REPRESENTATION RECEIVED FROM SH. R.D. JATAIN, 

HOUSE NO. 2301, SECTOR-2 BAHADURGARH, DISTRICT JHAJJAR, 
REGARDING BENEFITS OF GOVERNMENT SERVICE, WHICH 
READS AS UNDER:-    

To 

The Worthy Chairman,  
Committee on Petitions,  
Haryana Vidhan Sabha, Chandigarh. 

 Regarding benefits of Govt. service. 

Sir, 

  The petitioner most respectfully submits as under :- 

1. That on 28.08.1974 the petitioner was appointed as Officiating, lateron 
confirmed, Lecturer in HES III College Cadre (parent cadre for short). He 
joined it on 06.09.1974. During this service, he applied in HCS Judicial Branch 
[HCS (JB) for short] through proper channeland was selected. Complying 
letter, the petitioner gave a certificate that he had "not ceased to be an 
employee". 
2. That vide letter dated 15.4.1991, the Chief Secretary (CS for short) 
appointed the petitioner as Subordinate Judge-cum-Judicial Magistrate in HCS 
(JB) and the Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court (High Court for short) 
issued his posting orders. The Principal Govt. College Bahadurgarh, where the 
petitioner was then working, relieved him on 30.04.1986 to enable him to join 
HCS (JB) the next day. i.e 01-05.1986. 
3. That vide letter dated 15.4.1991, the Commissioner & Secretary 
Education Department (CSE for short) confirmed officiating post of petitioner in 
permanent in parent cadre w.e.f. 04.02.1987. The petitioner had already been 
relieved therefrom on 30.04.1986 and he was then working in HCS (JB) in 
officiating capacity since 01.05.1986. His confirmation in parent cadre created 
his lien therein under Rule 3.12 of Pb. Civil Service Rule Vol. I part (CSR for 
short) and as per dictum of Full Bench of the Supreme Court in case 
T.R.Sharma Vs. Prithvi Singh AIR 1976 SC 367. The petitioner remained in 
service in his Parent Cadre for 12 years (06.09.1974-30.04.1986) without 
break in officiating and lateron in substantive permanent capacity & completed 
qualifying service for pension under Rule 6.16(2) CSR Vol. II. 
4. That on 16.01.1992 the High Court also confirmed service of the 
petitioner in HCS (JB) w.e.f. 16.01.1990 which created his 2nd lien in HCS (JB) 
during subsistence of his 1st lien in parent cadre. The confirmation in HCS (JB) 
was illegal being in violation of Rules 3.13 to 3.16 of Pb. CSR Vol. I. Part I. 
Before confirming service of the petitioner in HCS (JB), his option was not 
taken as required under Rule 1.1(b) of the CSR Vol. II. The petitioner could 
retain or relinquish the 1st lien in his parent cadre by opting repatriation. Till 
then his confirmation in HCS (JB) should have been withheld or suspended or 
terminated or transferred under Rules 3.13 to 3.16 of Pb. CSR Vol. I. Part I.  
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A government employee can't retain lien on two substantive posts 
simultaneously under Rule 3.11 (b) of CSR Vol. I Part I. On opting parent 
cadre, the petitioner should have been repatriated in that cadre. The High 
Court before issuing order of confirmation in HCS (JB) should have brought this 
right of option to the notice of the petitioner which it did not. He was denied 
this opportunity. Moreover, the power to allow or disallow repatriation vests in 
the government and not in the High Court. The petitioner should not be made 
to suffer due to erroneous order of the High Court. 
5. That with 2 Ph.D. degree, & 3 Gold Medals, the petitioner has outstanding 
academic career but he was persistently harassed intolerably in HCS(JB) 
service which he could not take and sought repatriation to his parent cadre 
vide letters/reminders dated 08.10.2001, 23.10.2001, 29.10.2001, 02.11.2001 
11.01.2002, 29.01.2002 and 11.2.2002. The petitioner was victimised due to 
ill- will. His repeated requests were not sent to the government for appropriate 
orders. His prayer dated 29.10.2001 for repatriation to his parent cadre was 
illegally rejected by the High Court. On 29.01.2002, the petitioner prayed the 
High Court to know "under what law it rejected his option and whether his case 
was again referred to the Governor after deliberating upon the points raised by 
his Excellency?" The High Court has not replied it till date. Vide letter dated 
11.2.2002, the petitioner again enquired, "why and under what law the High 
Court did not forward his request for repatriation to the Government?" The 
High Court 'filed it. Even without applying for repatriation the petitioner was 
entitled to exercise option. The petitioner protested his illegal confirmation in 
HCS(JB) without taking his option and during the subsistence of his 1st lien 
(confirmation) in his parent cadre. Till date the High Court has not replied this 
letter. The High Court neither acknowledged nor replied the remaining above 
referred letters of the petitioner.  
6. That due to illegal rejection of repatriation request, the petitioner was 
robbed of his job as College Lecturer till 31.03.2011. 
7. That the malafides are obvious, as after rejection of repatriation request, 
the High Court initiated disciplinary action against the petitioner on a motivated 
anonymous complaint without affidavit on vague allegations of corruption. It 
was a bolt from the blue as no law, rule, regulation or instruction was followed 
despite the fact that his Excellency the Governor had pointed out that it was 
contrary to government instructions issued from time to time and the judicial 
pronouncement of the High Court (u.o. No. 2/2/62-1DG-94 dated 15.11.1994 
r/w No.1/1/1DG-P5 dated 20.5.1985. 
8. That His Excellency pointed out the government instructions and 
disagreed with proposed punishment of 'removal of the petitioner from service 
and referred the case back to the High Court for re- consideration on 'few 
points' summarised hereunder: - 

i) Can the Government remove the delinquent officer from service on 
the basis of an anonymous complaint not supported by affidavit 
even when the government's instructions contain that all 
anonymous and pseudonymous complaints be rejected and 
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destroyed and complaints relating to allegations of corruption be 
supported by affidavit? The High Court in its decision dated 
04.06.1993 in case Harbans Lal Gupta Vs.Niranjan Singh Vasant & 
ors. had pronounced that 'no inquiry can be ordered on an 
anonymous complaint'.  

ii) The High Court has recommended very harsh punishment 
i.e.removal from service. The penalty, in my view, seems to be on 
the higher side and requires serious consideration. 

iii)  Whether Mr. A.D.Gaur was on leave in record on all occasions when 
the delinquent officer dealt with 89 cases of Nuh? Mr.Gaur's work 
done on 17.5.1997 specially need be examined.  

iv)  What is the evidence against the delinquent officer to prove 
allegation of 'extraneous consideration"?" 

 (At the relevant time, the petitioner was the only officer posted at 
Ferozepur Jhirka and Mr. A.D.Gaur the only officer at Nuh. The Chief Judicial 
Magistrate concerned had ordered that if one of them was on leave, the other 
officer would deal with urgent matters of that court and vice versa and CJM in 
absence of both), Since record is not available with the government, the 
petitioner encloses a duly sworn affidavit affirming verbatim correctness of 
"few points" raised by the Governor. The facts become murkier when the CS 
made false report concerning comments of his Excellency and ordered the 
Governor agreed with recommendation of High Court ...in his order No. 
28/32/2001-3 GSI dated 21.12.2001 as under. - 

“........agreeing with the recommendation made by the Hon'ble Punjab & 
Haryana High Court, the Governor of Haryana .......is pleased to remove 
Sh. Ram Dhari Jatain Additional Civil Judge (Senior Division) (Under 
Suspension). from the service forthwith". 

 No new facts came on record in the case after reference back by the 
Governor for re-consideration nor the file was re-sent to his Excellency. The 
points raised by him should have been addressed before making the final 
order. The petitioner has no concern what transpired between the Governor 
and the High Court but career of the petitioner was crushed in the process. He 
was removed from the post of Addl. Civil Judge (Sr. Div.). The facts of denial of 
repatriation and subsequent 'removal' from service cry for attention from 
house-top. But the bad luck of the petitioner did not end here. 

9. That on removal of the petitioner from the post of Additional Civil Judge 
(Senior Division), the government not only forfeited his past and future service 
in HCS (JB) under Rule 4.19 (a) of CSR Vol. Part I but also denied service 
benefits to the petitioner from his 12 years' service (6.9.1974 to 30.4.1986) in 
his parent cadre. The service therein was neither under the High Court nor it 
could evaluate his work and conduct in that cadre. Had the High Court not 
rejected repatriation request of the petitioner to his parent cadre, he would 
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have been College Lecturer, would have earned salary from 22.12.2001 to 
30.03.2011 and pension for life thereafter for whole service of 37 years. 
10. That the petitioner challenged order of his removal from service. The 
Supreme Court did not set aside order of his "removal from service as 
Additional Civil Judge Senior Division" on 19.02.2009 in Curative Petition (C) 
No. 2 of 2009. 
11. That after failing in the Supreme Court to save his service in HCS(JB), the 
petitioner sought clarification from the High Court vide letters 08.01.2010; 
23.11.2010 and 07.07.2011 to know whether he could go to his parent cadre 
as the High Court had not touched his service in the parent cadre. Till date the 
petitioner has received no reply. Then the petitioner wrote to the Director, 
Higher Education Haryana to receive him in the parent cadre vide letters dated 
17.10.2012 and 02.02.2015. The petitioner did not get reply of any of the 
letters. Disappointed with the situation, the petitioner prayed the Director-
General of the Higher Education Department Haryana for pension for his 
services in that department vide letter dated 16.09.2017 and reminders dated 
04.04.2019 & 27.03.2020. Since the petitioner did not get any reply to his 
above letters, he requested the worthy Dy. Chief Minister Haryana to grant him 
proportionate pension vide letter dated 30.4.2021. After failing to get any 
reply, the petitioner has approached this Hon'ble Committee for redressal 
despite the fact that right to pension is recurring and continuing cause of action 
available to the petitioner and the present prayer is, thus, within limitation. 
12. That unfortunate and sorrow state of affairs emerge from the facts 
mentioned herein above. The petitioner has remained in service of the 
government for decades and has been subjected to extensive harassment and 
trauma by the government and its officers who are expected to act as a model 
employer. For lawful claim of pension and benefits, the petitioner is running 
from pillar to post for more than a decade though pension and other benefits 
under the rules is his legal right and not a bounty. Yet the starvation and 
agony, the petitioner is facing in these hard days writ large. The petitioner 
never anticipated that his evening of life will end so painfully as a destitute. 
The petitioner has no property (movable and immovable). He has used savings 
of his entire life in the marriage of his two daughters which was his family duty. 

 The petitioner, therefore, most respectfully prays that this Hon'ble 
committee may be pleased to recommend the government to: - 

 a)  Treat order No. 2131 Gaz.I/VI.E.34 dated 22.12.2001 rejecting 
repatriation request of petitioner dated 29.10.2001 as non-existent 
as High Court is not empowered to decide it i.e., accept or reject it; 

 b)  The petitioner be deemed in service in his parent cadre HES II 
(College Cadre) from 21.12.2001 to 31.03.2011 & all consequential 
benefits be granted; and 

 c)  Pay arrears upto date and pension for life as per entitlement. 
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Submitted humbly. 

Most faithfully yours, 

-Sd- 
(R.D.JATAIN) 3421 

R/o House No. 2301, Sector-2  
Bahadurgarh (Haryana) 

 

 The Petition/Representation was placed before the Committee in its 
meeting held on 22.06.2021 and the Committee considered the same and 
decided that said petition/representation be sent to the concerned department 
for sending their comments/reply within a period of 10 days. The Committee 
orally examined the departmental representatives and petitioner/ applicant on 
dated 07.09.2021, during the course of oral examination the Committee 
observed that the matter is also relate to the Chief Secretary to Government 
Haryana. Therefore, the comments of the Chief Secretary may be obtained in 
this regard. The Committee again the orally examined the departmental 
representatives and petitioner/applicant in its meeting held on 23.11.2021. 
After brief discussion the Committee observed that the department give an 
opportunity of personal hearing to the petitioner and examine the case laws. 
After complete all process by the concerned department/Chief Secretary 
Haryana submit a final report in this regard Thereafter, the Chief Secretary to 
Government Haryana submitted final report in this matter. which reads as 
under: -  

To 

The Secretary, 
Haryana Vidhan Sabha, 
Vidhan Sabha Secretariat, Chandigarh, 

 No. 24/01/2020-1SIII 

 Dated Chandigarh, the 11th March, 2022 

Subject: Compliance of directions of Petition Committee of HVS. 

Sir, 

  I am directed to refer your letter No. HVS/Petition/766/2021- 22/1260, 
dated 20.01.2022 on the subject noted above and to inform you that Sh. Ram 
Dhari Jatain, joined H.C.S. (J.B.) on 01.05.01986. He was confirmed on the 
post of H.C.B. (J.B.) w.e.f. 16.01.1990 and was removed from service vide 
orders dated 21.12.2001. The officer relinquished the charge of the post w.e.f 
26.12.2001. 

2. Sh. R.D. Jatian, was confirmed on his substantive appointment on 
04.02.1987 in Higher Education Department, Haryana as College Lecturer and 
later on he was also confirmed on his subsequent appointment on 16.01.1990. 
hence, in light of the provision contained in rule 3.12 of Punjab Civil Services 
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Rules (Volume-1, Part-1) and rules 28, 29 and 30 of Haryana Civil Services 
(General) Rules, 2016, a Government employee shall be considered for 
confirmation after successful completion of probation period of the post of 
subsequent appointment and further, on substantive appointment to any 
permanent post acquires a lien on that post and ceases to hold any lien 
previously acquired on any other post. 

3. Therefore, Sh. Ram Dhari Jatain has cease to hold the lien on his 
acquired by him in Higher Education Department as College Lecturer, when he 
was confirmed on his subsequent appointment i.e. Haryana Civil Service 
(Judicial Branch) on 16.01.1990. 

Yours faithfully 

-Sd- 
Superintendent Services-III  

for Chief Secretary to Government, Haryana. 

 The Committee satisfied with the reply received from the Chief Secretary 
to Government Haryana and has decided that the petition/representation is 
disposed off accordingly in its meeting held on 17.05.2022.   

7. PETITION/REPRESENTATION RECEIVED FROM SH. MADAN LAL 
HOUSE NO. 782/23, DLF COLONY, ROHTAK REGARDING 
REGULARIZING THE SERVICES AS PER THE INSTRUCTIONS OF 
THE GOVERNMENT WHICH READS AS UNDER: - 

lsok esa] 

ps;jeSu ;kfpdk lfefr]  
gfj;k.kk fo/kkulHkk lfpoky;] 
p.Mhx<A 

fo"k;%&  ljdkj dh fgnk;r vuqlkj lsok;sa fu;fer djus ckjsA 

Jheku th] 

 fuosnu ;g gS fd eSusa vkids ikl 19-12-2019 dks lsok;sa fu;fer djus ckjs vihy dh Fkh 
ftldk vHkh rd eq>s dksbZ tokc ugha feyk gS vihy dk C;kSjk fuEu çdkj ls gSA  

 esjh fu;qfä 16-1-1979 ls jkstxkj foHkkx }kjk gfj;k.kk jksMost dSFky esa ifjpkyd& 67 ds in 
ij gqbZ FkhA 

 28-6-1983 ls egkfuns'kd jkT; ifjogu gfj;k.kk p.Mhx<+ ds vkns'kkuqlkj esjk LFkkukarj.k dSFky 
fMiks ls jksgrd fMiksa es gks x;k FkkA 

 16-9-1982 ls egkçcU/kd jksMost jksgrd us esjh lsok;s fu;fer dh gS tks fd vuqfpr gSA 

 D;ksafd esjh lsok;s 16-1-1979 ls 240 fnu mijkar 16-9-1979 ls fu;fer dh tkuh curh gSA eSaus 
egkçcU/kd jksMost jksgrd }kjk 16-9-1982 ds fu;fefrdj.k vkns'kksa ds fo#) egkfuns'kd jkT; 
ifjogu gfj;k.kk p.Mhx<+ ds ikl vihy dh Fkh fd esjh lsok;s ljdkj dh fgnk;r 1682-
92/A3/HAR/dt- 19-2-1979 ds vuqlkj 240 fnu mijkar 18-9-1979 ls fu;fer dh tk;sA 
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  esjh vihy ij A.D.A., D.A., J.T.C. gfj;k.kk p.Mhx<+ }kjk fopkjk fd;k x;k tks fd 
i"̀B 3 o 4 ij fofnr gSA 

  vUr esa egkfuns'kd gfj;k.kk] p.Mhx<+ us esjh lsok;s 240 fnu mijkar 18-9-1979 ls fu;fer 
djus ds vkns'k ikfjr dj fn;s tks fd i"̀V 5 ij fofnr gSA egkfuns'kd }kjk ikfjr fd;s x;s 
fu;fefrdj.k vkns'k fuEu çdkj ls gSA 

 1- i= Øekad ua- 6043 ,2@ bZ3 fnukad 20-5-2010 

 2- i= Øekad ua- 11352 ,2@bZ3 fnukad 17-11-2011  

 3- i= Øekad ua- 2086 ,2@bZ3 fnukad 9-4-2013 

 egkfuns'kd gfj;k.kk] p.Mhx<+ us fu;fefrdj.k vkns'kksa dks egkçca/kd jksMost jksgrd ls ykxw 
djus ds fy;s fyf[kr :i esa Hksts gSa ftldks nl lky gks x;s gSa ijUrq egkçca/kd jksMost jksgrd us 
vHkh rd bUgh rhuksa fu;ferhdj.k vkns'kksa dks ykxw ugha fd;k gSA 

 eSa Lo;a vius Lrj ij rFkk futh Lrj ij egkçca/kd jksMost jksgrd ls dbZ ckj fey pqdk gwa 
rFkk dk;kZy; esa i=kpkj Hkh dj pqdk gwaA esjh dksbZ lquokbZ ugha gks jgh gS ftlls esjk eukscy detksj 
gks x;k rFkk ekufld ihM+k ls xzLr gks x;k gwaA 

 vr% vkils çkFkZuk gS fd Mh-th-,l-Vh- }kjk ikfjr vkns'kksa dks egkçcU/kd jksMost jksgrd ls 
ykxw djokus dh —ik djsaA vkidh vfr —ik gksxhA     

           Hkonh; 

gLrk 
¼enu yky lh&67@265½ 
gfj;k.kk jksMost jksgrd 

782@23]Mh-,y-,Q- dkyksuh] jksgrdA 

  

 The Petition/Representation was placed before the Committee in its 
meeting held on 30.06.2020 and the Committee decided that comments/reply 
of the concerned Department may be obtained within 10 days. Thereafter, the 
Committee received reply from the   concerned department, which reads as 
under: - 

lsok esa] 

lfpo] 
gfj;k.kk fo/kkulHkk lfpoky;  
lsDVj&1] p.Mhx<+A 

 Øekad% 54@2016@,2@bZ 3@863 fnaukd 5@8@2020 

fo"k;%&  Regarding regular the services as per the instructions of the 
Government case of Shri Madan Lal, Ex Conductor (Retired as 
Sub & Inspector), Haryana Roadways), Rohtak. 

 

 mijksDr fo’k; ij vkids i= Øekad ,p0oh0,l0@iSVh'ku@14@698@2020&21]@8868 fnukad 
16-07-2020 o ljdkj ds i= ;kfn Øekad 09@27@2020 ifj0¼II½ fnuakd 23-07-2020 ds lUnHkZ esaA 



36 
 
 eq>s funsZ'k izkIr gqvk fd vkids mijksDr lnf'kZr i= dh vuqikyuk esa ekaxh xbZ lwpuk vkidks 
izsf’kr dj voxr djokÅ¡ fd fo’k;kafdr ekeys esa çkFkhZ Jh enuyky] iwoZ ifjpkyd ¼lsokfuòfr 
mifujh{kd½ gfj;k.kk jkT; ifjogu] jksgrd ds lEca/k esa fu;ksäk çkf/kdkjh egkçca/kd] gfj;k.kk jkT; 
ifjogu] jksgrd ls mrj@lwpuk çkIr dh xbZ gS- ftldh ,d çfr ewy:i esa vkidh çsf"kr dj vuqjks/k 
gS fd fo’k;kafdr ekeys esa foHkkx }kjk çsf"kr mÙkj dh ;g çfr voyksdukFkZ gfj;k.kk fo/kkulHkk 
lfpoky; dh isVh'ku desVh ds  lEeq[k j[kus dh —ik djsaA 

        

layXu%& mijksDr vuqlkj   

gLrk 
mi&v/kh{kd LFkkiuk 'kk[kk&3 

d`rs funs'kd] jkT; ifjogu gfj;k.kk]  p.Mhx<+ 

lsok es 

  funs'kd] 

  jkT; ifjogu gfj;k.kk p.Mhx<+A 

Øekad@60lh@bZ,@bZlhlh fnukad 29&7&2020 

fo"k;%&Regarding regularizing the Service as per the instructions of the 
Government& Case of Sh- Madan Lal Ex- Conductor Rohtak 
Depot. 

  mijksä fo"k; ij ç/kku lfpo gfj;k.kk ljdkj ifjogu foHkkx] p.Mhx<+ ds i= dekad 
9@27@2020&2 ifj ¼II½ fnukad 23-07-2020 ds lanHkZ esaA 

  vkidks voxr djok;k tkrk gS fd ekeys es ,uksVsVhM+ QkeZ mÙkj rS;kj djds  çfr vkids 
dk;kZy; esa Hkstdj vuqjks/k fd;k tkrk gS fd vius dk;kZy; Lrj ij nLrhrkSj ij gfj;k.kk fo/kku lHkk 
lfpoky; dh isVh'ku desVh ds lEeq[k j[kus gsrq fHktokus dk d"V djsaA blds vfrfjä ;g Hkh voxr 
djok;k tkrk gS fd foHkkx }kjk ekeys esa fn'kk funsZ'k fn, tkus ij bl dk;kZy; ds vkns'k dekad 
2943 @bZ,@bZlhlh fnukad 19-12-2019 }kjk vihykFkhZ Jh enu yky ifjå lå 265@mifujh{kd 
¼lsokfuoÙ̀k½ dk nkok jí djds vihykFkhZ dks Hkh lwfpr fd;k x;k FkkA 

gLrk 
egkizcU/kd 

gfj;k.kk jkT; ifjogu jksgrdA 

 gfj;k.kk fo/kkulHkk lfpoky; esa ntZ iSfV'ku la0 HVS/Petition/14/698/2020-
21/8868 fnukad 10-07-2020 dk rF;ksa lfgr mÙkj 

çfrosnu%& 

  vfiykFkhZ Jh enu yky ifj0 la[;k 265@mi fujh{kd ¼lsokfuoÙ̀k½ dk ;g dguk xyr gS fd 
mls dksbZ tokc ugha feyk vfirq bl dk;kZy; ds }kjk vkns'k Øekad 2943@bZ,@bZlhlh fnukad 19-12-
2019 ikfjr djds mudk nkok jÌ fd;k x;k FkkA ftldh çfr Hkh vfiykFkhZ dks çsf"kr dh xbZ FkhA  

rF;%& 

  Jh enuyky ifjpkyd la[;k 265@mi fujh{kd lsokfuòÙk dh çFke fu;qfä egkçca/kd 
gfj;k.kk jkT; ifjogu dSFky ds vkns'k Øekad 78@bZ-lh-lh- fnukad 16-01-1979 ds }kjk  
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fnukad 19-01-1979 ls dh xbZA iwoZ deZpkjh dks egkçca/kd dSFky ds vkns'k Øekad 2345@bZlhlh 
fnukad 23-04-1979 ds }kjk (No Longer Required) lsok,a lekIr dj nh xbZA Jh enuyky }kjk 
egkçca/kd dSFky ds vkns'k fnukad 23-4-1979 ds fo:) eq[;ky; esa vihy vihy nk;j dhA eq[;ky; 
)kjk vihykFkhZ dh vihy ij fu.kZ; ysrs gq, mlds lsok ls ckgj jgs le; dks fcuk osru ds djrs gq, 
mls lsok ls cgky dj fn;k x;kA deZpkjh us iqu% vfrfjä eq[; lfpo gfj;k.kk ljdkj ifjogu 
foHkkx ds lEeq[k iqu% vihy dhA ftl ij fu.kZ; ysrs gq, vfrfjDr eq[; lfpo gfj;k.kk ljdkj 
ifjogu foHkkx ds vkns'k ìå Øekad 9/15/20/S-2T(II) fnukad 17-10-2018 }kjk Jh enu yky 
ifjpkyd  
la0 67@265@,l-vkbZ lsok fuor̀ ds lsok ls ckgj jgs le; fnukad 23-04-79 ls 21-05-80 rd ckgj ds 
le; dks dk;Z le; dks ekuus ds vkns'k fn;s x;s ijUrq mijksä le; esa deZpkjh }kjk okLro esa dk;Z 
u djus dh  fLFkfr esa mijksä vof/k dk dksbZ forh; ykHk u nsus ds Hkh vkns'k fn;sA 

  deZpkjh }kjk ckj&ckj mldh lsok,a fu;fer djus ckjs bl  dk;kZy; esa çkFkZuk i= fn, x,A 
vfrfjä eq[; lfpo gfj;k.kk ljdkj ifjogu foHkkx ds vkns'k fnukad 17-10-2018 dh ifjikyuk ,oa 
deZpkjh ds çkFkZuk i=ksa ds e/;utj bl dk;kZy; ds ys[kkf/kdkjh] vuqHkkx vf/kdkjh] ys[kkdkj ,oa 
dfu"d ys[kk ijh{kd dh desVh cukdj vkns'k Øekad 2037@bZ,@bZlhlh fnukad 10-09-2019 }kjk 
fnukad 19-02-1979 dh fu;qfä frfFk ds vk/kkj ij lsok fu;fer djus ckjs fLFkfr Li"V djus ds vkns'k 
fn, x,A 

  desVh esa ys[kkf/kdkjh@vuqHkkx vf/kdkjh gfj;k.kk ljdkj }kjk cuk;s x;s fu;eks ds fo'ks"kK 
¼Expert½ Fks] }kjk lHkh fgnk;rks dk voyksdu djus mijkUr fuEu vuqlkj fjiksVZ çLrqr dh eq[;ky; 
ds i= dekad 1682&92@,3@,på,åvkjå fnukad 19-02-1979 ds rgr ftu pkyd@ifjpkyd@ 
deZ'kkyk ds deZpkfj;ksa dh lsok;sa fnukad 19-02-1979 dks 240 fnu iw.kZ gksrh gS mudh lsok,a fu;fer 
dh tkuh FkhA mijksä deZpkjh 19- 01-1979 dks lsok esa vk;k Fkk rFkk fnukad 19-02-1979 rd 240 fnu 
dh lsok iw.kZ ugha dh FkhA vr% deZpkjh fu;fer lsok dk ik= u gksus ij 240 fnu ckn fu;fer ugha 
fd;k x;kA 

  eq[;ky; ds vU; i= 421&441@,2@bZ3 fnukad 12@01@2004 dh fgnk;r vuqlkj deZpkjh 
dh lsok,a 

 1- fnukad 19-02-1979 rd 240 fnu dh lsok iw.kZ gksus ij] 

 2- fnukad 31-12-1979 rd nks o"kZ iw.kZ gksus ij] 

 3- fnukad 15-09-1982 dks 2 o"kZ iw.kZ gksus ij jSxqyj dh tkuh FkhA deZpkjh fnukad 19-01-1979 
dks fu;qä gqvk gS] fnukad 19-02-1979 rd 240 fnu iw.kZ ugh djrkA blh çdkj 31-12-1979 rd nks o"kZ 
iw.kZ ugha djrk gSA deZpkjh fgnk;r vuqlkj fnukad 159-1982 dks nks o"kZ iw.kZ djrk gSA vr% fnukad  
15-09-1982 ls lsok,a fu;fer dh xbZ gS] tksfd ljdkjh fgnk;r ds vuqdqy gSA 

 vr% deZpkjh dk fnukad 19-02-1979] 31-12-1979 ls lsok fu;fer dk nkok gfj;k.kk ljdkj dh 
fgnk;rks vuqlkj Bhd ugha gSA 

gLrk 

egkçcU/kd  
gfj;k.kk jkT; ifjogu] jksgrdA 

 The reply submitted by department is placed before the Committee in its 
meeting held on 17.05.2022. After discussion, the Committee decided that the 
petition/representation is disposed off.     
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8. PETITION/REPRESENTATION RECEIVED FROM SHRI KHUSHI RAM 

S/O SHRI DHANI RAM, VILLAGE SABALPUR, TEHSIL 
MUSTAFABAD (SARSWATI NAGAR), DISTRICT YAMUNANAGAR 
AND OTHERS REGARDING TRANSFER OF THE MUSTAFABAD 
FARMERS SERVICE CO-OPERATIVE SOCIETY FROM SBI BANK TO 
HARYANA CO-OPERATIVE BANK, WHICH READS AS UNDER: -     

lsok esa 

 Jh eku pS;jesu 
 ;kfpdk lfefr gfj;k.kk fo/kku lHkk 
 p.Mhx<+A 

fo"k;& eqLrQkckn ¼ljLorh uxj ½ es ,d fdlku lfefr ftldk uke nh eqLrQkckn fdlku lsok 
lgdkjh lfefr gS dks ,l-ch-vkbZ- cSad ls gVk dj gfj;k.kk lgdkjh cSad ds lkFk tksM+us ckjsA 

Jh eku th] 

fuosnu ;g gS fd ge nh eqLrQkckn QkeZt lfoZl dkså lkså eqLrQkckn ¼ljLorh uxj½ 
rglhy txk/kjh ftyk ;equkuxj gfj;k.kk ds lnL; gS vkSj gekjh lfefr ds vUnj 27 xkao vkrs gSA 
ftuesa yxHkx 5]000@& ds djhc lnL; gSA gekjh lfefr esa lnL;ksa dks Qly ds fy, vYi vof/k 
_.k fn;k tkrk gSA gekjh lfefr dks 1977 esa lgdkjh cSad ls gVkdj LVsV cSad v‚Q ifV;kyk ds lkFk 
tksM fn;k x;k FkkA tks fd LVsV cSad v‚Q ifV;kyk ls LVsV cSad v‚Q bf.M;k dj fn;k x;k gSA 2006 
ds ckn tc ubZ —f"k _.k iksfylh vkbZ Fkh] rHkh ls gekjh lfefr ds lnL;ksa dks gfj;k.kk ljdkj }kjk 
tks —f"k foÙkh; lgk;rk tks nqljh lgdkjh lfefr dks feyrh gS og foÙkh; lgk;rk gekjh lgdkjh 
lfefr dks ugha feyrhA Hkkjrh; LVsV cSd] lfefr ls 12 çfr'kr C;kt pktZ djrk jgk gS vkSj tks 
lfefr;ka lgdkjh cSad ls Qkbusal gSA mu lfefr;ksa ds lnL;ksa dks 'kwU; çfr'kr ij vYi vof/k _.k 
miyC/k gksrk gS ftles rhu dsUæ ljdkj }kjk ;k 4 çfr'kr jkT; ljdkj }kjk lgk;rk çnku dh tkrh 
gS tks gekjh lfefr dks çkIr ugha gksrh gSA 

vr% vki ls fuosnu ;g gS fd nh eqLrQkckn QkeZt lfoZl dkså lkså eqLrQkckn dks LVsV 
cSad v‚Q bf.M;k ls gVk dj dkså vkså lgdkjh cSad ds lkFk tksM fn;k tk;s rkfd ge —f"k lnL;ksa 
dks gfj;k.kk ljdkj }kjk ok dsUæ ljdkj }kjk le; le; ij nh tkus okyh foÙkh; lgk;rk gekjh 
lfefr ds & lnL;ksa dks Hkh çkIr gks ldsA vki dh vfr —ik gksxhA 

 /kU;oknA 

Hkonh; 

gLrk 
[kq'kh jke iq= Jh /kuhjke] xkao lkcyiqj rglhy eqLrQkckn 

¼ljLorh uxj½ ftyk ;equkuxj o vU;A 
 The Petition/Representation was placed before the Committee in its 
meeting held on 23.11.2021 and the Committee considered the same & 
decided that said petition/representation may be sent to the concerned 
department for their comments/reply within a period of 10 days. The 
Committee was received reply from the concerned department, which reads as 
under: -  
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To  

Secretary, 
Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretariat, 
Chandigarh. 

 Memo No. 1/2/2004/C-3 /1063 Dated 20.05.2022 

Subject: Meeting of the Committee on Petition. 

 Reference Haryana Vidhan Sabha letter No. HVS/Petitions/2/2022/10206-
15 dated 18.05.2022  

 On the subject and reference cited above. 

 A meeting of 'Committee on Petitions' of Haryana Vidhan Sabha has been 
scheduled for 24-05-2022 at 11:00 AM at Old Committee Room, Haryana 
Vidhan Sabha Secretariat, Chandigrah. In the said meeting, agenda no. 3 (a) is 
as follows- 

"Sh. Khushi Ram S/o Sh. Dhani Ram Village Sabalpur. Tehsil Mustafabad 
(Saraswati Nagar), District Yamuna Nagar and Others regarding transfer 
of The Mustafabad Farmers Service Cooperative Society from SBI to 
Haryana Cooperative Bank. 

  In this regard, the Board of Directors of the Mustafabad Cooperative 
Farmers' Service Society Ltd., Mustafabad (Yamuna Nagar) passed a resolution 
dated 13-10-2008 for detaching the society from State Bank of Patiala (now 
merged with SBI) and affiliating the same with The Yamuna Nagar District 
Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., Yamuna Nagar Further, General Body of the 
society passed a resolution dated 24-08-2010 to this effect. Accordingly, 
Registrar Cooperative Societies, Haryana. Panchkula accorded its approval vide 
Memo No. 1/2/04/C-3/13976 dated 04-11- 201. Further, a Sub-Committee 
consisting of following officers was constituted vide Memo No. 1/2/04/C-
3/1069 dated 09-02-2011 issued by this office. 

1. Assistant Registrar Cooperative Societies, Yamuna Nagar 

2.  General Manager, Harco Bank 

3.  General Manager, State Bank of Patiala (now merged with SBI) 

4.  General Manager, The Yamuna Nagar DCCB Ltd, Yamuna Nagar 

 However, the issue of payment to State Bank of Patiala was not resolved 
and consequently, the matter did not yield results at that time. 

 Now, Board of Directors of the society has again passed resolution no. 5 
dated 21-09-2020 to the effect of affiliating the society with Cooperative Bank 
and detaching from State Bank of Patiala (now merged with State Bank of 
India). In view of the same, Assistant Registrar Cooperative Societies Yamuna 
Nagar was directed vide this office Memo No. 1/02/04/C-3/4011 dated  
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06-04-2021 to convene the meeting of Sub-Committee constituted for the said 
purpose. 

 In compliance of the same, ARCS Yamuna Nagar convened the meeting 
of Sub-Committee on 25-02-2022 which was attended by following officers- 

(i)  Sh. Pradeep Chauhan, ARCS, Yamuna Nagar 

(ii)  Sh. Krishan Murari, Chief Manager, State Bank of India 

(i)  Sh. Rajender Mehra, General Manager, District Central Cooperative 

 Bank, Yamuna Nagar 

 In the said meeting. Sh. Krishan Murari Chief Manager, SBI informed that 
the payment liabilities of Mustafabad FSS were Rs. 4.63 Crores approx. as on 
09-06-2018. He further informed that SBI was ready to enter into compromise 
and the court case filed by State Bank of India (SBI) would also be withdrawn 
after receipt of the stipulated amount. Exact amount for compromise would be 
submitted in next meeting. Proceedings of the said meeting dated 25-02-2022. 

 The next meeting of the Committee was held on 06-04-2022, which was 
attended by following officers- 

(1)  ARCS, Yamuna Nagar 

(ii)  General Manager, Harco Bank, Chandigarh 

(iii)  Sh. Rajender Mehra, General Manager, District Central Cooperative 
Bank, Yamuna Nagar  

 However, the representative of State Bank of India (Earlier State Bank of 
Patiala) did not attend the above meeting, due to which no decision could be 
taken in the meeting dated 06-04-2022. This office again directed ARCS, 
Yamuna Nagar vide letter dated 15-04-2022 for convening meeting of the 
committee and decide the matter in an expeditious manner. 

 The above report is submitted for kind consideration and further action 
please. 

-Sd- 

(Indira Rawat) 
Deputy Superintendent (Credit) 

for Registrar Cooperative Societies, 
Haryana, Panchkula. 

 

 Thereafter, the Committee orally examined with the concerned 
departmental representatives and petitioner/applicant in its meeting held on 
24.05.2022. The departmental representatives informed the Committee that 
the matter is already pending in the Civil Court, the Committee decided that 
the petition/representation is sub-judice, accordingly disposed off the petition. 
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9. PETITION/REPRESENTATION FROM SH. SURESH PANWAR S/O 

TARA CHAND PANWAR HOUSE NO. 53, PINE HOMES SOCIETY, 
DHAKOLI, ZIRAKPUR, MOHALI (PUNJAB)., REGARDING 
WITHDRAWAL OF TERMINATION ORDER NO. 193/ESTT-1 DATED 
24.07.2004 AND GRANT OF CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS OF PAST 
SERVICE RENDERED ON ADHOC BASIS BEFORE JOINING AS 
REGULAR., WHICH READS AS UNDER: - 

To 

 Chairperson, 
Petition Committee Haryana Vidhan Sabha, 
Chandigarh. 

SUB.: REQUEST FOR WITHDRAWAL OF TERMINATION ORDER NO. 
193/ESTT-1 DATED 24.07.2004 AND GRANT OF CONSEQUENTIAL 
BENEFITS OF PAST SERVICE RENDERED ON ADHOC BASIS 
BEFORE JOINING AS REGULAR. 

Preliminary submissions: - 

1.  Petitioner is a permanent resident of Haryana and is working as lecturer 
in Technical Education Department Haryana and presently posted as 
Assistant Secretary in Haryana State Board of Technical Education, 
Panchkula. 

2.  The prayer made by the petitioner in the present petition is covered 
under the functions of the Committee on Petitions, Haryana Vidhan 
Sabha U/R 269 of the Haryana Vidhan Sabha. 

Main submissions: 

1.  Petitioner is working as Lecturer on regular basis in Technical Education 
Department Haryana since 06.03.2007 (A/N) and presently posted as Assistant 
Secretary in Haryana State Board of Technical Education, Panchkula. 

2.  Before appointment as lecturer on regular basis the petitioner was 
appointed as lecturer in Mechanical Engg. on adhoc basis on at govt. 
Polytechnic Jhajjar, initially for a period of six months. However, the condition 
of six months was revoked as per directions of Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana 
high court in CWP No. 7727 of 1996 titled as Rajiv Verma and others V/s. State 
of Haryana and others. Resultantly, the services of petitioner were to be 
continued till regularly selected candidate joins at his place 

3.  It is pertinent to mention here that Hon'ble High Court laid down the 
procedure of termination of services of adhoc/contractual employees vide its 
order dated 28.07.1998 issued in CWP No. 18237 of 1997 filed by Sh. 
Shamsher Singh and others. The operative part of the decision on this Civil 
Writ Petition is given as under :- 

 ..." The respondents will allow the petitioners to continue in service till 
the availability of regularly selected candidates or till the 
vacant/sanctioned posts are available. The petitioners will be given salary 
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in the regular pay scale after their reappointment on contractual basis as 
was being given to them upon their initial appointment on adhoc basis, 
with all consequential reliefs/benefits. However, services of the 
petitioners can be terminated/ discontinued on the ground of unsuitability 
or unsatisfactory performance. The respondents can also dispense with 
the services of the petitioners in accordance with the rule of last come 
first go if the sanctioned posts are abolished or regularly selected persons 
join services"... 

4.  However, the Respondent No. 2 terminated the services of petitioner vide 
order No. 193/Estt-1 dated 24.07.2004 in contravention of the above 
mentioned orders of Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court as mentioned in 
Para 2 & 3 above as the service of petitioner should have been terminated only 
after joining of regularly selected candidates but the Department terminated 
his services illegally, in spite of the fact that no regularly selected candidate 
had joined in place of the petitioner as per first come last go basis and there 
were 4 posts still vacant in Mechanical Engg. due to non-joining of regularly 
selected candidates. The petitioner has requested to respondents vide request 
dated 14.04.2005, 17.05.2005 and 27.05.2005 through various modes and 
sources to re- instate /retain him on the post of lecturer in Mech. Engg. due to 
non-joining of HPSC selected candidates. 

5. The submissions made in para 4 above are confirmed and corroborated 
from the contents of Department letter No.3437 dated 18.10.2005 which 
provides that 04 numbers of posts of lecturer in Mechanical Engineering were 
vacant due to non-joining of regularly selected candidates or otherwise and as 
per seniority of the terminated employees, the name of petitioner was at Sr. 
no. 3. Relevant extract of the department's letter dated 18.10.2005 is 
reproduced here as under: 

 "It is further submitted that the State Govt. have cancelled the 
appointment letters of the following persons on account of not joining the 
service as per terms and conditions of their appointment letter”. 

1.  Sh. Yogesh Bahri Mech. Engg. 

2.  Sh. Narender Kumar Mech. Engg. 

3.  Sh. Anubhav Mehta Mech. Enggg. 

4.  Sh. Dinesh Sharma Elect. Engg. 

5.  Sh. Rakesh Chauhan Electronics Engg. 

6.  Miss Sangeeta  Computer Engg. 

7.  Sh. Sachin Sangwan Computer Engg. 

8.  Sh. Rajeev Bahout Computer Engg. 

9.  Sh. NareshChauhan  Programmer 

10.  Sh. Manoj Kumar Architect. 
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  The State Government has been requested to cancel the appointment 
letters of the following: 

1.  Smt. Anupmalamba  Computer Engg. 

2.  Sh. Surinder Singh Rathor Mech. Engg. 

  Had services of the persons working on adhoc/contract basis 
were terminated after joining the recommended of HPSC, the following 
persons would have continued in services as per their seniority in 
merit: 

1.  Sh. Inderjeet Singh Mech. Engg. 

2.  Sh. Raj Kumar Mech. Engg. 

3.  Sh. Suresh Kumar Mech. Engg. 

4.  Sh. Sanjay Sharma Mech. Engg. 

5.  Sh. Panjab Singh Electronics Engg. 

6.  Miss Suman Computer Engg. 

7.  Sh. Jagan Nath Computer Engg. 

8.  Sh. Sunil Kumar Computer Engg. 

9.  Sh. Ashok Kumar  Computer Engg. 

10.  Rajbir Singh Programmer 

11.  Sh. Gopal Goel Architect. 

6. So, the petitioner was required to be readjusted/appointed against the 
vacant post in terms of the procedure laid down by Hon'ble Punjab and 
Haryana High Court in CWP No. 18237 of 1997 but contrarily the department 
lingered on the issue on the pretext one or another and illegally kept him out 
of service from 26.07.2004 to 06.03.2007. In the meantime, he was selected 
through HSSC on regular basis on the same post and joined on regular basis 
w.e.f. 06.03.2007 (A/N). Had the department not kept him out of service from 
26.07.2004 to 06.03.2007 illegally he would have been entitled to the benefits 
of past service rendered on adhoc basis from 06.01.1996 to 06.03.2007 before 
joining on regular basis. Due to the fact that he was illegally kept out of service 
from 26.07.2004 to 06.03.2007, his past service rendered on adhoc basis 
before 26.07.2004 (06.01.1996 to 25.07.2004) had gone waste for which 
department is liable. 

7.  It is pertinent to mention here that some similarly situated Adhoc / 
Contractual Lecturers were not terminated at that time namely Sh. Harish 
Dhingra, Lecturer in Mechanical Engg. etc, and their services were later on 
regularized under regularization policy of 2011. Likewise, some other Adhoc 
Lecturers like Sh. Arun Kumar, Lecturer in Mechanical Engg... Sh. Sanjeev 
Walia, Lecturer in Mechanical Engg., Sh. Pawan Chawla, Lecturer in Mechanical 
Engg. etc. were not terminated and they were subsequently selected on 
regular basis. They got all benefits of their past service rendered on adhoc 
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basis. Accordingly, had the petitioner not been kept out of service illegally he 
would have got all benefits of adhoc service rendered before joining on regular 
basis. 

8. The petitioner has been representing the Respondent No. 1 & 2 through 
various modes and sources vide representation dated 03.03.2010. Hence the 
petitioner has been running from pillar to post for continuation of his services 
rendered on adhoc basis. 

9. The petitioner requested the Respondent No. 2 vide representation dated 
26.07.2011. In the meantime, with the approval of Finance Department 
conveyed vide U.O. No. 1/41/2012-1-PR(FD) dated 28.10.2013, the 
Respondent No. 1 directed the Respondent No. 2 to grant the benefit of pay 
protection to this petitioner vide Memo No. 58/11/2007-1TE dated 28.11.2013. 
Accordingly, the Respondent No. 2 re-fixed the pay of petitioner vide order No. 
449/Adm-1 dated 16.07.2014 giving benefit of past service towards 
increments. 

10. However, the Respondent No. 2 in contravention to the approval granted 
by Finance Department vide U.O. dated 28.10.2013 unilaterally withdrew the 
benefit of increments of past service vide order dated 12.12.2019 and re-fixed 
the pay of petitioner deducting the increments of benefit vide order No. 
536/Admn dated 23.12.2019. Being this Act of petitioner no. 2 arbitrary and 
unlawful, the petitioner knocked the door of law and filed CWP No. 267 of 2020 
(O&M) against the above said orders of Respondent No. 2 on which Hon'ble 
Punjab and Haryana High Court vide order dated 28.01.2020 granted stay on 
the operation of impugned order dated 12.12.2019 and 23.12.2019. Thus, it 
is evidently clear that the CWP No. 267 of 2020 is particularly against 
the impugned order dated 12.12.2019 and 23.12.2019 of Respondent 
No. 2, however, no other court case has either been filed or pending or 
sub-judice in any court of law regarding the issue of illegal termination 
of the adhoc services of the petitioner. 

11.  Petitioner again submitted representation dated 23.06.2020 to 
Respondent No. 1 and dated 31.07.2020 to Respondent No. 2 regarding the 
withdrawal of termination order No. 193/Estt. Dated 24.07.2004 and grant of 
consequential benefits of past service rendered on adhoc basis before joining 
as regular. It is pertinent to mention here that Respondent No. 2 while sending 
my case to Govt. /FD for granting benefit of past adhoc service has clearly 
admitted that had the principles of last come first go been followed, the 
services of petitioner would not have been terminated.  

12.  Though, the Respondent No. 1 & 2 have admitted on record time and 
again that the principles/procedure prescribed by Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana 
High Court vide order passed in CWP No. 18237 of 1997 has not been followed 
which was an error but have not conveyed any decision to the petitioner on his 
representations given time and again for the same. At present also the 
representation dated 23.06.2020 given to Respondent No. 1 and 
representation dated 31.07.2020 given to Respondent No. 2 are undecided and 
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being lingering on the pretext one or another. While consulting the office it was 
revealed that the case is undecided mainly for two reasons viz.: - 

1.  The matter is subjudice in CWP No. 267 of 2020 

2.  The case is over delayed being old matter.  

  Both the above contentions revealed by the office are merely delaying 
tactics, otherwise, as stated above, the CWP No. 267 of 2020 is against the 
impugned order dated 12.12.2019 and 23.12.2019 of Respondent No. 2 vide 
which the benefit of pay protection /increments was illegally withdrawn. 
Likewise the delay being old case in question regarding illegal termination of 
adhoc service is also on the part of Respondent No. 1 and 2. The petitioner has 
been representing the Respondent No. 1 and 2 time and again vide 
representations dated 14.04.2005, 17.05.2005, 27.05.2005, 03.03.2010, 
23.06.2020 and 31.08.2020 etc. but no decision on the issue of illegal 
termination of adhoc service and re-adjustment/appointment of petitioner on 
non-joining of regularly selected candidate, has been taken. This issue is being 
lingering on one pretext or the other. 

Prayer: - 

  Respondent No. 1 & 2 may kindly be directed to withdraw the impugned 
order No. 193/Est-1 dated 24.07.2004 vide which the adhoc services of 
petitioner were illegally terminated in contravention of the procedure laid down 
by Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court vide order dated 28.07.1998 issued 
in CWP No. 18237 of 1997 and his service may kindly be treated to be 
continued upto 06.03.2007 (26.07.2004 to 06.03.2007) on adhoc basis for all 
consequential benefits. 

Harkesh Manuja & Karnvir Singh Hooda 
Advocates Counsel for The Petitioner on behalf of 

Shri Suresh Panwar S/o Tara Chand Panwar 
House No. 53, Pine Homes Society Dhakoli, 

Zirakpur, Mohali (Punjab) 

              

  The Petition/Representation was placed before the Committee in its 
meeting held on 27.07.2021 and the Committee considered the same and 
decided that said petition/representation be sent to the concerned department 
for sending their comments/reply within a period of 10 days. The Committee 
received reply from the concerned department, which reads as under: -  

To  

 The Secretary, 
Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretariat, 
Chandigarh 

 

  Memo No: 11/13/2021-2TE     dated Chandigarh, the 03.09.2021. 
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Sub: Haryana Vidhan Sabha/ Petition/ 777/2021-22/19828- request 

of Sh. Suresh Panwar, Lecturer in Mechanical Engg. for 
withdrawal of termination order no. 193/ estt-1 dated 
24.07.2004 and grant of consequential benefits of past service 
rendered on adhoc basis before joining as regular. 

   In reference to your letter no. HVS/Petition/777/2021-22/19828 dated 
02.08.2021 and letter no. HVS/Petitions/2/2021/21323-33 dated 18.08.2021 
on the subject cited above.  

  In this regard the following comments/reply of this department, are given 
as under- 

PRELIMINARY SUBMISSIONS: 

1. That vide this office letter no. 146/Est-II/dated 30.11.1995, this 
department sent the requisition to Employment Exchange for the engagement 
of 07 candidates (05 Gen, 01 SCA and 01 BCA) for the post of Lecturer in 
Mechanical Engineering on adhoc basis along with other disciplines also. 
2. That accordingly, vide letter dated 21.12.1995, the Employment 
Exchange recommended a list of 07 candidates (03 SCA, 03 BCA and 01 
General) for adhoc appointment against the post of Lecturer in Mechanical 
Engineering and the name of Sh. Suresh Kumar (petitioner) was recommended 
against the BC category by the Employment Exchange  
3. That after conducting the interview by the selection committee, 04 
candidates were selected for appointment against the post of Lecturer in 
Mechanical Engineering on adhoc basis including Sh. Suresh Kumar was 
appointed on adhoc basis on 06.01.1996 initially for a period of six month only 
and be will stand relieved as soon as recommended of HPSC joins the past held 
by him, whichever is earlier. However, he was adjusted against the post of 
General Category. 
4. That thereafter, the department also started the process of regular 
recruitment for the posts of Lecturer in various disciplines/ Programmer 
through the Haryana Public Service Commission (HPSC) and accordingly, the 
requisition for these posts was sent to HPSC. 
5. That in pursuant to above requisition, in the year 2003, the HPSC 
recommended candidates for regular appointment for the various posts of 
Lecturer in various disciplines/ Programmer vide letter No. RG 21/2002/13711 
dated 14.10.2003. 
6. That consequent upon selection of regular candidates for the various 
posts of Lecturer in various disciplines/ Programmer including in the discipline 
of Mechanical Engineering through the HPSC recommended vide letter No RG 
21/2002/13711 dated 14.10.2003, the department issued regular appointment 
letters to the selected candidates against the vacant available posts at that 
time in the year, 2004 following the category wise distribution of posts. 
However, against some posts, the candidates already working on adhoc basis 
and they had filed various writ petitions before the Hon'ble Punjab and 
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Haryana High Court, Chandigarh regarding their regularization of their 
services. 
7. That theses writ petitions were disposed off and dismissed by the Hon'ble 
High Court, Chandigarh vide decision dated 23.07.2004. Accordingly, in 
compliance of decision dated 23.07.2004 of the Hon'ble High Court, the 
services of these adhoc employees including Sh. Suresh Kumar (about 63 
Lecturer Programmers who were working on adhoc basis) were terminated by 
this department vide office order no. 123/Estt. I dated 24.07.2004 and the 
name of Sh. Suresh Kumar was mentioned at Sr.No. 21 in the said termination 
letter in the Mechanical Engineering discipline. 
8. That accordingly, after termination of the services of above 63 adhoc/ 
contract employees, the department issued regular appointment letters to the 
remaining already selected candidates who were recommend by HPSC ride 
above letter No. RG 21/2002/13711 dated 14.10.2003 against the posts 
occupied by these adhoc employees in the month of July, 2004. 

9.  That in the discipline of Mechanical Engineering, the HPSC has 
recommended 30 candidates (16 General, 04 SCA, 04 SCB, 03 BC, 01 ECM and 
02 PH) and against the available vacant post, some candidates were joined in 
January, 2004. However, against remaining posts some adhoc employee were 
working and in compliance of decision dated 23.07.2004 of the Hon'ble High 
Court, the services of 24 adhoc employees in Mechanical discipline were 
terminated. But against the termination of 24 persons of adhoc employees, 
only 21 recommend of HPSC joined on the post of Lecturer in Mechanical Engg 
and 03 regular recommended namely Sh. Narender Kumar (General Category), 
Sh. Yogesh Bahri (General Category) and Sh. Anubhav Mehta (PH category) 
did not join. Therefore, against these 03 posts, Sh. Inderjeet Singh, Sh. Raj 
Kumar and Sh. Suresh Kumar adhoc employees who were terninated, 
submitted representations for re-joining of them in view of procedure laid 
down in CWP No. 18237 of 1997 due to availability of 03 ports. Accordingly, 
vide this office memo no. 3437/Estt-1 dated 18.10.2005, the State Govt was 
requested to take the advice of AG Haryana whether the above adhoc 
employee who were terminated, can be taken back in service or not 

10. That it is also relevant to mention here that before  termination of adhoc 
services of Sh. Suresh Kumar, earlier the name of Sh. Suresh Kumar was 
recommended by employment exchange against the category of BC for joining 
on adhoc basis but he was adjusted against General Category on adhoc basis 
and against the 03 BC category vacancy, 03 candidates of BC category 
recommended by HPSC and they joined their services. 

11. That however, in the meantime, in the year 2005-06, the department has 
again also started the process of regular recruitment for the remaining/ newly 
sanctioned posts of  Lecturer in various disciplines/Programmer and sent new 
requisition for regular recruitment to the Haryana Staff Selection Commission 
(HSSC) and accordingly, against Advt. No. 01/2005, the HSSC recommended 
candidates for regular appointment for the these posts of Lecturer in various 
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disciplines/Programmers vide letter No. HSSC Confd- Lect. Tec/1180 dated 
20.12.2006 and in the said recommendation list of HSSC, the name of Sh. 
Suresh Kumar was also recommended against the post of Lecturer in 
Mechanical Engineering. 

12.  That consequent upon above selection of regular candidates for the 
various posts of Lecturer in various disciplines/Programmer including in the 
discipline of Mechanical Engineering through the HSSC, Sh Suresh Kumar was 
appointed as Lecturer in Mechanical Engineering on regular basis vide Govt. 
memo no. 51/31/2006-1TE dated 06.03.2007 and he joined this department 
on 06.03.2007. 

13. That some Lecturers who were eather working on adhoc/ contract basis 
and their services were terminated vide office order no 193/Estt-1 dated 
24.07.2004, they have also been selected on regular basis in 2007 against the 
above recommendation of HSSC 

14. That there is a gap of approximately 02 years and 7 months between the 
period of termination of services and regular joining of Sh. Suresh Panwar. 

15. That after regular joining, Sh. Suresh Panwar submitted many 
representations including other similar situated employees with the request for 
condonation of their gap period of  termination of services and regular joining, 
for counting their benefits of past service rendered by them. The same were 
dealt by the department and sent to State Government for consideration. 
Lateron, the State Government vide their  Memo No. 58/11/2007-1TE dated 
28.11.2013, has advised to the department to take action as per provisions 
contained in Rule 4.4 (b) of Civil Service Rules (CSR) vol-1. 

16 That accordingly, the department vide memo no. 3892-94/Admn-1 dated 
05.05.2014 directed to concerned Principals to sent the cases of Sh. Inderjit 
Singh, Lecturer in Auto Engineering, Sh. Raj Kumar Chauhan, Lecturer in Auto 
Engineering, Sh. Suresh Panwar, Lecturer in Mechanical Engineering and Sh. 
Panjab Singh, Lecturer in Electronics Engineering who worked on adhoc basis 
regarding benefits of past services keeping in view of provisions contained in 
Rule 4.4 (b) of Civil Service Rules (CSR) vol-1. Thereafter, the pay of  
Sh. Suresh Panwar was re-fixed by giving benefit of past service towards 
increments only vide this office order No. 449/Admn-I dated 16.07.2014 
However, the cases of other 03 Lecturers were under consideration with the 
department. 

17. That during the consideration of cases of remaining above 03 Lecturers, it 
was observed the benefit of past services rendered by these adhoc employees 
is not covered under the said Rule 4.4 (b) of Civil Service Rules (CSR) vol-1, as 
the gap period between adhoc services rendered by Sh. Suresh Kumar 
including remaining above 03 Lecturers and his subsequent regular 
appointment on regular basis on 06.03.2007, is more than 01 year and the 
benefit of adhoc services towards increment (protection of pay) is contrary to 
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the provision contained in Rule 4.23 Of CSR Vol-II which clearly states that the 
interruption should not be of more than one year's duration. Accordingly, the 
case of Sh. Suresh Panwar was re-examined by the department and the 
benefits of past services was withdrawn vide this office memo no. 6118-19 
dated 12.12.2019  and the pay of Sh. Suresh Panwar was revised/re-fixed vide 
office order no. 536 dated 23.12.2019 as per provisions in rules. 

18  That aggrieved from the above withdrawal of benefits of  past  services 
and re-fixation of pay, Sh. Suresh Kumar filed a CWP No. 267 of 2020 titled 
Suresh Kumar Vs State of Haryana before the Hon'ble High Court, Chandigarh. 
The said Civil Writ Petition came for hearing on dated 28.01.2020 and the 
Hon'ble High Court stayed the operation of above withdrawal order dated 
12.12.2019 and re-fixation of pay order dated 23.12.2019. The operative part 
of the said order is reproduced as under: - 

 "In the meantime, operation of the impugned orders dated 12.12.2019 & 
23.12.2019 (Annexture P-5& P-6) shall remain stayed." 

  The department has filed the reply in the said case and the next date of 
hearing in the said case is fixed for hearing on 06.12.2021. 

19, That thereafter, Sh. Suresh Panwar has also submitted a representation 
dated 23.06.2020 to Government, with the prayer that the order vide which 
his adhoc services were terminated due to selection of regular candidates vide 
termination order No. 193/Estt-I dated 24.07.2004, may be withdrawn being 
illegal and his adhoc services may be treated to be continued in service upto 
06.03.2007 on adhoc basis. The period from 26.07.2004 to 06.03.2007 during 
which he was kept out of service illegally, he may be given benefits thereof for 
all intents and purposes. Further, he has also prayed that however, if the 
Government may not find it feasible to give monetary benefits of this period, 
as qualifying services to be counted for all other purposes except pay, so that 
his previous service from 06.01.1996 to 06.03.2007 may be counted. 

20. That Sh. Suresh Panwar has also submitted a similar representation/ 
petition before the Committee on petitions of the Haryana Vidhan Sabha with 
the same prayer that the order vide which his adhoc service were terminated 
due to selection of regular candidates wide termination order No. 193/Est 
dated 24.07.2004 may be withdrawn being illegal and his adhoc services may 
be treated to be continued in service upto 06.03.2007 on adhoc basis. The 
period from 26.07.2004 to 06.03.2007 during which he was kept out of service 
illegally, he may be given benefits thereof for all intents and purposes. Further, 
he has also prayed that however, if the Government may not find it feasible to 
give monetary benefits of this period, at qualifying services to be counted for 
all other purposes except pay, so that his previous service from 06.01.1996 to 
06.03.2007 may be counted which was received through letter no. HVS/ 
Petition/777/2021-22/19828 dated 02.08.2021 with the direction to sent the 
comments/ reply within 10 days. 



50 
 
21. That now, on the said petition, the meeting of the Committee has been 
fixed on 31.08.2021 for oral examination at 11:15 AM in the old committee 
room, Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretariat, Chandigarh. Now, the same has 
been postponed vide letter no. HVS/Petitions/2/2021/21745-55 dated 
25.08.2021 and fixed for hearing on 07.09.2021 vide letter no. 
HVS/Petitions/2/2021/22224-34 dated 01.09.2021 

22  That in view of facts and position explained above and due to selection of 
regular candidates through HPSC in compliance of decision dated 23.07.2004 
of the Hon'ble High Court, the services of Sh. Suresh Kumar including similar 
63 Lecturers/Programmers adhoc employees (who were working on adhoc 
basis) were rightly terminated by this department vide office order no. 
143/Estt. I dated 24.07.2004 keeping in view of the procedure laid down by 
the Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court Vide order dated 22.07.1998 
issued in CWP No. 18237 of 1997 and his adhoc services rendered by him from 
26.07.2004 to 06.03.2007 prior to regular joining w.e.f 06.03.2007, may not 
be considered for consequential benefits. However, Sh. Suresh Panwar also 
filed CWP No. 267 of 2020 before the Hon'ble High Court, Chandigarh with the 
prayer for quashing the order dated withdrawal order dated 12.12.2019 and 
re-fixation of pay order dated 23.12.2019 and for grant of all consequential 
benefits of past services rendered by him, which is pending for adjudication in 
the Hon'ble Court. The said CWP is fixed for heating on 06.12.2021 

PARA-WISE REPLY ON REPRESENTATION: 

Sr. No Para Reply of department 

1 Petitioner is working as Lecturer on regular bass 
in Technical Education Department Haryana 
since 06.03.2007 (A/N) and presently posted as 
Assistant Secretary in Haryana State Board of 
Technical Education, Panchkula 

 

That consequent upon the selection 
of regular candidates for the 
various posts of Lecturer in various 
disciplines/including Programmer in 
the discipline of Mechanical 
Engineering through the HSSC, Sh 
Suresh Kumar was appointed as 
Lecturer in Mechanical Engineering 
on regular basis vide Govt memo 
no 51/31/2006 1TE dated 
06.03.2007 and he joined this 
department on 06.03.2007. 
Presently he is working as 
Assistant Secretary on deputation 
basis in Haryana State Board of 
Technical Education, Panchkula  

2 Before appointment as Lecturer on regular basis 
the petitioner was appointed as Lecturer in 

That vide this office letter no 
146/Estt-II/dated 0.11.1995, this 
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Mechanical Engg on adhoc basis on 06.01 1996 
at Govt. Polytechnic, Jhajjar, initially for a period 
of six months However, the condition of six 
months was revoked as per directions of Hon'ble 
Panjab and Haryana High Court in along with 
other disciplines also CWP No 7727 of 1996 titled 
as Rajiv Verma and other Vs State of Haryana 
and others. Resultantly, the services of petitioner 
were to be continued till regularly selected 
candidate joins at his place  

 

department sent the requisition to 
Employment Exchange for the 
engagement of 07 candidates (05 
Gen, 01 SCA and 01 DCA) for the 
post of Lecturer in Mechanical 
Engineering on adhoc basis along 
with other disciplines aslo. 

That accoringly, vide letter dated 
21.12.1995, the Employment 
Exchange recommended a list of 
07 candidates (03 SCA 03 BCA 
and 01 General for adhoc 
appointment against the post of 
Lecturer in Mechanical Engineering 
and the name of Sh. Suresh Kumar 
(petitioner) recommended against 
the BC category by the 
Employment Exchange. 

That after conducting the interview 
by the selection Committee, 04 
candidates were selected for 
appointment against the post of 
Lecturer in Mechanical Engineering 
on adhoc bases including Sh. 
Suresh Kumar, was appointed on 
adhoc ban on 06.01 1996 initially 
for a period of six month only and 
he will stand relieved as soon as 
recommend of HPSC joins the post 
held by him, when whichever, is 
earlier, However, he was adjusted 
against the post of General 
Category. 

3 It is pertinent to mention here that Hon'ble High 
Court laid down the procedure of termination of 
services of adhoc/ contractual employees vide its 
order dated 28. 07. 1998 issued in CWP No. 
18237 of 1977 filed by Sh Shamsher Singh and 
other. The operative part of the decision on this 
Civil Writ Petition is given as under: - 

 “...The respondents will allow the petitioners 
to continue in service till the availability of 

It is a matter of record 
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regularly selected candidates or till the vacant 
sanctioned posts are available. The petitioners 
will be given salary in the regular pay scale after 
their reappointment on contractual basis as was 
being given to them upon their initial appointment 
on adhoc basis, with all consequential 
relief’s/benefits. However, services of the 
petitioners can be terminated/ discontinued on the 
ground of unsuitability or unsatisfactory 
performance. The respondents can also dispense 
with the services of the petitioners in accordance 
with the rule of last come first go if the sanctioned 
posts are abolished on regularly selected persons 
join services...” 

4 However, the Respondent No 2 terminated the 
services of petitioner vide order No 193/E-1 dated 
24.07.2004 in contravention of the above 
mentioned order of Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana 
High Court as mentioned in Para 2 & 3 above as 
the service of petitioner should have been 
terminated only after joining of regularly selected 
candidates but the Department terminated his 
services illegally, in spite of the fact that no 
regularly selected candidate had joined in place of 
the petitioner as per first come last go bass and 
there were 4 posts still vacant in Mechanical 
Engg. due to non-joining of regularly selected 
candidates. The petitioner has requested to 
respondents vide request dated 14.04.2005, 
17.05.2005 and 27.05.2005 through various 
modes and sources to re-instate/ retain him on 
the post of lecturer in Mech. Engg. due to non 
joining of HPSC selected candidates. 

 

That in the year 2003, the HPSC 
recommended candidates for 
regular appointment for the various 
posts of Lecturer in various 
disciplines/ Programmer vide letter 
No RG 21/2002/13711 dated 
14.10.2003. 

That consequent upon selection of 
regular candidates for the various 
posts of Lecturer in various 
disciplines/ Programmer including 
in the discipline of Mechanical 
Engineer through the HPSC 
recommended vide letter No. RG 
21/2002/13711 dated 14.10.2003, 
the department issued regular 
appointment letters to the selected 
candidates against the vacant 
available posts at that time in the 
year, 2004 following the category 
wise distribution of posts. However, 
against some posts, the candidates 
already working on adhoc basis 
and they had filed various wit 
petitions before the Hon'ble Punjab 
and Haryana High Court, 
Chandigarh regarding their 
regularization of their services. 
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That theses writ petitions were 
disposed off and dismissed by the 
Hon'ble High Court, Chandigarh 
vide decision dated 23.07.2004 
Accordingly, in compliance of 
decision dated 23.07.2004 of the 
Hon'ble High Court, the services of 
these adhoc employees including 
Sh. Suresh Kumar (about 63 
Lecturer/ Programmers who are 
working on adhoc basis) were 
terminated by this department vide 
office order no 191/Estt. I dated 
24.07.2005 and the name of Sh 
Suresh Kumar was mentioned at 
St. No. 21 in the said termination 
letter in the Mechanical Engineering 
discipline. 

 That accordingly, after 
termination of the services of above 
63 adhoc/ contract employees, the 
department issued regular 
appointment letters to the 
remaining already selected 
candidates who were 
recommended by  HPSC vide 
above letter No RG 21/2002/13711 
dated 14.10.2003 against the posts 
occupied by these adhoc 
employees in the month of July, 
2004. 

5 The submissions made in para 4 above are 
confirmed and corroborated from the contents of 
department letter no. 3437 dated 18.10.2005 
which provides that 04 numbers of posts of 
lecturer in Mechanical Engineering were vacant 
due to non-joining of regularly selected 
candidates or otherwise and as per seniority of 
the terminated employees, the name of the 
petitioner was at St. No. 3. Relevant extract of the 
department's letter dated 18.10.2005 is produced 
here as under: 

That in the discipline of Mechanical 
Engineering, the HPSC has 
recommended 30 candidates (16 
General, 04 SCA, OF SCB, 03 BC, 
01 ECM and 02 PH) and against 
the available vacant post, some 
candidates were joined in January, 
2004. However, against remaining 
posts some adhoc employee were 
working and in compliance of 
decision dated 23.07.2004 of the 
Hon'ble High Court, the services of 
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"It is further submitted that the State Govt. have 
cancelled the appointment letters of the following 
person on account of not joining the service as 
per term and conditions of their appointment 
letter. 

1. Sh. Yogesh Bahri   
 Mech. Engg. 
2. Sh. Narender Kumar  
 Mech. Engg. 
3. Sh. Anubhav Mehta  
 Mech. Enggg. 
4. Sh. Dinesh Sharma  
 Elect. Engg. 
5. Sh. Rakesh Chauhan  
 Electronics Engg. 
6. Miss Sangeeta    
 Computer Engg. 
7. Sh. Sachin Sangwan  
 Computer Engg. 
8. Sh. Rajeev Bahout  
 Computer Engg. 
9. Sh. Naresh Chauhan   
 Programmer 
10. Sh. Manoj Kumar  
 Architect. 
The State Government has been requested to 
cancel the appointment letters of the following: 

1. Smt. Anupam Lamba computer Engg. 
2. Sh. Surinder Singh Rathor Mech. Engg. 

Had service of the persons working on 
adhoc/contract basis were terminated after 
joining the recommended of HPSC, the 
following persons would have continued in 
the services as per their seniority in merit: 

1. Sh. Inderjeet Singh Mech. Engg. 
2. Sh. Raj kumar Mech. Engg. 
3. Sh. Suresh Kumar Mech. Engg. 
4. Sh. Sanjay Sharma Mech. Engg. 
5. Sh Panjab Singh Elect. Engg. 

24 adhoc employees in Mechanical 
discipline were terminated. But 
against the termination of 24 
persons of adhoc Govt have 
cancelled employees, only 21 
recommend of HPSC joined on the 
post of Lecturer in Mechanical 
Engg. and 03 regular 
recommended namely Sh. 
Narender Kumar (General 
Category), Sh. Yogesh Bahri 
(General Category) and Sh. 
Anubhav Mehta (PH category) did 
not join. Therefore. against these 
remaining 03 posts, Sh. Inderjeet 
Singh, Sh. Raj Kumar and Sh. 
Suresh Kumar adhoc employees 
who were terminated, submitted 
representations for re-joining of 
them in view of procedure laid 
down in CWP No. 18237 of 1997 
due to availability of 03 posts 
Accordingly, vide this office memo 
no. 3437/Estt-1 dated 18.10.2005, 
the State Govt. was requested to 
take the advice of AG Haryana 
whether the above adhoc employee 
who were terminated, can be taken 
back in service or not. 
 It is relevant to mention here 
that before termination of adhoc 
services of Sh. Suresh Kumar, 
earlier the name of Sh. Suresh 
Kumar was recommended by 
employment exchange against the 
category of BC for joining on adhoc 
basis but he was adjusted against 
General Category on adhoc basis 
and against the 03 BC category 
vacancy, 03 candidates of BC 
category recommended by HPSC & 
they joined their services. 
In the meantime, the department in 
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6. Miss Suman Computer Engg. 
7. Sh. Jagan Nath Computer Engg. 
8. Sh. Sunil Kumar Computer Engg. 
9. Sh. Ashok Kumar Computer Engg. 
10. Sh. Rajbir Singh Programmer 
11. Sh. Gopal Goel Architect. 

the year 2005-06, again sent new 
requisition for regular recruitment 
for the remaining/newly sanctioned 
posts of lecturer in various 
disciplines/Programmer to the 
Haryana Staff Selection 
Commission (HSSC) and 
accordingly, against Advt. No. 
01/2005, the HSSC recommended 
candidates for regular appointment 
for the these posts of Lecturer in 
various disciplines/ Programmers 
vide letter No. HSSC-
confd.Lect.Tec/1180 dated 
20.12.2006 and in the said 
recommendation list of HSSC, the 
name of Sh. Suresh Kumar was 
also recommended against the post 
of Lecturer in Mechanical 
Engineering. That consequent upon 
above selection of regular 
candidates for the various posts of 
Lecturer in various disciplines/ 
programmer including in the 
discipline of Mechanical 
Engineering through the HSSC,  
Sh. Suresh Kumar was appointed 
as Lecturer in Mechanical 
Engineering on regular basis vide 
Govt., memo no 51/31/2006-1TE 
dated 06.03.2007 and he joined this 
department on 06.03.2007. 
That some Lecturer who were 
earlier working on adhoc/contract 
basis and their services were 
terminated vide office order no 
193/Estt-I dated, 24.07.2004, they 
have also been selected on regular 
basis in 2007 against the above 
recommendation of HSSC. 

6 So, the petitioner was required to be readjusted/ 
appointed against the vacant post in terms of the 
procedure laid down by Hon'ble Punjab and 
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Haryana High Court in CWP No. 18237 of 1997 
but contrarily the department lingered on the 
issue on the pretext one or another and illegally 
kept him out of service from 26.07.2004 to 
06.03.2007. In the meantime, he was selected 
through HSSC on regular basis on the same post 
and joined on regular basis w.e.f. 06.03.2007 
(A/N). Had the department not kept him out of 
service from 26.07.2004 to 06.03.2007 illegally he 
would have been entitled to the benefits of past 
service rendered on adhoc basis from 06.01.1996 
to 06.03.2007 before joining on regular barn. Due 
to the fact that he was illegally kept out of service 
from 26.07 2004 to 06.03.2007, his past service 
rendered on adhoc basis before 26.07.2004 
(06.01 1996 to 25.07.2004) had gone waste for 
which department is liable. 

7 It is pertinent to mention here that some similarly 
situated Adhoc/ Contractual lecturers were not 
terminated at that time namely Sh. Harish 
Dhingra, Lecturer in Mechanical Engg. etc and 
these services wee later on regularized under 
regularization policy of 2011 Likewise, some other 
Adhoc Lecturers like Sh. Arun Kumar, Lecturer in 
Mechanical Engineering, Sh Sanjeev Walia, 
Lecturer in Mechanical Engg. Sh. Pawan Chawla, 
Lecturer in Mechanical Engg, etc. were not 
terminated and they were subsequently selected 
on regular basis. They got all benefits of their past 
service rendered on adhoc basis. Accordingly, 
had the pensioner not been kept out of service 
legally he would have got all benefits of adhoc 
service rendered before joining on regular basis. 

In this regard it is intimated that due 
to selection of regular candidates 
by HPSC at that time, the 
termination of adhoc employee was 
made on the basis of their seniority. 
24 junior adhoc persons were 
terminated due to regular 
recommended by HPSC,  
Sh. Harish Dhingra, Sh. Arun 
Kumar, Sh. Sanjeev Walia and Sh. 
Pawan Chawala were senior to Sh. 
Suresh Kumar and other adhoc 
employees whose service were 
terminated. 

8 The petitioner has been representing the 
Respondent No 1 & 2 through various modes and 
sources vide representation dated 03.03.2010. 
Hence the petitioner has been running from pillar 
to post for continuation of his services rendered 
on adhoc basis. 

The submissions made in 
preliminary reply may kindly be 
considered. 

9 The petitioner requested the Respondent no. 2 
vide representation dated 26.07.2011 In the 
meantime, with the approval of Finance 

That after regular joining Sh. 
Suresh Panwar, submitted many 
representations including other 
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Department conveyed vide U.O. No. 1/41/2012-1-
PR (FD) dated 24.10.2013 the Respondent No. 1 
directed the Respondent No. 2 grant the benefit of 
par protection to this petitioner vide memo no. 
55/11/2007-1TE dated 28.11.2013 Accordingly, 
the Respondent No. 2 re-fixed the pay of 
petitioner vide order no. 449/Admn.1 dated 
16.07.2014 giving benefit of past service towards 
increments. 

similar situated employees with the 
request for condonation of their gap 
period of termination of services 
and regular joining, for counting 
their benefits of past services 
rendered by them. The same were 
dealt by the department and sent to 
State Government for 
consideration. Lateron, the State 
Government vide their Memo No. 
58/11/2007-1TE dated 28.11.2013 
has advised to the department to 
take action as per provisions 
contained in Rule 4.4(b) of Civil 
Service Rules (CSR) vol-I. 

 That accordingly, the department 
vide memo no 3892-94/Admn-I 
dated 05.05.2014 direccted to 
concerned Principals to sent the 
cases of Sh. Inderjit Singh, Lecturer 
in Auto Engineering, Sh. Raj Kumar 
Chauhan, Lecturer in Auto 
Engineering and Sh. Suresh 
Panwar, Lecturer in Mechanical 
Engineering and Sh. Panjab Singh, 
Lecturer in Electronics Engineering 
who worked on adhoc basis 
regarding benefits of past services 
keeping in view of provisions 
contained in Rule 4.4(b) of Civil 
Service Rules (CSR) vol-1. 
Therefore, the pay of Sh. Suresh 
Panwar, was re-fixed by giving 
benefit of past service towards 
increments only vide this office 
order No. 449/Admn-1 dated 
16.07.2014. However, the cases of 
other 3 Lecturers were under 
consideration with the department. 

That during the consideration of 
cases of remaining above 03 
Lecturers, it was observed the 
benefit of pat services rendered by 

10 However, the Respondent No 2 in contravention 
to the approval granted by Finance Department 
vide UO dated 28.10.2013 unilaterally withdrew 
the benefit of increment of past service vide order 
dated 12.12.2019 and re-fixed the pay of 
petitioner deducting the increments of benefit vale 
order no. 536/Admn. Dated 23.12.2019 Being this 
Act of petitioner no. 2 arbitrary and unlawful, the 
petitioner knocked the door of law and filed CWP 
No. 267 of 2020 (O&M) against the above said 
orders of Respondent No 2 on which Hon'ble 
Punjab and Haryana High Court vide order dated 
28.01.2020 granted to stay on the operation of 
impugned order dated 12.12.2019 and 
23.12.2019 Thus, it is evidently clear that the 
CWP No. 267 of 2020 is particularly against the 
impugned order dated 12.12.2019 and 
23.12.2019 of Respondent No., however, no other 
court case has either been filed or pending of 
sub-judice in any court of law regarding the issue 
of illegal termination of the adhoc services of the 
petitioner. 
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these adhoc employees is not 
covered under the said Rule 4.4 (b) 
of Civil Service Rules (CSR) vol-I, 
as the gap period between adhoc 
services rendered by Sh. Suresh 
Kumar including remaining above 
03 Lecturers and his subsequent 
regular appointment on regular 
basis on 06.03.2007, is more than 
01 year and the benefit of adhoc 
services towards increment 
(protection of pay) is contrary to the 
provision contained in Rule 4.23 Of 
CSR Vol II which clears states that 
the interruption should not be of 
more than one year's duration. 
Accordingly, the case of Sh Suresh 
Panwar was re- examined by the 
department and the benefits of past 
services was withdrawn vide this 
office memo no 6118-19 dated 
12.12.2019 and the pay of Sh. 
Suresh Panwar was revised/re-
fixed vide office order no. 536 dated 
23.12.2019 as per provisions in 
rules. 
  That aggrieved from the above 
withdrawal of benefits of past 
services and re-fixation of pay. Sh. 
Suresh Kumar filed a CWP No. 267 
of 2020 titled Suresh Kumar Vs 
State of Haryana before the 
Hon'ble High Court, Chandigarh. 
The said Civil Writ Petition came for 
hearing on dated 28.01.2020 and 
the Hon'ble High Court stayed the 
operation of above withdrawal order 
dated 12.12.2019, and re-fixation of 
pay order dated 21.12.2019. The 
operative part of the said order is 
reproduced as under:- 
"In the meantime, operation of the 
impugned orders dated 12.12.2019 
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& 23.12.2019 (Annexure P-5 & P-6) 
shall remain stayed." 
 The department has filed the 
reply in the said case and the next 
date of hearing in the said case is 
fixed for hearing on 06.12.2021 

11 Petitioner again submitted representation dated 
23.06.2020 to Respondent No. and dated 
31.07.2020 to Respondent No. 2 regarding the 
withdrawal of termination order no 193/Estt. 
Dated 24.07.2004 and grant of consequential 
benefits of past service rendered on adhoc basis 
before joining as regular. It is pertinent to mention 
here that Respondent No. 2 while sending my 
case to Govt/ FD for granting benefits of past 
adhoc service has clearly admitted that had the 
principles of last come first go been followed, the 
services of petitioner would not have been 
terminated.  

That in view of facts and position 
explained above and due to 
selection of regular candidates 
through HPSC in compliance of 
decision dated 23.07.2004 of the 
Hon'ble High Court, the services of 
Sh. Suresh Kumar including similar 
63 Lecturer Programmers adhoc 
employees (who were working on 
adhoc basis) were rightly 
terminated by this department vide 
office order no 193/Estt.1 dated 
24.07.2004 keeping in view of the 
procedure laid down by the Hon'ble 
Punjab and Haryana High Court 
Vide order dated 22.07.1998 issued 
in CWP No. 18237 of 1997 and his 
adhoc services rendered by him 
from 26.07.2004 to 06.03.2007 
prior to regular joining w.e.f. 
06.03.2007, may not be considered 
for consequential benefits. 
However, Sh. Suresh Panwar also 
filed CWP No, 267 of 2020 before 
the Hon'ble High Court, Chandigarh 
with the prayer for quashing the 
order dated withdrawal order dated 
12.12.2019 and re-fixation of pay 
order dated 23.12.2019 and for 
grant of all consequential benefits 
of past services rendered by him, 
which is pending for adjudication in 
the Hon'ble Court. The said CWP is 
fixed for hearing on 06.12.2021. 

 

12 Through, the Respondent No 1 & 2 have admitted 
on record time and again that the principles/ 
procedure prescribed by Hon'ble Panjab and 
Haryana High Court vide order passed as CWP 
No 18237 of 1997 has not been followed which 
was an error but have not conveyed any decision 
to the petitioner on his representation given time 
and again for the same. At present also the 
representation dated 23.06.2020 given to 
Respondent No. 1 and representation dated 
31.07 2020 given to Respondent No. 2 are 
undecided and being lingering on the pretext one 
or another. While consulting the office it was 
revealed that the case is undecided mainly for two 
reasons viz: - 

1. The matter is sub-judice in CWP No. 267 
of 2020  

2. The case is over delayed being old 
matter. 

Both the above contentions revealed by the office 
are merely delaying tactics, otherwise, as stated 
above, the CWP No. 167 of 2020 is against the 
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impugned order dated 12.12.2019 and 
23.12.2019 of Respondent No. 2 vide which the 
benefit of pay protection/ increments was illegally 
withdrawn, Likewise the delay being old case in 
question regarding illegal termination of adhoc 
service is also on the part of Respondent No. 1 
and 2 The petitioner has been representing the 
Respondent No 1 and 2 time and again vide 
representation dated 14.04.2005, 17.05.2005, 
27.05.2005, 03 03.2010, 23.06 2020 and 
31.08.2020 etc. but no decision on the issue of 
legal termination of adhoc service and re-
adjustment/ appointment of petitioner on non-
joining of regularly selected candidate, has been 
taken. This issue is being lingering on one pretext 
or the other.  

Prayer: - 

Respondent No 1 and 2 may kindly be directed to 
withdraw the impugned order no 193/Estt-1 dated 
24.07.2004 vide which the adhoc services of 
petitioner were illegally terminated in 
contravention of the procedure laid down by 
Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court vide 
order dated 28.07.1998 issue in CWP No. 18237 
of 1997 and his service may only be treated to be 
continued. 06.03.2007 (26.7.2004 to 06.03.2007) 
on adhoc basis for all consequential benefits. 

 

 The reply/comments is submitted for kind consideration, please 

 

Sd/- 
Deputy Superintendent, Technical Education for 
Principal Secretary to Govt. Haryana Technical 

Education Department, Chandigarh. 

 

 The Committee further orally examined the Departmental representatives 
and petitioner on 07.09.2021 and Committee observed that the department 
give an opportunity of personal hearing to the Petitioner and submit the reply 
to the Committee. The department submit the reply after personal hearing to 
the petitioner, which reads as under: -  
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To  

The Secretary, 
Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretariat,  
Sector 1, Chandigarh- 160001. 

 

Memo No: 2061 /Admin Dated: 19.05.2022 

Subject: Request for withdrawal of termination order no. 193/Estt-1 
dated 24.07.2004 and grant of consequential benefits of past 
service rendered on adhoc basis before joining as regular. 

 In reference to your letter no. HVS/Petition/777/2022-23/8440 dated 
25.04.2022, it is intimated that in compliance of directions of the Secretary 
Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretariat vide letter HVS/petitions/777/2021-
22/24865 dated 22.09.2021, personal hearing has been granted to the 
petitioner by the Director General Technical Education and accordingly 
Speaking Order has been passed vide this office order no. 176 dated 
13.05.2022. Copy of the Speaking Order is enclosed herewith for your kind 
information and necessary action please.  

-Sd- 
Deputy Director (Admin) 

for Director General, Technical Education 
Haryana, Panchkula 

 

HARYANA GOVERNMENT 

TECHNICAL EDUCATION DEPARTMENT 

SPEAKING ORDER 

No. 176   Dated Chandigarh, the    13/05/2022 

 

 Sh. Suresh Panwar filed a petition/representation before the Committee 
on Petitions of Haryana Vidhan Sabha. The reply in respect of the 
representation was filed by the department vide memo no. 11/13/2021-2TE 
dated 13.09.2021. The matter came up before the Committee on 07.09.2021. 
The proceedings of the meeting of the Committee was received from the 
Secretary Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretariat vide letter no. HVS/petitions/ 
777/2021-22/24865 dated 22.09.2021 whereby it was directed that the 
Director General Technical Education will give the personal hearing to the 
petitioner and decide his representations and the decision will be conveyed to 
the Committee on Petitions. 

 The personal hearing was granted to the petitioner on 29.03.2022 
accordingly. The detailed facts of the case are as under-  

1. That vide this office letter no. 146/Estt.-II/dated 30.11.1995, the 
department of Technical Education sent the requisition to Employment 
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Exchange for the engagement of 07 candidates (05 Gen, 01 SCA and 01 BCA) 
for the posts of Lecturer in Mechanical Engineering on adhoc basis alongwith 
other disciplines also. 

2 Accordingly, vide letter dated 21.12.1995, the Employment Exchange 
recommended a list of 07 candidates (03 SCA, 03 BCA and 01 General) for 
adhoc appointment against the post of Lecturer in Mechanical Engineering and 
the name of Sh. Suresh Kumar was recommended against the BC category by 
the Employment Exchange. 

3.  That after conducting the interview by the selection committee, 04 
candidates were selected for appointment  against the post of Lecturer in 
Mechanical Engineering on  adhoc basis including Sh. Suresh Kumar was 
appointed on adhoc basis on 06.01.1996 initially for a period of six month only 
and he will stand relieved as soon as recommendee of HPSC joins the post held 
by him, whichever is earlier. However, he was adjusted against the post of 
General Category. 

4. That thereafter, the department also started the process of regular 
recruitment for the posts of Lecturer in various disciplines/Programmer through 
the Haryana Public Service Commission (HPSC) and accordingly, the requisition 
for these posts was sent to HPSC. 

5. That in pursuant to above requisition, in the year 2003, the HPSC 
recommended candidates for regular appointment for the various posts of 
Lecturer in various disciplines/ Programmer vide letter No. RG 21/2002/13711 
dated 14.10.2003.  

6. That consequent upon selection of regular candidates for the various 
posts of Lecturer in various disciplines/Programmer including in the discipline 
of Mechanical Engineering through the HPSC recommended vide letter No. RG 
21/2002/13711 dated 14.10.2003, the department issued regular appointment 
letters to the selected candidates against the vacant available posts at that 
time in the year, 2004 following the category wise distribution of posts. 
However, against some posts, the candidates already working on adhoc basis 
and they had filed various writ petitions before the Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana 
High Court, Chandigarh regarding their regularization of their services. 

7. That these writ petitions were disposed off and dismissed by the Hon'ble 
High Court, Chandigarh vide decision dated 23.07.2004. Accordingly, in 
compliance of decision dated 23.07.2004 of the Hon'ble High Court, the 
services of these adhoc employees including Sh. Suresh Kumar (about 63 
Lecturers/ Programmers who were working on adhoc basis) were terminated 
by this department vide office order no. 193/Estt. I dated 24.07.2004 and the 
name of Sh. Suresh Kumar was mentioned at Sr. No. 21 in the said 
termination letter in the Mechanical Engineering discipline. 

8. That accordingly, after termination of the services of above 63 adhoc/ 
contract employees, the department issued regular appointment letters to the 
remaining already selected candidates who were recommended by HPSC vide 
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above letter No. RG 21/2002/13711 dated 14.10.2003 against the posts 
occupied by these adhoc employees in the month of July, 2004. 

9. That in the discipline of Mechanical Engineering, the HPSC has 
recommended 30 candidates (16 General, 04 SCA, 04 SCB, 03 BC, 01 ECM and 
02 PH) and against the available vacant post, some candidates joined in 
January, 2004. However, against remaining posts some adhoc employee were 
working and in compliance of decision dated 23.07.2004 of the Hon'ble High 
Court, the services of 24 adhoc employees in Mechanical discipline were 
terminated. But against the termination of 24 persons of adhoc employees, 
only 21 recommendee of HPSC joined on the post of Lecturer in Mechanical 
Engineering. 03 regular recommended candidates (General category-2 and 
physically handicapped category-1) did not join. 

10. That it is also relevant to mention here that before termination of adhoc 
services of Sh. Suresh Kumar, earlier the name of Sh. Suresh Kumar was 
recommended by employment exchange against the category of BC for joining 
on adhoc basis but he was adjusted against General Category on adhoc basis 
due to non- availability of vacancy against BC category. During recruitment in 
2004, all 03 candidates of BC category recommended by HPSC joined the 
services against the available 03 vacant posts of BC category and hence, no 
vacancy in BC category remained vacant. 

11. That however, in the meantime, during the above consideration, in the 
year 2005-06, the department has again also started the process of regular 
recruitment for the remaining/ newly sanctioned posts of Lecturer in various 
disciplines/Programmer and sent new requisition for regular recruitment to the 
Haryana Staff Selection Commission (HSSC) and accordingly, against Advt. No. 
01/2005, the HSSC recommended candidates for regular appointment for the 
these posts of Lecturer in various disciplines/ Programmers vide letter No. 
HSSC- Confd.- Lect. Tec/1180 dated 20.12.2006 and in the said 
recommendation list of HSSC, the name of Sh. Suresh Kumar was also 
recommended against the post of Lecturer in Mechanical Engineering. 

12.  That consequent upon above selection of regular candidates for the 
various posts of Lecturer in various disciplines/Programmer including in the 
discipline of Mechanical Engineering through the HSSC, Sh. Suresh Kumar was 
appointed as Lecturer in Mechanical Engineering on regular basis vide Govt. 
memo no. 51/31/2006-1TE dated 06.03.2007 and he joined this department 
on 06.03.2007, 

13.  That some Lecturers who were earlier working on adhoc/contract basis 
and their services were terminated vide office order no 193/Estt-I dated 
24.07.2004, they have also been selected on basis in 2007 against the above 
recommendation of HSSC. 

14.  That there is a gap of approximately 02 years and 7 months between the 
period of termination of services and regular joining of Sh. Suresh Panwar. 
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15. That after regular joining. Sh. Suresh Panwar submitted many 
representations including other similar situated employees with the request for 
condonation of their gap period of termination of services and regular joining, 
for counting their benefits of past service rendered by them. The same were 
dealt by the department and sent to State Government for consideration. 
Lateron, the State Government vide their Memo No. 58/11/2007-ITE dated 
28.11.2013, has advised to the department to take action as per provisions 
contained in Rule 4.4 (b) of Civil Service Rules (CSR) vol-1 and accordingly the 
pay of Sh. Suresh Kumar was re-fixed by giving the benefits of the past 
services towards increment only vide this office order no. 449/Admn-I dated 
16.07.2014. 

16.  That during the consideration of similar situated persons (03 Lecturers), 
it was observed the benefit of past services rendered by these adhoc 
employees is not covered under the said Rule 4.4 (b) of Civil Service Rules 
(CSR) vol-1, as the gap period between adhoc services rendered by Sh. Suresh 
Kumar including remaining above 03 Lecturers and his subsequent regular 
appointment on regular basis on 06.03.2007, is more than 01 year and the 
benefit of adhoc services towards increment (protection of pay) is contrary to 
the provision contained in Rule 4.23 of CSR Vol-ll which clearly states that the 
interruption should not be of more than one year's duration. Accordingly, the 
case of Sh. Suresh Panwar was re-examined by the department and the 
benefits of past services was withdrawn vide this office memo no. 6118-19 
dated 12.12.2019 and the pay of Sh. Suresh Panwar was revised/ re-fixed vide 
office order no. 536 dated 23.12.2019 as per provisions in rules. 

17. That aggrieved from the above withdrawal of benefits of past services 
and re-fixation of pay. Sh. Suresh Kumar filed a CWP No. 267 of 2020 titled 
Suresh Kumar Vs State of Haryana before the Hon'ble High Court, Chandigarh. 
The said Civil Writ Petition came for hearing on dated 28.01.2020 and the 
Hon'ble High Court stayed the operation of above withdrawal order dated 
12.12.2019 and re- fixation of pay order dated 23.12.2019. The operative part 
of the said order is reproduced as under- 

 "In the meantime, operation of the impugned orders dated 
 12.12.2019 & 23.12.2019 (Annexure P-5 & P-6) shall remain stayed." 

The department has filed the reply in the said case. 

18. That the petitioner submitted in his representation that services of Sh. 
Rajesh Jindal, Lecturer in English were terminated on 11.11.2002 due to 
reduction of sanctioned posts on rationalization. He was retained and appointed 
as  such vide order dated 20.11.2003. In this regard it is submitted that the 
case of Sh. Suresh Panwar is not squarely covered with this case. 

 After going through all the facts of the case, documents produced by the 
applicant at the time of the hearing. I am of the view that due to selection of 
regular candidates through HPSC in compliance of decision dated 23.07.2004 
of the Hon’ble High Court, the services of Sh. Suresh Kumar including similar 
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63 Lecturers/ Programmers adhoc employees (who were working on adhoc 
basis) were rightly terminated by this department vide office order no. 
193/Estt. I dated 24.07.2004 keeping in view of the procedure laid down by 
the Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court Vide order dated 22.07.1998 
issued in CWP No. 18237 of 1997 and his adhoc services rendered by him from 
26.07.2004 to 06.03.2007 prior to regular joining w.e.f. 06.03.2007, will not 
be considered for consequential benefits. However, Sh. Suresh Panwar also 
filed CWP No. 267 of 2020 before the Hon'ble High Court, Chandigarh with the 
prayer for quashing the withdrawal order dated 12.12.2019 and re-fixation of 
pay order dated 23.12.2019 and for granting of all consequential benefits of 
past services rendered by him, which is pending for adjudication in the Hon'ble 
Court.  

  Hence, the representation of the petitioner is filed as the matter sub-
judice in Hon'ble Court. 

 I therefore order accordingly.  

   

Sd 
Rajiv Rattan, IAS 

Director General, Technical 
Education,Haryana (Panchkula) 

 The Committee satisfied with the reply of concerned department and the 
matter is sub-judice also. The petition/representation is disposed off 
accordingly in its meeting held on 31.05.2022. 

 

10. PETITION/REPRESENTATION RECEIVED FROM SH. SUBHASH 
 CHAND S/O SH. LILU RAM VILLAGE MURTZAPUR, DISTRICT 
 KURUKSHETRA, REGARDING PETITION AGAINST PEHOWA 
 BIJLI BOARD, WHICH READS AS UNDER: - 

lsok esa] 

lHkkifr egksn;] 
;kfpdk lfefr] 
gfj;k.kk fo/kku lHkk] p.Mhx<+A 

fo"k;%&  isgksok fctyh cksMZ ds f[kykQ ;kfpdkA 

vknj.kh; egksn;] 

  fuosnu gS fd eSa lqHkk"k pUn] iq= Jh yhyw jke xzke eqrZtkiqj] ftyk dq#{ks= ¼136@128½ dk 
fuoklh gwa vkSj mi;qZä fo"k; ds lUnHkZ esa vkids le{k fuEufy[kr vfxze ;kfpdk nk;j djuk pkgrk 
gwaA  

1- ekuuh; flfoy U;k;k/kh'k Jh vfersUæ flag ¼twfu;j fMfotu½ isgksok ds fnukad 30-05-2020 ds 
vkns'kkuqlkj eSaus isgksok fctyh cksMZ dks çLrkfor@fopkjk/khu gkbZ ikoj fctyh rkj dks ys tkus gsrq 
oSdfYid #V@jkLrk eqgS¸;k djk fn;k gS vkSj bldh lwpuk fctyh cksMZ dks ns nh gS A 
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2- bl lUnHkZ esa ekuuh; U;k;ky; ds vkns'kkuqlkj eSa 11000 #i;s ¼X;kjg gtkj #i;s ek=½ O;; 
of̀) ds :i esa igys gh tek djk pqdk gwa A bldh lwpuk eSaus fctyh cksMZ dks ns nh gSA 
3- blds ckotwn vkt djhc 20 fnuksa ds ckn Hkh isgksok fctyh cksMZ us esjs }kjk eqgŞ ;k djk, x, 
jkLrs ls fctyh rkj ys tkus gsrq dksbZ /;ku ugha fn;k gS vkSj eq>s Mj gS fd nokc@feyhHkxr ls 
ekuuh; U;k;ky; ds vkns'k dh voekuuk djrs gq, voS/k rjhds ls esjs [ksrksa ds chp ls gh dgha fctyh 
rkj u ys tk;k tk,A bl dkj.k esa dkQh ekufld ijs'kkuh esa gwa vkSj rukoxzLr thou th jgk gwa A 

 vr% Jheku ls fuosnu gS fd bl lUnHkZ esa esjh mi;qZä ckrksa dks laKku esa fy;k tk, vkSj 
fu;ekuqlkj vko';d dkjZokbZ gsrq lacaf/kr çkf/kdkjh dks fn'kk funsZ'k nsus dh —ik djs A 

lknjA 

 

vkidk fo'oklh] 

gLrk 
lqHkk"k iq= Jh yhyw jke] xzke eqrZtkiqjk] 
Cy‚d isgksok] ftyk dq#{ks= 136@128 

 The Petition/Representation was placed before the Committee in its 
meeting held on 21.07.2020 and the Committee considered the same and 
decided that said petition/representation be sent to the concerned department 
for sending their comments/reply within a period of 10 days. The Committee 
received reply from the concerned department, which reads as under: -  

 The Committee held oral examination on dated 04.08.2020 but the 
Departmental representatives informed(Telephonically) they can not attend the 
meeting on the Committee due to some urgency. The Committee again orally 
examined  the departmental representatives and petitioner/applicant in its 
meeting held on 18.08.2020, department assured that the matter has been 
resolved shortly & submit the compliance report to the Committee. The reply 
received from the concerned Department which reads as under:-   

Before Hon'ble Committee on Petitions of Haryana Vidhan Sabha 

Secretariat, Chandigarh 

Chairman-cum-Managing Director, Uttar Haryana Bijli Vitran Nigam, 
Panchkula. 

VERSUS 

Petition: Sh. Subhash Chand S/o Sh. Lilu Ram, Village Murtzapur,  
Distt. Kurukshetra. 

Petition against Sub Urban Sub Division UHBVN, Pehowa-703 

Sh. Lakhwinder Singh S/o Sh. Prita Ram resident of Village Murtzapur 
on dated 11.09.2019 had applied for shifting the 11 KV line passing over his 
house, at his own expenses. For this shifting the necessary proposal/sketch 
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had been prepared and got approved by the competent authority of the Nigam 
on dated 18.10.2019. After that Estt. No PDHC-340/19-20 dated 06.12.2019 
for Rs. 88447/- was got sanctioned and the same was deposited by the 
applicant on dated 24.03.2020. The officials of the Nigam visited the site on 
dated 15.05.2020 to execute the work as per estimate but Sh. Subash Chand 
and others stopped the UHBVN officials not to execute the work because the 
new line which is to be erected will pass in the middle of his field as shown in 
the sketch attached as Annexure-III. After that Sh. Subhash Chand had filed a 
court case before Hon'ble Civil Court Pehowa vide CS/120/2020 on dated 
19.05.2020 to stop the Nigam's officials not to execute the work. The Hon'ble 
Civil Judge Sh. Amitendra Singh has passed an Interim order dated 
30.05.2020 that Sh. Subhash Chand has to provide his land as per his 
convenience to install the electric poles and to bear the additional 
expenses for this amendment and further directed that "defendant 
UHBVN shall complete the work as proposed by them in their written 
statement within a period of two weeks and the compliance report be 
filed on record". Accordingly a revised estimate was framed and sanctioned 
vide Estt. No: 21433/KKR- 0038/2020-21 amounting to Rs. 99950/- and 
difference of Rs. 10803/- was got deposited by Sh. Subhash Chand on dated 
15.06.2020 to execute the work as per the revised sketch. 

The Nigam officials again tried to execute the work as per revised route 
and estimate but another nearby residents namely Sh. Darshan Singh S/o  
Sh. Karnail Singh, Sh. Amir Singh S/o Sh. Darshan Singh & Sh. Ramesh Chand  
Sh. Ami Lal created hindrance and stopped the work by saying that the new 
line will be dangerous for them as the same is passing along the passage of 
their house and near the existing gas godown but in actual the proposed line 
will about 15 feet away from their houses. Due to work stopped by above said 
persons, SDO (OP) S/U S/Divn. Pehowa has made a complaint to local Police 
Station Pehowa on dated 07.07.2020 and requested SHO Pehowa to provide 
Police help to execute the work. Accordingly, SHO Police Station Pehowa has 
provided police help on dated 11.07 2020 but again this time above villagers 
created hindrance to stop the work and FIR No. 380 dated 12.07.2020 was 
lodged against above six nos. person of village Murtzapur. SDO S/U Pehowa 
tried his best to resolve this issue through deputing of the Duty Megistrate i.e. 
BDPO Pehowa assigned by the SDM Pehowa but cannot get success due to 
subjudice matter pending in court. The case is still pending on evidence stage. 

        Sd          Sd    
Executive Engineer,            Superintending Engineer, 
(OP) Circle, UHBVN,      (OP) Division, UHBVN, 
Pehowa.      Kurukshetra 

 

After discussion, the Committee has decided that the matter is sub-
judice, the petition is disposed off in its meeting held on 19.06.2022. 
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11. PETITION/REPRESENTATION RECEIVED FROM SHRI DHIRAJ 

S/O  SH. BALBIR SINGH, VILLAGE LATH, TEHSIL GOHANA, 
DISTRICT. SONEPAT REGARDING NOT REGISTERED FIR BY THE 
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE SONEPAT, WHICH READS AS 
UNDER: -    

lsok esa] 

 ekuuh; v/;{k egksn;] 

 ;kfpdk lfefr] gfj;k.kk fo/kkulHkk] 

 paMhx<+A 

fo"k;& nj[kkLr cjk;s iqfyl v/kh{kd] lksuhir }kjk eqdnek ntZ uk djus ckjs fo#)& deZthr  
SHO Fkkuk lnj xksgkuk o ASI lUrks"k o ,d vU; dkaLVscy tks lkeus vkus ij igpku 
ldrk gwa rFkk eukst dqekjh] fuoklh Mh0&79 lSDVj&34 lulhVh jksgrd] gfj;k.kkA 

Jheku th] 

çkFkhZ fuEufyf[kr çkFkZuk djrk gS %& 

1-  ;g fd çkFkhZ xke ykB] rgå xksgkuk] ftyk lksuhir dk ewy fuoklh gS rFkk ,d bTtrean 
ifjokj ls gS rFkk gky rhu lky ls vkmVj ckbZ ikl jksgrd] edM+kSyh[kqnZ]jksgrd jgrk gSA 

2-  ;g fd çkFkhZ 'kknh'kqnk gS rFkk blds 2 cPps Hkh gS rFkk firk th dh eR̀;q ds mijkUr lkjh 
tehu tk;nkn eu çkFkhZ ds uke vk xbZ rFkk ,Dlik;j gksus dh lwjr esa dqN iSlk eu çkFkhZ ds [kkrs esa 
Hkh tehu ,Dok;j gksus ds dkj.k vk x;kA 

3-  ;g fd çkFkhZ fiNys yxHkx 3 lky ls jksgrd esa fjgkb'k j[ks gq, gS rFkk bl nkSjku eukst 
dqekjh nks"kh;k eu çkFkhZ ds lEidZ esa vkbZ vkSj eq>s vius tky esa Qalk fy;k ftl dkj.k esjs cPpksa us 
esjk lkFk NksM+ fn;k vkSj ;g esjs lkFk yho ,u fjys'kuf'ki esa jgus yxh rFkk le;&le; ij esjs ls 
diM+s tsojkr o xgus ,Bus yxhA 

4-  ;g fd gky gh esa eukst dqekjh ds ifr dh ekSr gks xbZ ftl ls mlus igys gh rykd ys j[kk 
Fkk ftl ij og vius llqjky rykd ds ckotwn tkuk pkgrh Fkh ftls esjs euk djus ds ckn og ogka 
xbZ vkSj ml le; ls gekjs lEcU/kksa esa njkj fn[kkbZ nsus yxh vkSj eukst dqekjh us esjs ls eqå 6 yk[k 
vçSy 2019 esa Hkh vius [kkrs esa Myok, rFkk eqå 6]50]000@& #i;s vçSy@ebZ 2021 esa Hkh eukst 
dqekjh us esjs ls vius [kkrs ds ek/;e ls ,sB fy, rFkk esjs ls yxHkx eq0 5 yk[k :i;s ds xgus Hkh 
[kjhn djok fy,A 

5-  ;g fd eukst dqekjh twfu;j ysDpjj eq<kay ckMkagsM+h ftyk fHkokuh @fglkj esa dk;Zjr gS rFkk 
deZthr SHO lnj xksgkuk Hkh eq<ky dk gS rFkk gky gh esa eukst dqekjh us deZthr SHO ds lkFk 
dkQh utnhfd;ka cuk yhA 

6- ;g fd fnukad&26&7&2021 dks eukst dqekjh xksgkuk esa Fkh vkSj deZthr us eq>s lcd fl[kkus 
o eq>s uktk;t uqdlku igqapkus ds fy, eukst dqekjh ls esjs fo:) fiNys dbZ o"kksaZ ls jsi djus dh 
nj[kkLr ij lkbZu djok, rFkk 2%33 PM ij eq>s vius ekså uaå 9485600333 ls esjs ekså  
uaå 9728533222 ij eq>s rqjUr Fkkuk lnj xksgkuk esa vkus ds fy, dgk ml le; esa eukst dqekjh ls 
tks dksVZ ds vkl&ikl feyh Fkh ckr dj jgk Fkk ftlus gh SHO dks Qksu djds esjs ckjs esa crk;k vkSj 
rqjUr gh SHO dk esjs ikl Qksu vk x;k ftl ij eq>s tYn vkus ds fy, dgkA 
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7-  ;g fd 2:59 PM ij ekså uaå 9896026700 ls eq>s ASI lUrks"k lnj Fkkuk xksgkuk dh rjQ 
ls esjs mä Qksu ij dky vkbZ vkSj rqjUr Fkkuk esa vkus ds fy, dgkA 

8- ;g fd vius t:jh dkeksa ls Qkfjx gksdj 'kke 5 cts ds vkl&ikl eu çkFkhZ vius 2 nksLrksa 
lwjt eksj o t;Hkxoku tlh;k ds lkFk Fkkuk esa ASI lUrks"k ls ml ds IO okys dejs esa tgk¡ mlus 
vkus ds fy, dgk Fkk feyk tgka ij eukst dqekjh Hkh gkftj FkhA rc lUrks"k ASI us dgk fd vki ds 
fo:) eukst dqekjh us jsi dh f'kdk;r dh gS rFkk blds xgus Hkh vki us vius ?kj esa tcjnLrh j[ks 
gq, gSa rFkk eq>s /kedk;k fd ;k rks eukst dqekjh ds xgus rqjUr okfil dj nksA ojuk 10 lky ds fy, 
tsy esa tkus ds fy, rS;kj gks tkvks blh le; deZthr SHO Hkh ogka vk x;k vkSj eq>s dgk ;k rks 
eukst dqekjh dh lkjh ckrs eku yks ojuk 10 lky dh tsy d:okmxk rFkk vkSj Hkh viekfur 'kCnksa ls 
eq>s viuh Hkk"kk ls Mjk;k /kedk;kA 

9-  ;g fd tSls gh eSa ASI lUrks"k ds dejs esa x;k rks ckgj cjkenk esa lwjteksj o t;Hkxoku [kM+s 
FksA muls deZthr SHO us iwNk fd vki D;ksa [kM+s gksA ftl ij lwjteksj us dgk HkkbZ lkgc /khjt ds 
lkFk vk, Fks mlh le; deZthr vkx ccwyk gks x;k vkSj lwjteksj dh dkQh fiVkbZ dj nh rFkk dbZ 
vU; 10&12 iqfyl deZpkjh Hkh ogka vk x, tks ,d dejs esa lwjtekSj dks ys x, vkSj mldh fNrj 
çsjM dh rFkk fQj ckgj ykdj Hkh dkQh fiVkbZ dh ftl ls eSa dkQh Mj o lge x;kA mlh le; 
deZthr nks"kh us eq>s dgk fd ;k rks vHkh lkjs xgus eukst dqekjh ds gokys dj ns ojuk rq>s vHkh tsy 
esa Mkywaxk rFkk tcjnLrh esjs lkFk ,d gSM dkaLVscy dks Hkst xgus lksuk] ,d pSu o 2 vxwaBh 2 lksus 
ds dxau o ,d xys dk gkj o eukst dqekjh ds diM+s ?kj ls eaxk fy, vkSj vkSj eukst dqekjh ds 
gokys jlhn ysdj dj ns fn, tcfd ;g lc xgus esjs }kjk [kjhn fd, x, gSa lHkh fcy Hkh esjs }kjk 
is; fd, x, gSA tks esjs FksA 

10-  ;g fd bl rjg ls deZthr nks"kh us dkuwu dks gkFk esa ysdj eukst dqekjh ds lkFk vius 
lEcU/kksa dh cnkSyr eq>s jsi dsl esa Qalkus o tsy Hkstus ds Mj ls esjs mä xgus iqfyl in dk 
uktk;t bLrseky dj ds larks"k ASI o ,d gSM dkaLVscy ftl dks esa lkeus vkus ij igpku ldrk gwa 
fd enn ls esjk yxHkx eqå 7 yk[k :i;s ds xgus dk eq>s uqdlku igqapk;k o eukst dqekjh dks ykHk 
fn;k gS tcfd eSa o eukst dHkh xksgkuk lnj Fkkuk {ks= esa dHkh ugh jgsA uk gh eukst dk xksgkuk ls 
dHkh dksbZ okLrk jgk eukst ljlhVh jksgrd esa jgrh gS bldk llqjky xkoa enhuk] jksgrd rFkk ek;dk 
[kkuiqj gkalh gSA 

11- ;g fd bl fo"k; esa eSaus ,d çsl dkUÝsal ds ek/;e ls o iqfyl v/kh{kd lksuhir dks ,d 
fyf[kr nj[kkLr ds ek/;e ls fnukad 27&7&2021 dks deZthr nks"kh ds fo#) dk;Zokgh ds fy, çkFkZuk 
i= fn;kA iqfyl v/kh{kd lksuhir us ASP xksgkuk dks SHO bR;kfn ds fo:) dk;Zokgh ds fy, Qksu 
ij lwfpr fd;k ijUrq ASP xksgkuk us vkt rd dksbZ dk;Zokgh uk dh gSA 

12- iqfyl v/kh{kd lksuhir us SHO deZthr ij dk;Zokgh djus dh ctk, mldks Fkkuk lnj 
xksgkuk SHO ls gVk dj tgka 'kgj iqfyl Fkkuk xksgkuk ftlds {ks= es ;g vijk/k gqvk o tgka tkap 
gksuh Fkh] mlh Fkkus dk SHO fu;qä dj fn;k A vr% ;g nj[kkLr cjk;s vko';d dk;Zokgh nh tk 
jgh gSA 

13-  bl ckjs eSaus xg̀ ea=h gfj;k.kk ljdkj vfuy fot ftl ls nj[kkLr nh Fkh lkjh ckr lwuus ds 
ckn mUgksaus tkap jksgrd iqfyl v/kh{kd dks Hksth Fkh ftlesa DSP eq[;ky;] xksj[k iky jk.kk th us] 4 
ls 5 ckj vyx& vyx ckj cqyk dj esjs o lwjt eksj ds C;ku ntZ fd, rFkk SHO djethr o eukst 
dqekjh ds Hkh C;ku ntZ fd, ijarq mlds ckotwn Hkh dksbZ dk;ZokbZ ugh gqbZ gSA 

 vr% çkFkZuk gS fd bl fo"k; esa iqfyl v/kh{kd lksuhir] }kjk nks"kh ds f[kykQ dk;Zokgh u djus 
ckjs o nksf"k;ksa dk cpko djus ckjs o deZthr SHO] Fkkuk lnj xksgkuk] o eukst dqekjh o ASI 
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lUrks"k o gSM dkUlVscy ftls lkeus vkus ij igpku ldrk gwa ds fo:) dkuwu ds fo:) dk;Zokgh 
djus c esjs xgus tcjnLrh eukst dqekjh dks fn, tkus ckjs FIR ntZ dh tkos rFkk bUgsa SHO 
deZthr o ASI lUrks"k o gSMdkLVscy o eukst dqekjh dks equkflc ltk fnyokbZ tk,A 

  /kU;okn lfgrA 

çkFkhZ 
gLrk 

/khjt iq= cychj flga] 
fuoklh xzke ykB gky  

fuoklh jksgrd] ftyk jksgrd] gfj;k.kkA 

  

  The Petition/Representation was placed before the Committee in its 
meeting held on 21.09.2021 and the Committee considered the same and 
decided that said petition/representation be sent to the  concerned department 
for sending their comments/reply within a period of 10 days. The Committee 
orally examined the departmental representatives & petitioner/applicant in its 
meeting held on 12.10.2021. After discussed the matter, the Committee 
observed that the matter sent to the State Police Complaints Authority for 
inquiry & submit the inquiry report to the Committee within two months. The 
Committee received inquiry report from the concerned department, which 
reads as under: - 
 

To  

The Secretary, 
Haryana Vidhan Sabha, Chandigarh. 

  

 No.1032/SPCA     dated 18.04.2022 

 

Subject:- Complaint no- 105/SPT/SPCA/2021 dated 20-9-2021 made 
by Shri Suraj Mor s/o Shri Suraj Bhan Mor R/o Surya Garden 
Marak, Gohana (Sonepat). 

  The complaint of Shri Suraj Mor s/o Shri Suraj Bhan Mor was got 
inquired through Superintendent of Police, Sonipat. Later on the case was 
personally heard by the Authority by summoning both the parties.  

 In view of the facts and circumstances brought on the file by both the 
parties, the Authority has come to the conclusion that there was violation of 
basic Principles of liberty, justice, fairness and breach of all laid down 
procedures. Inspector Karamjit Singh then SHO Gohana abused his powers 
used physical force to commit excesses and beat Suraj Mor who had no FIR or 
DDR pending against him and was only a visitor in the Police Station. The 
charge of drunkenness on part of Suraj Mor does not stand proven. But even if 
he felt that Suraj Mor was under the influence of liquor it does not give right to 
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Police to use force or to beat him or to detain him. Moreover, as an SHO he has 
to take responsibility for all the happenings alongwith others. 

 Therefore, the Authority recommends suspension and strict departmental 
action against Inspector Karamjit Singh, SHO, the then PS Sadar Gohana for 
using unwarranted use of force and misuse of his powers. Any other action 
which the Government deems fit and proper in the circumstances of the case, 
may also be taken 

 The detailed orders passed by the Authority dated 7-3-2022 are enclosed 
herewith. 

 

BEFORE THE STATE POLICE COMPLAINT AUTHORITY,  
HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH 

       Complaint No- 105 of 2021 

       Date of Decision 07-03-2022 

 

Suraj Mor    ...............  Complainant 

Versus 

Karamjit Singh  ...............   Respondents 

 

CORAM: 

Mrs. NAVRAJ SANDHU, CHAIRPERSON 

Sh. K.K. MISHRA, MEMBER 

Sh. R.C. VERMA, MEMBER 

Present: 1. Suraj Mor along with his wife Mrs. Meenakshi. 

  2. Sh. Karamjit Singh, SHO Gohana with counsel 

Sh. Ankit Bishnoi, Advocate 

ORDER 

 

1.  Complainant Sh Suraj Mor filed the instant complaint dated 20.09.2021. 
As per allegations. Sh. Suraj Mor complainant and Jai Bhagwan accompanied 
Dheeraj to Sadar Police Station on 26.7.2021 as Dheeraj was called by police 
officers of Police Station Sadar Gohana regarding a complaint filed by Smt 
Manoj Kumari L/ASI Smt Santosh took Dheeraj in her room and he & Jai 
Bhagwan were standing in the verandah of the police station. According to the 
complainant, Inspector Karamjit Singh approached them and asked them the 
reason for standing there and when complainant replied addressing Inspector 
SHO as Bhai Sahib, Inspector Karamjit Singh started beating him saying as to 
how you dared to address me "Bhai Sahib". On hearing noise other police 
personnel came and the Inspector ordered them to beat  him. They took him in 
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a room and he was beaten  mercilessly. Due to the beating, there were several 
injury  marks on the body of the complainant and one of his teeth was also 
broken After that he was taken to Civil Hospital by 5 police officials for general 
and alcohol medical. After medical examination from the Civil Hospital, 
Gohana. He was again taken to police station where brother of the complainant 
and his other friends also reached and he was handed over to his brother and 
friends late night. He along with his brother went to the Civil Hospital, Gohana 
for medical treatment and for getting a MLR. MLR was done and he was also 
referred to Medical College, Khanpur for further treatment. He alone reached 
Medical College, Khanpur where 4 police officials were present in a Santro car 
without number and threatened him. Accordingly, he decided to approach 
PGIMS, Rohtak, where he was admitted on 27.7.2021 and was discharged on 
28.7.2021. He submitted written complaint against SHO and Manoj Kumari to 
SP, Sonepat and ASP, Gohana but no action was taken against them. 
Complainant has annexed copy of MLR recorded by doctor of Civil Hospital, 
Gohana at 11:05 P.M. dated 26.7.2021 and Copy of treatment at PGIMS, 
Rohtak 

Allegations made by the Complainant are; 

i)  He was illegally detained on 26.07.2021 by Sh. Karamjit Singh SHO 
and others at PS Sadar Gohana. 

ii) He was beaten up mercilessly. He had committed no offence but 
accompanied a friend of his who was called by the SHO. 

iii) After beating him they took him to the local Hospital for medical for 
intoxication, though he had not taken any alcohol. 

iv) Due to merciless beating, there were several injury marks on the body 
his and one of his teeth was also broken. 

v) He has approached this Authority for lodging an FIR against SHO and 
other. 

 After hearing the complainant on 25.10.2021, this Authority directed to 
Inspector Karamjeet Singh SHO, Police Station Sadar Gohana to be present 
along with relevant record on the next date of hearing i.e. 27.11.2021. 

2.  As per the MLR of Government Hospital, Gohana, which was reported in 
presence of brother and one another friend of the complainant doctor has 
recorded six injuries which are described in the statement of Dr Harish Garg, 
Medical Officer, Civil Hospital, Gohana, Discharge card of PGIMS, Rohtak shows 
that the complainant was admitted and discharged on same day i.e. 
28.07.2021, whereas complainant has submitted in the complaint that he was 
admitted on 27.07.2021. On the discharge card dated 28.07.2021, doctor has 
recorded "not for medico legal purpose only for treatment purpose". 

3.  The complaint was got enquired from SP Sonipat, who submitted his 
report vide memo no 35670/1P dated 24.09.2021. As per report of SP 
Sonepat, opinion in MLR HKI/2021/94 Dated 26.07.2021, was taken from the 
doctor who reported that possibility of sustaining injury 1 to 5 due to fall from 
height cannot be ruled out and no injury was found of the body of the 
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complainant Suraj. Eye witness Raj Kumar has stated that he was present in 
the Sadar Police Station on 26.07.2021, he noticed that a person was speaking 
in loud voice and he was under intoxication. He abused police officials and was 
threatening to get them suspended from the service. He was speaking his 
name as Suraj Mor, No beatings were given to the complainant. The time when 
the complainant submitted his report Inspector Karamjeet Singh, was at village 
Saragthal and the complainant could not submit any proof regarding Santro car 
used by police officials who threated the complainant. Medical of the 
complainant was got conducted from civil hospital by ASI Jagbir Singh, 
regarding consumption of alcohol and general condition. Doctor has reported at 
6:52 P.M. in medical report for alcohol "smell of alcohol coming from mouth 
and breathe-sample of blood taken for alcohol examination and handed over to 
police". Doctor has reported at 6:55 P.M. in the medical examination as "no 
fresh mark of injury seen". Complainant mis-behaved with SPO Rajbir at the 
gate of police station Sadar Gohana. Complainant tendered his written apology 
to ASI, Jagbir Singh and accordingly he was handed over to his brother 
Ravinder Mor ASI, Jagbir Singh has been issued with a show cause notice for 
not recording this incident in DDR. The allegations could not be proved. 
Inspector Karamjit Singh produced L/ASI Santosh Kumari, ASI Jagbir Singh, 
Sh. Ajay and Sh. Raj Kumar in his evidence. 

4.  The complainant was heard who reiterated his version of the complaint. 
He produced Sh. Dheeraj and Sh. Jai Bhagwan as his witnesses. Statement of 
Shri Dheeraj was recorded, who supported the version of complaint of Sh Suraj 
Mor and stated that he was called by SHO at about 02:30 P.M. on the 
complaint of Smt. Manoj Kumari (live in partner). At about 03:00 P.M. he 
received a phone of L/ASI Smt. Santosh to report to police station. He along 
with Jai Bhagwan and Suraj Mor reached police station Sadar Gohana at 06:00 
P.M. L/ASI Santosh asked him to sit in her room where Smt. Manoj Kumari was 
already present. Suraj Mor and Jai Bhagwan were standing outside the 
verandah. When Suraj Mor addressed SHO as "Bhai Sahib”, SHO started 
beating Suraj Some other police officials came and took Suraj Mor in a room 
and beat him. After sometime they took Suraj in the open lawn and gave 
beatings by sticks. L/ASI Santosh asked him to comply with demands of Smt. 
Manoj Kumari or he will be put behind bar for 10 years. She asked to hand 
over all jewellary and scooty to Smt. Manoj Kumari, HC Sandeep Hooda 
accompanied him and jewellary & scooty was handed over to Smt. Manoj 
Kumari. He requested action against SHO Karamjit Singh for giving beatings to 
Suraj Mor. 

5.  Statement of Jai Bhagwan was also recorded, who corroborated the 
version of the complainant and supported  the statement as was made by Sh. 
Dheeraj that Suraj Mor was given merciless beatings by the SHO, without any 
fault of his. 

6.  Inspector Karamjit Singh recorded his statement before the Authority 
on 29.11.2021 and also placed on record complaint dated 26.7.2021 of Manoj 



74 
 
Kumari, statement  dated 26.7.2021 of Dheeraj, statement dated 26.7.2021 
of Ajay s/o Ranbir, statement dated 26.7.2021 of Raj Kumar s/o Ram Dhan, 
copy of FIR No 264 dated 26.7.2021. Inspector Karamjit Singh stated that 
complainant (Smt. Manoj Kumari) met him at the gate of police station- He 
asked her to submit a written complaint. It was reported by her that Dheeraj 
s/o Balbir R/o Village Lath has done a wrong act with her and also threatened 
her not to report to anyone. The SHO asked her to submit a written complaint 
to L/ASI, Santosh Kumari. After that he got busy in official work. In the 
evening, the written complaint of Smt. Manoj Kumari was given to L/ASI, 
Santosh Kumari, in front of him and he marked to L/ASI, Santosh for action as 
per rules. As per his statement after sometime SHO, Karamjit Singh heard 
noise from the gate and he saw that one person was arguing with the SPO, 
Rajbir in loud voice and he was unable to stand SPO, Rajbir told that he is 
Suraj Mor and he (Suraj Mor) has manhandled him (SPO) and threatened him 
that he will get the SPO suspended. ASI Jagbir, HC Pawan, HC Jasbir also 
reached there. Some people from the public were also present there. He 
ordered SPO on duty to get the medical of Suraj Mor done and to take action 
as per law. After sometime he got information of an occurrence of murder at 
Village Sargthal and he proceeded for the spot of incident and returned back to 
the police station late in the night. L/ASI Santosh intimated him on next date 
i.e. 27.07.21 that there was dispute between Manoj Kumari and Dheeraj over 
cash and jewellary, which was settled by the two themselves. Therefore, it was 
not entered in DDR and Manoj Kumari had withdrawn her complaint. 

 ASI Jagbir intimated that as per the medical report of Suraj Mor, doctor 
of Government hospital, Gohana has reported, "smell of alcohol coming from 
mouth and breath-sample of blood taken for alcohol examination and handed 
over to police". "No fresh mark of injury seen". ASI Jagbir also told that after 
they returned from the medical examination, Ravinder Mor, brother of the 
complainant and one another person were also present in the police station. 
Suraj Mor tendered apology and he was then handed over to his brother 
Ravinder Mor because Suraj Mor was under influence of liquor. 

7.  He has admitted that he is from Village Mundhal and Manoj Kumari is 
from Village Bandaheri, which comes under Distt. Bhiwani & Hisar respectively. 
He had no connection/relation with Manoj Kumari nor did he know about the 
complainant before the alleged incident- He requested that doctor of 
Government Hospital, SPO Rajbir, Raj Kumar S/o Ram Dhan, Manoj Kumari 
and her brother Pawan may be called as witnesses. He also stated that Dheeraj 
has filed a complaint (Istghasha) titled as Dheeraj v/s Karamjit before the 
court of Shri Sachin Yadav, SDJM, Gohana wherein the allegations levelled by 
the complainant Suraj Mor in the instant complaint are also under 
consideration. He had joined enquiry conducted by Smt. Nikita Khattar, IPS, 
ASP, Gohana and Shri Gorakhpal Rana, HPS, DSP, Hqrs. Rohtak in two 
different inquiries. Both the inquiries have been filed being devoid of merits. 
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8.  In his statement he denied that he had beaten Suraj Mor, and also that 
he forcibly got jewellary etc. handed over from Dheeraj to Manoj Kumari. All 
action has been taken as per rules. He also named the persons present on the 
spot. 

9. Inspector Karamjit Singh submitted an application received in this 
Authority on 21.02.2022 praying for stay of proceedings in this complaint 
before this Authority. It has  been stated that the allegations are not covered 
under  section 65 of Police Act 2007 and complaint is not maintainable. It was 
further submitted that complainant witness of present matter i.e. Dheeraj has 
filed a criminal complaint u/s 156(3) of Cr. PC before Judicial Magistrate, 
Gohana titled as Dheeraj V/s Karamjit and cognizance has been taken by the 
court. Therefore, the bar created under the proviso to Section 65(1) of 
Haryana Police Act, 2007 comes into place which states that no anonymous, 
synonymous, pseudonymous complaints shall be entertained. He has referred a 
judgment passed by the Hon'ble Punjab & Haryana High Court in CWP No 
12601 of 2015 titled as Ranjit Singh Bhatt v/s Union of India. 

10.  Inspector Karamjit Singh has placed on record copy of  report of SP, 
Rohtak and copy of Istghasha Case No. 16/2021 titled as Dheeraj V/s Karamjit 
Singh pending in the court of Sachin Yadav, ACJ(SD)-cum-SDJM,  Gohana u/s 
420, 120B,  500,  342,  389,  166,  506,  200,  211, 118 IPC. He has 
submitted that inquiry on , the same matter has already been conducted by 
SP, Rohtak dated 20.09.2021 as well as SP, Sonepat dated 24.09.2021 and 
matter has been filed. He has further submitted that the complainant namely 
Shri Dheeraj has filed Ishtgasha in the court of SDJM, Gohana and matter of 
the instant complaint is also part of the Ishtgasha. The only difference is name 
of the complainant before the court of SDJM, Gohana Suraj Mor is the 
complainant before this Authority and Dheeraj is witness whereas Dheeraj is 
complainant and Suraj Mor is witness in the above said Ishtgasha. He has 
requested that complaint before the Authority be filed in view of the pending 
Ishtgasha before the court of SDJM, Gohana. 

11.  L/ASI Santosh Kumari recorded her statement before the Authority on 
29.11.2021. She stated that she is posted as investigating officer at Police 
Station Sadar, Gohana. Smt. Manoj Kumari, alongwith her brother reached the 
Police  Station on 26.07.2021 and orally reported that Dheeraj resident of 
Village Lath has made physical relationship by force and has grabbed her cash 
and jewelry. On asking she submitteda written complaint against Dheeraj at 
about 5.30/6.00 pm. She presented a complaint before Inspector Karamjeet 
Singh who directed her to act as per law. In the meantime, Dheeraj reached 
police station. Dheeraj and Manoj Kumari discussed the matter regarding cash 
and  jewellery and they reached a compromise in writing. Hence, no FIR was 
lodged that day. She told the whole incident to SHO next day i.e. 27.07.2021. 
She had no connection with Manoj Kumari, before that day. She had done her 
duty with honestly and fairly. She has not called Suraj to police station. She 
heard a noise from gate and came to know that  Suraj Mor was arguing with 
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police official on gate duty. She has also got recorded her statement before 
ASP Gohana,  and DSP Headquarter Rohtak. She has already been punished by 
the then SP Sonipat. Dheeraj has filed a case before the court of Gohana and 
she had been impleaded as a party. 

12.  ASI, Jagbir Singh recorded his statement before the authority on 
21.11.2021 and has stated that he was on SDO  duty at PS Sadar Gohana, on 
26.07.2021. He heard noise from gate around 5.00/5.30 pm and saw that 
Suraj was arguing in loud voice with SPO Rajbir no. 308. He was unable to 
stand properly. At that time, Inspector Karamjeet Singh, HC Pawan and HC 
Jasbir Singh and other private persons were present. SPO Rajbir told that Suraj 
Mor was threatening him. Inspector Karamjeet Singh, asked him to get medical 
examination of Suraj Mor conducted. He got the medical examination of Suraj 
Mor conducted at Govt. Hospital. In the medical doctor at 6:52 pm reported 
Smell of alcohol coming from mouth and breath Sample of blood taken for 
alcohol examination and handed over to police". In the MLR medical doctor at 
6.55 pm reported "No fresh mark of injury seen". After that they returned to 
police station where Devender Mor, brother of Suraj Mor was already present. 
On tendering written apology by Suraj Mor, he was handed over to his brother 
because he had taken a lot of liquor. No kind of beating was given to Suraj Mor 
in the police station and no injury mark was there He has also got recordedhis 
statement before ASP Gohana and DSP Headquarter Rohtak. He has already 
been punished by the then SP Sonipat. Dheeraj has filed a case before the 
court of Gohana and he had been implead as party. 

13.  Sh. Ajay s/o Sh. Ranbir Singh R/o village Ishapur Kheri PS Baroda 
recorded his statement before the authority on  29.11.2021. He stated that 
he is employed in Bijli Board Pillukhera and was present at police station Sadar 
Gohana alongwith Sh. Joginder Malik on 26.07.2021. He was standing outside 
the thana and saw three persons reaching police station in a vehicle. He 
noticed that driver of the vehicle was unable to walk. Two persons went inside 
the police station and driver without parking the vehicle at proper place, was 
going inside the police station and argued with the police officials on duty at 
the gate of police station. He noticed that he was drunk and smell of alcohol 
was coming from his mouth. He was threatening the police officials that he will 
got them suspended. Some police officials and public persons reached there. 
Police officials were talking to get medical examination done and after some 
time they took Suraj Mor for medical. No police official gave beatings to Suraj 
Mor. Next day he read the news regarding beating given to Suraj Mor in the 
news paper. He gave his statement before police officers accordingly. 

14.  Sh. Raj Kumar s/o Sh. Ramdhan R/o Village Lath recorded his 
statement before the authority on 29.11.2021. He has  stated that he is a 
kabaddi player and was present in the Police Station Sadar Gohana on 
26.07.2021 in connection with theft at the Govt. School of his village. When he 
was sitting in the varandha one person was arguing in loud voice with the 
police official on duty at main gate. He was threatening police official that he 
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will get himself suspended. In the meantime some police official and public 
person reached at the main gate. Police officials were talking regarding medical 
examination of Suraj Mor after some time they took Surja Mor for medical 
examination in police vehicle. Suraj Mor was arguing in loud voice with police 
official under the influence of liquor. No kind of beating was given by any police 
official to Suraj Mor. Next day he read a news article in the newspaper that 
beatings were given to Suraj Mor. He has recorded his statement before police 
officials to tell the truth. Suraj Mor and Dheeraj approached him and requested 
to change the statement but he refused. 

15. Dr. Harish Garg medical officer Govt. Hospital, Gohana recorded his 
statement before the authority on 02.02.2022. He has stated that on 
26.07.2021 he was on night duty at Sub Division Hospital, Gohana as Casualty 
Medical Officer and on the same date i.e. 26.07.2021 ASI Jagbir Singh from PS 
Sadar Gohana brought Suraj Mor S/o Surajbhan Mor for medical examinations 
at about 6:52 P.M. During the course of examination, he noticed smell of 
alcohol coming from mouth and breath of Suraj Mor. Sample of blood was 
taken and handed over to police. He also stated that at about 6:55 PM, there 
was no external mark of injury on the body of Suraj Mor and all the findings 
were accordingly recorded by him on the same day i.e. July 26, 2021. Suraj 
Mor came along with Navneet and Balbir for self medical examination at about 
11:05 PM. with alleged history of assault and he found following 
observations/injuries on his body:- 

i) Complain of pain upper right jaw. 
ii) Diffuse pain over bilateral scapular area of back. 
iii) Complain of pain over right hip area. 
iv) Diffuse swelling over right side of face. 
v) Complain of pain over left testicular area. 

16. Dr. Harish Garg further stated that for injury No. (i & iv) patient was 
advised dental opinion and for injury No. (ii & v). Surgeon opinion and injury 
No (iii) Ortho opinion and referred him to Khanpur Medical College From the 
above findings, excluding injury No iv, rest all injuries were recorded as per 
symptoms of subject and there was no obvious external injury. He has also 
stated that at about 7:00 P.M. there was no external mark of injury and all 
these injuries have been recorded at the second time of medical examination 
at 11:05 P.M. All the findings were duly recorded in MLR No HKI/2021/94 
dated July 26, 2021. On 06.09.2021, an application was received from Addl.  
Superintendent of Police, Gohana for providing opinion regarding injuries 
mentioned in MLR No- HKI/2021/94 dated July 26, 2021 for which he opined 
that possibility of sustained injuries No. (I to V) by fall from height cannot 
ruled out. This has also been duly recorded. He further stated that all the 
opinion/findings given by him are free from any influence and being a 
responsible Medical Officer; the findings mentioned above are true. When 
asked as to how much time an internal injury takes to get reflected externally 
as swelling or discoloration etc, he stated takes at least 40 minutes. 
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17. Inspector, Karamjeet Singh, through his counsel Sh. Ankit Bishnoi 
Advocate, cross examined Suraj Mor, Dheeraj and Jai Bhagwan and the same 
is taken on record. 

18. On written request of Suraj Mor dated 17.02.2022 call details of Inspector 
Karamjeet Singh, ASI Jagbir and Manoj Kumari and locations of Karamjeet 
Singh were called. As per CDR, there are 11 calls between Inspector Karamjit 
Singh and Smt. Manoj Kumari from 24.7.2021 to 27.7.2021. As per locations 
details up & to 2012 hours on 26.07.2021 location was at PS Sadar Gohana 
and at 2017 hours on 26.7.2021. Inspector Karamjit Singh was at Village Kheri 
Damkan. After that he was at Village Sargthal/Baratha up & to 2207 hours. 

19. On written request Inspector Karamjit Singh was heard on 7.3.2022 and 
he submitted a written statement before the Authority and the same is taken 
on record wherein he has re-emphasized his stand and version as already 
taken by him. He produced Smt. Manoj Kumari as his witness. 

20. Smt. Manoj Kumari also recorded her statement before the Authority on 
7.3.2022. She has stated that the contents of attached affidavit may be 
treated as her statement. As per the affidavit, Dheeraj has harassed her and 
threatened her of dire consequences if she files complaint against him and his 
friend Suaj Mor. Suraj Mor is mixed up with Dheeraj. She was present at Police 
Station Sadar Gohana on 26.7.2021 in connection with complaint against 
Dheeraj. Dheeraj, Suraj and one another person reached police station in the 
evening. She saw Suraj Mor screaming at the police guard standing outside 
and he was taking names of well known politicians and threatened that he will 
get all staff suspended. Suraj Mor was heavily drunk and under influence of 
alcohol and he became extremely angry when he was denied entry into the 
police station by the Guard. He used abusive language for police personnel 
present there. Dheeraj and Suraj Mor are one and same person with regard to 
criminal acts. They have threatened her and they have filed false complaints 
against her. Suraj Mor has filed false complaints against police personnel 
before State Police Complaint Authority. Dheeraj and Suraj Mor have also filed 
a criminal complaint before Judicial Magistrate, Gohana on same set of facts 
and circumstances and she is a party by name. 

21.  The complainant (Suraj Mor) submitted that the witnesses produced by 
Inspector Karamjit Singh have given their statements underpressure of 
Inspector Karamjit Singh and other police officials of PS Sadar, Gohana. 

22. We have given a thoughtful consideration to the complaint and the 
documents as well as evidence produced on the file. Admittedly Shri Suraj Mor, 
complainant has gone to the police station with Dheeraj to drop the latter at 
police station. As per the complainant and his witnesses Suraj Mor was given 
merciless beatings at the hands of Inspector Karamjit Singh and by his staff on 
the directions of the SHO Karamjit Singh. The version of Inspector Karamjit 
Singh,L/ASI Santosh, ASI Jagbir and the other witnesses is that Suraj Mor was 
not given beating by anyone in the Police Station. 
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23. The assertions as raised by Karamjit Singh, Inspector and supported by 
his witnesses that Suraj Mor was heavily drunk  has not been proved. Though 
the doctor has recorded at 6 :52 P.M. "Smell of alcohol coming from the mouth 
and breath of Suraj Mor in the MLR, yet there is no report of blood which 
verifies this and the extent of alcohol. Sample of blood was taken and handed 
over to the police”. If the sample of blood was taken as stated by the Doctor in 
his statement, then why the same was not got tested/examined by the police. 
The doctor in his statement clearly stated that the blood sample was handed 
over to police. Merely recording that there was a smell of alcohol coming from 
mouth of Suraj Mor does not prove that he was heavily drunk. Secondly, the 
issue is what was his offence? Was he physically assaulting a police official or 
was he noting in a public place? If he had committed any offence why FIR was 
not registered against Suraj Mor? There is no FIR and report in the DDR of the 
Police Station. 

24.  According to Suraj Mor, Inspector Karamjit got provoked  when he called 
him 'Bhai Sahib’ and he was beaten up to  serve as a demonstrative effect to 
Dheeraj. MLR was done by the doctor at 6.00 pm at Govt. Hospital, which did 
not indicate any fresh marks of physical injury. When the doctor appeared 
before the Authority, he was asked marks of physical beating appear 
immediately. He admitted that injuries can take about 45 minutes to be 
reflected physically. Therefore, it is possible that some injuries could not be 
clearly seen by the Doctor at that time. However MLR done by the same doctor 
at 11 pm, indicate four injuries and reference which establishes that Suraj Mor 
was beaten up by the police. The sequence of events shows that Suraj Mor was 
released from the police station around 10.02 pm. Therefore, all evidence 
suggests that the injury was caused during his detention in the police station. 
According to him he went home and sought advice from friends and went to 
get MLR which was done at 11.00 P.M. Second MLR by the same doctor at 
11:05 PM shows 5 injuries and reference to Medical College. 

25.  Inspector Karamjit Singh has stated that the report of PGI dated 
28/1/2020 says that is for purposes of medical  treatment only. Nonetheless 
it is a fact that he was treated at PGIMS, Rohtak for the dental injury. 
However, it does prove that he went to PGIMS] Rohtak for treatment on 
reference of Doctor Harish on 26.7.2020 night to Medical College Khanpur 
Kalan. Though the complainant did not reach Medical College, Khanpur Kalan 
because as per his  statement he was threatened by four persons in Santro 
car, which he reported in chowki that night. Besides, as per his statement he 
took up the matter with the District SP on 27th July itself. 

26.  Inspector Karamjit Singh has also produced a second opinion of the 
same Doctor. However, it was done much later after the complainant had 
already made complaints. This shows that the case was not dealt by laid down 
procedure and reflects deliberate attempt to bypass law. Secondly it does not 
seem to be relevant as there is no evidence to suggest anything of that nature. 
It is only an interpretation and that seems to help the accused. It is an attempt 
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deflects the matter. When the query was put to SHO regarding installation of 
CCTV cameras in police station it was surprising to know that there were no 
CCTV cameras installed in the PS which could have been the best evidence on 
the part of the SHO to rebut the allegations of the complaint. As per the report 
of SP, Sonepat CCTV cameras installed in the police station were not in working 
condition. 

27. It is also surprising to note that on the complaint of Smt. Manoj Kumari 
which contained serious charges like rape on which Dheeraj was called, no FIR 
was lodged. Further, the whole matter was settled with 3&4 hours. 

28.  Statement of witnesses of the complainant namely Jai Bhagwan and 
Dheeraj alleged beatings were given to Suraj Mor, by the Inspector and others 
while statement of police Inspector ASI Jagbir, Santosh Kumari, Manoj Kumari 
and 3  others deny any such occurrence. The independent witnesses Ajay & Raj 
Kumar produced by SHO Karamjit said that beatings were not given in their 
presence. They have signed identical statements which they told had been 
procured from them. Here it is important to note the two independent 
witnesses produced by police state that they did not witness any beating but 
read about it in the newspaper next morning. 

29. Statement of Smt. Manoj Kumari that she saw Suraj Mor in a drunken 
position, who was arguing at the gate with the sentry/police officials is 
incorrect because she was sitting with L/ASI Santosh Kumari in a room and 
how could she see this all happening at the gate. 

30. The SHO Inspector Karamjit Singh and ASI Jagbir Singh stated that 
Suraj Mor was released at about 10:30 P.M. after he submitted an apology 
However, the apology letter produced by the police and is on record is dated 
27.7.2021 one day after the incident Suraj Mor has also alleged that the 
signature on the letter are not his. When seen with bare eyes, the signatures 
do not seem match with his. This shows that police tried to place this doubtful 
document/paper to  cover their story after Suraj Mor had complained the next 
day to the SP of the District. 

31. The counsel for Inspector Karamjit Singh while putting forth his 
arguments tried to suggest that Suraj Mor had  deliberately got second MLR 
done to frame the police. The question is why would he do that? Why would he 
run pillar to post after the incident unless he was truly aggrieved. The counsel 
also emphasized that Manoj Kumari and Suraj Mor had met each and were in 
contact. However, during the hearing neither Manoj Kumari nor police could 
establish that there is any evidence of their having met earlier or called each 
other on phone. Moreover, this issue is irrelevant and has no bearing on the 
issue in the complaint. 

32. Inspector Karamjit Singh had requested that matter be  stayed by the 
Authority as an application has been moved by Dheeraj dated 20.8.2021 in 
court of SDJM, Gohana. However, the application has been moved by Dheeraj 
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and not Suraj Mor about his own issue. Therefore, the Authority is not 
debarred from hearing the complaint. The complaint has taken up his own 
cause and grievance and not that of Dheeraj. Therefore, the Authority is within 
its jurisdiction to hear the case. 

33. An important issue of jurisdiction of Police Station Sadar Gohana has 
been raised by Suraj Mor. It has been noted that police station Sadar Gohana 
is located in jurisdiction of  Police station Gohana City. Therefore, any offence 
committed in its location should have been referred to City Thana and by that 
logic in case of Suraj Mor who allegedly was drunk and was arguing with the 
police personnel at the gate should have been referred to City Thana. 

34. Since there was no DDR or complaint or a FIR against Suraj Mor what 
was the need to keep him in police station till 10  pm. What was his offence?  
It raises important issue of illegal detention, which has been proven. 

35. The statement of the Inspecotr Karamjit Singh says that he was present 
in the police station for a short time only and had given directions to ASI Jagbir 
for getting a medical done  and marked the case complaint of Manoj Kumari to 
ASI Santosh Kumari and had left the station is not correct because the call 
details show that he was very much present at the police station throughout till 
8:12 pm. Shri Karamjit Singh said that he does not know Manoj Kumari and 
that prior to date of the incident he had not been in touch with her. However, 
the call records show that there was exchange of calls between them earlier to 
the date of occurrence also. Admittedly she is from his native village Lath. 
Therefore, the misstatement of facts before the Authority that he was not in 
touch with her and did not know her is very serious. He conceded later after 
the call records were received that since she was from his village she had 
spoken with her with reference to some known persons. This also proves that 
there was a hurry to settle the case of Manoj Kumari and Dheeraj. Moreover, 
as per statement of Inspector Karamjit, Manoj Kumari and her brother met him 
outside the police station in the afternoon of 26.7.2021 and he asked her to 
submit her complaint in the police station. Also as per his statement, the 
written complaint was submitted at 6.00 P.M. in the evening time. However, it 
is strange that the phone call was made at 2.30/3.00 pm by L/ASI Santosh 
Kumari to Dheeraj to come to the police station regarding a complaint against 
him. 

36. As per report of SP, Sonepat dated 24.9.2021, Sh. Jagbir Singh, ASI & 
L/ASI Santosh were issued show cause notice in connection with the 
complaints of Sh. Suraj Mor and Manoj Kumari and give warning to be careful 
for irregularities. The later event of sending a constable with Dheeraj to get his 
valuables and settlement of the complaint by the evening i.e. within a very 
short period is not a normal functioning of a police station. The chain of events 
does not show that the case was handled as per procedure of law. The fact that 
the disciplinary action by Police Department was taken against ASI Jagbir 
Singh and Santosh Kumari  proves this. 
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37.  Inspector Karamjit Singh has said in his statement that he has marked 
the complaint of Manoj Kumari to L/ASI Santosh Kumari and directed ASI 
Jagbir to deal with the issue of Suraj Mor and he is not aware of the outcome 
of these two  directions. It seems to be an attempt to put responsibility on his 
juniors and thus save him from the consequences. His argument that he is only 
a supervisory authority is only a lame excuse He has to accountable for all 
happenings at PS. He tried to project that he was away the whole day is not 
correct.Karamjit Singh made a statement before the Authority that he had 
received a call at about 7.30 PM about a murder having taken place and he had 
left at 7.30 PM However, this is also not true because the call records say that 
he was very much present till 8.12 P.M. and the time of occurrence of murder 
is 7.30 P.M. itself. Authority has taken serious note of misstatement of facts 
before it which casts an adverse reflection on his conduct and amounts to 
misconduct. 

38. So keeping in view all the circumstances as explained above, the 
Authority has come to the conclusion that there was violation of basic 
principles of liberty, justice, fairness and breach of all laid down procedures. 
Inspector Karamjit Singh, then SHO Gohana abused his powers, used physical 
force to commit excesses and beat Suraj Mor, who had no FIR or DDR pending 
against him and was only a visitor in the police station. The charge of 
drunkenness on part of Suraj Mor does not stand proven but even if he felt 
that he was under the influence of liquor, yet it gave no right to Police to use 
force or to beat him or to detain him. Moreover, as an SHO, he has to take 
responsibility for all the happenings along with others. 

39. Therefore, the Authority recommends suspension and strict 
departmental action against Shri Karamjit Singh, SHO  Inspector, the then PS 
Sadar Gohana for using unwarranted use of force and misuse of his powers. 
Any other action, which the Government deems fit and proper in the 
circumstances of the case, may also be taken. 

 

    Sd        Sd           Sd 
R-C Verma   K-K- Mishra    Mrs Navraj Sandhu 
Member    Member   Chairperson 

 

  The inquiry report submitted by the department is placed before the 
Committee in its meeting held on 28.06.2022. After detailed discussion, the 
Committee satisfied with the inquiry report and decided that the 
petition/representation is disposed off. 
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12. PETITION/REPRESENTION RECEIVED FROM SHRI SURAJ MOR 
S/O SH. SURAJBHAN MOR, SURYA GARDEN, ROHTAK. 
REGARDING NOT REGISTERED FIR BY THE  SUPERINTENDENT 
OF POLICE SONEPAT, WHICH READS AS UNDER: -    

lsok esa] 

 ekuuh; v/;{k egksn;] 
 ;kfpdk lfefr] gfj;k.kk fo/kkulHkk] 
 paMhx<+A 

fo"k;& nj[kkLr cjk;s iqfyl v/kh{kd] lksuhir }kjk eqdnek ntZ uk djus ckjs fo#) 1 . SHO 
deZthr flga] Fkkuk lnj xksgkuk o vU; LVkQ rknknh 12 ftu ds uke o cSYV uEcj lkeus 
vkus ij o eukst dqekjh Mkbojlh] fuoklh Mhå&79 lSDVj&34 lulhVh jksgrd] gfj;k.kk A 

Jheku~ th- 

çkFkhZ fuEufyf[kr çkFkZuk djrk gS %& 

1-  ;g fd çkFkhZ fo".kq uxj xksgkuk dk ewy fuoklh gS rFkk jksgrd jksM xksgkuk ij çkFkhZ us lw;kZ 
xkMZu ds uke ls oSdVa gky gksVy bR;kfn cuk j[kk gS ftldk lapkyu Lo;a djrk gS rFkk ,d 
lkekftd ifjokj ls lEcU/k j[krk gSA 

2- ;g fd /khjt iq= cychj flag fuoklh ykB tks gky esa jksgrd jgrk gS us eq>s lwfpr fd;k fd 
mÙk lnj Fkkuk xksgkuk ls ,d VsyhQksu dky rqjUr Fkkuk esa vkus ds fy, vk;k gSA rnmijkUr 'kke dks 
eSa o t;Hkxoku fuoklh tlh;k] /khjt ykB lkFk Fkkuk lnj esa pys x,A tgka ASI lUrks"k /khjt dks 
,d dejs esa ys xbZA vkSj eu çkFkhZ o t;Hkxoku cjkenk esa /khjt ds lUrks"k ,så,l0vkbZ0 ds dejs ls 
vkus dk bUrtkj djus yx x,A FkksM+h nsj esa deZthr flaga ,l0,p0vks0 tks xkoa eq<ky dk fuoklh gS 
ckgj cjkenk esa gekjs ikl vk;k vkSj dgus yxk fd vki ;gk¡ D;ksa [kM+s gS bl ij eu çkFkhZ us crk;k 
HkkbZ lkgc /khjt dks cqyk;k x;k gS ge muds lkFk vk, gS mu dk bUrtkj dj jgs gSa bl ij deZthr 
nks"kh us eu çkFkhZ dks xqLls esa dgk fd rsjh fgEer eq>s HkkbZ lkgc dgus dh dSls gks xbZ vkSj bl ij 
deZthr us eq>s ihVuk “kq: dj fn;k vkSj fiVkbZ dk “kksj lqudj o ,l-,p-vks- dh vkokt ij Fkkuk ds 
yxHkx 12 LVkQ ds lnL; ogha cjkenk esa vk x, vkSj lHkh us ,l-,p-vks- ds vkns”k ij dqN iqfyl 
deZpkfj;ksa us eq>s ,d dejs esa ys tkdj mYVk ysVk fn;k vkSj peM+s ds iV~Vs ls dkQh fiVkbZ dh tgka 
ij eukst dqekjh us iqfyl deZpkfj;ksa dks dgk fd bl dks ekjks ml le; /khjt Hkh ogh Fkk vkSj fQj 
eq>s [kqys cjkenk esa ykdj nksckjk ls lHkh us fiVkbZ dh vkSj cksys irk yx x;k lkgc dgrs gSa bl 
fiVkbZ ls esjs “kjhj ij dkQh fu”kkur pksV vk x, vkSj esjk ,d nkar Hkh VwV x;kA 
3-  ;g fd tSls gh deZthr nks’kh dks irk pyk fd eu izkFkhZ lw;kZ gksVy dk ekfyd gS vkSj eSaus 
bldh utj fiVkbZ dj nh rHkh mlus 5 iqfyl deZpkfj;ksa dks esjk esMhdy dVokus dh fgnk;r nh vkSj 
dgk fd MkDVj ls fy[kok ysuk fd eSaus “kjkc es j[kh gSA bl ij 5 deZpkjh eq>s flfoy gLirky ysdj 
x, rFkk ogka ij mUgksaus MkDVj gj ls feyh Hkxr djds iqfyl d- nkn fn[kkdj esjh bPNk ds fo:) 
esjk esMhdy djok;k vkSj CyM lSaiy Hkh fy, ftl dk bUnzkt flfoy gLirky xksgkuk ds jft- Øekad 
1026 ij ntZ gS rFkk ml iqfyl deZpkjh dk uke txchj eks- 9053339400 ntZ gSA 
4- ;g fd rnmijkUr eq>s lnj Fkkuk esa yk;k x;k vkSj esjk HkkbZ o mldk nksLr Hkh mDr fiVkbZ 
dh lwpuk feysus ij vk, vkSj deZthr nks’kh ,l-,p-vks- ls esjh fiVkbZ dk dkj.k iwNkA rc dksbZ tokc 
,l-,p-vks- ds ikl uk gksus ds dkj.k eq>s esjs HkkbZ ds gokys dj fn;k bl lkjh fiVkbZ dh Fkkuk ls 
QqVst fudyokj dj rLlyh dh tk ldrh gSA 
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5- ;g fd mDr uktk;t fiVkbZ ds mijkUr eu izkFkhZ us viuk bykt djokus ds fy, flfoy 
gLirky xksgkuk dk :[k fd;k vkSj viuk esMhdy dVok;k@,e-,y-vkj- o nokbZ yhA ijUrq pksV 
T;knk gksus ds dkj.k eq>s ih-th-vkbZ- ,e-,l- [kkuiqj dyka esa jSQj vkxkeh bykt ds fy, dj fn;kA 
rnmijkUr eSa vius gksVy ls [kpZs nokbZ;ka bR;kfn ysdj tc [kkuiqj ds fy, fudyk rks mlh le; 4 
iqfyl deZpkjh ,d lUVjksa xkM+h lQsn jax fcuk uEcj dks lknh onhZ esa vk, vkSj eu izkFkhZ dks ,ykfu;ka 
/kedh nh vxj ,l-,p-vks- lkgc ds f[kykQ dksbZ dk;Zokgh dh rks tku ls gkFk /kks cSBksxsA eSus HkSloku 
pkSdh jksgrd jksM xksgkuk dks rqjUr fyf[kr njE;ku ls lwfpr fd;k ftl dk u-&55&5 Mh-&267&2021 
gS D;ksafd pedk eyk og ,fj;k] ih-,l- cjksnk HkSloku pkSadh ds {ks=kf/kdkj esa vkrk gS  vr% /kedh ds 
oDr eSa vdsyk FkkA 
6-  ;g fd vius thou dks [krjs esa ikdj eu izkFkhZ [kkuiqj ih-th-vkbZ- ,e-,l- ugha x;k vkSj 
viuk bykt vxys fnu ih-th-vkbZ- jksgrd ls djokus dk fu.kZ; fy;k vkSj ih-th-vkbZ- jksgrd pyk 
x;k tgka ij esa fnukad 27-07-2021 ls 28-07-2021 rd ,MfeV jgk vkSj viuk bykt djok;k MSUVy 
ltZu us esjk ,d nkar VqVss gksus ckjs viuh fjiksVZ nh ftl dk o.kZu fMlpktZ fjiksVZ es a gSA  
7-  ;g fd mDRk utk;t ekj fiVkbZ o dkuwu dks gkFk esa ysdj dkuwu o vius in dk nq:i;ksx 
deZthr ,l-,p-vks- Fkkuk lnj xksgkuk }kjk vius iqfyl LVkQ dh enn ls fd, tkus ckjs eu izkFkhZ us 
,d f”kdk;r ,l-ih- lksuhir dks nh A ftUgksaus ,-,l-ih- xksgkuk dks bl fo’k; esa dk;Zokgh dh fgnk;r 
gekjs lkeus nh ijUrq ,-,l-ih- xksgkuk }kjk vkt rd vf/kfuLFk deZpkjh gksus o Fkkuk/;{k o vU; LVkQ 
ds }kjk T;knrh fd, tkus ckjs dksbZ dk;Zokgh uk dhA vr% blA fnukad 29-07-2021 dks eu izkFkhZ mDr 
T;knrh dh lwpuk lekt o mPPk vf/kdkfj;ksa dks nh ftls ckjs dbZ v[kckjksa u U;wt ifCy”k dh o Vh-
oh- ij Hkh fn[kkbZ ijUrq ,-,l-ih- xksgkuk vkt rd uk dksbZ ,Q-vkbZ-vkj ntZ djokbZ vkSj u gh eukst 
dqekjh o LVkQ Fkkuk lnj ds fo:) dksbZ ,D”ku fy;k x;kA 
8- ;g fd bl uktk;t ;sbZ o deZthr }kjk dkuwu dks gkFk es ysus dh otg ls tks fudydj 
lkeus vkbZ og Hkh o.kZu djuk vfr vko”;d gSA eukst dqekjh MkbZojlh j.k/khj dqekj crkSj twfu;j 
ySDPkjj xkao eaq<ky ckM+kgsM+h fHkokuh@fglkj esa dk;Zjr gS rFkk cUthr nks’kh Hkh xkao eq<ky dk fuoklh 
gSA eukst dqekjh /khjt fuoklh ykB ds lkFk yho bu fjys”kuf”ki esa dbZ o’kkZsa ls jksgrd jg jgh Fkh 
ftl dk vc vkil esa fdlh ckr dks ysdj lEcU/kksa esa rdjkj Fkh bl nkSjku deZthr o eukst dqekjh 
ls ,d nj[kkLr ys yh vkSj ml nj[kkLr ij nokc cuk dj /khjt ls iqfyl deZpkjh Hkstdj tcjnLrh 
jsi dsl ntZ djus o 10 lky dh dSn dh /kedh nsdj jksgrd ls mBokdj udnh o tsojkr eukst 
dqekjh dks uktk;t ykHk nsus ds fy, fnyok fn, tcfd eukst dqekjh o /khjt jksgrd esa jgrs Fks RkFkk 
eukst dqekjh xkao enhuk dh Ckgrk crkbZ xbZ rFkk ek;dk [kkuiqj@gkalh xkao esa gS xksgkuk lnj dk 
dksbZ ekeyk uk gS D;ksafd fiNys 3 lky ls T;knk vlZs ls /khjt vius xkao esa dHkh x;k gh ughaA 
9- ;g fd izkFkhZ dh uktk;t fiVkbZ eu izkFkhZ dks Fkkuk lnj ds dejs esa o vkxau esa uktk;t dSn 
dj esjh bPNk ds fo:) uktk;t dSn dj deZthr nks’kh gky ,l-,p-vks- lnj xksgkuk v/khuLFk 
deZpkfj;ksa }kjk vius in dk nq:i;ksx djds esjh uktk;t fiVkbZ dh xbZ tks Fkkuk “kgj xksgkuk ds 
{ks=kf/kdkj esa vkrk gS vr% ,l-,p-vks- lnj xksgkuk o v/khuLFk deZpkjh ,l-,p-vks- lUrks’k o eukst 
dqekjh o vU; deZpkfj;ksa vkbZ-ih-lh- dh fofHkUu /kkjkvksa esa tqeZ fd;k gS tks dkfcys ltk gSA 
10- iqfyl v/khd{k lksuhir us ,l-,p-vks- deZthr ij dk;Zokgh djus dh ctk, mldks Fkkuk lj 
xksgkuk ,l-,p-vks- ls gVk dj tgka “kgj iqfyl Fkkuk xksgkuk ftlds {ks= esa ;g vijk/k gqvk o tgka 
tkap gksuh Fkh] mlh Fkkus dk ,l-,p-vks- fu;qDr dj fn;kA vr% ;g nj[kkLr cjk;s vko”;d dk;Zokgh 
nh tk jgh gSA 
 vr% izkFkZuk gS fd mDr deZthr nks’kh o ekust dqekjh o ,l-,p-vks- Fkkuk lnj xksgkuk o mlds 
vf/kuLFk deZpkjh ftUgksaus eq>s  uktk;t fiVkbZ ds fo:) ,Q-vkbZ-vkj- ntZ djok ltk fnyokbZ tk, 
rFkk rqjUr izHkko ls lLiS.M fd;k tk rkfd bUdokjh o bUofLVxslu dks izHkkfor uk dj ldsA 

/kU;okn lfgrA 
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 The Petition/Representation was placed before the Committee in its 
meeting held on 21.09.2021 and the Committee considered the same and 
decided that said petition/representation be sent to the concerned department 
for sending their comments/reply within a period of 10 days. The Committee 
orally examined the departmental representatives & petitioner/ applicant in its 
meeting held on 12.10.2021. After discussed the matter, the Committee 
observed that the matter sent to the State Police Complaints Authority for 
inquiry & submit the inquiry report to the Committee within two months. The 
Committee received inquiry report from the concerned department, which 
reads as under: - 
 

To  

The Secretary, 
Haryana Vidhan Sabha, Chandigarh. 

  

 No.1032/SPCA    dated 18.04.2022 

 

Subject:- Complaint no- 105/SPT/SPCA/2021 dated 20-9-2021 made 
by Shri Suraj Mor s/o Shri Suraj Bhan Mor R/o Surya Garden 
Marak, Gohana (Sonepat). 

  The complaint of Shri Suraj Mor s/o Shri Suraj Bhan Mor was got 
inquired through Superintendent of Police, Sonipat. Later on the case was 
personally heard by the Authority by summoning both the parties. Para in view 
of the facts and circumstances brought on the file by both the parties, the 
Authority has come to the conclusion that there was violation of basic 
Principles of liberty, justice, fairness and breach of all laid down procedures. 
Inspector Karamjit Singh then SHO Gohana abused his powers used physical 
force to commit excesses and beat Suraj Mor who had no FIR or DDR pending 
against him and was only a visitor in the Police Station. The charge of 
drunkenness on part of Suraj Mor does not stand proven. But even if he felt 
that Suraj Mor was under the influence of liquor it does not give right to Police 
to use force or to beat him or to detain him. Moreover, as an SHO he has to 
take responsibility for all the happenings alongwith others. 

  Therefore, the Authority recommends suspension and strict 
departmental action against Inspector Karamjit Singh, SHO, the then PS Sadar 
Gohana for using unwarranted use of force and misuse of his powers. Any 
other action which the Government deems fit and proper in the circumstances 
of the case, may also be taken 

 The detailed orders passed by the Authority dated 7-3-2022 are enclosed 
herewith. 
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BEFORE THE STATE POLICE COMPLAINT AUTHORITY, HARYANA AT 
CHANDIGARH 

       Complaint No- 105 of 2021 

       Date of Decision 07-03-2022 

 

Suraj Mor    ...............  Complainant 

Versus 

Karamjit Singh  ...............   Respondents 

 

CORAM: 

Mrs. NAVRAJ SANDHU, CHAIRPERSON 

Sh. K.K. MISHRA, MEMBER 

Sh. R.C. VERMA, MEMBER 

Present: 1. Suraj Mor along with his wife Mrs. Meenakshi. 

  2. Sh. Karamjit Singh, SHO Gohana with counsel 

Sh. Ankit Bishnoi, Advocate 

ORDER 

1.  Complainant Sh Suraj Mor filed the instant complaint dated 20.09.2021. 
As per allegations. Sh. Suraj Mor complainant and Jai Bhagwan accompanied 
Dheeraj to Sadar Police Station on 26.7.2021 as Dheeraj was called by police 
officers of Police Station Sadar Gohana regarding a complaint filed by Smt 
Manoj Kumari L/ASI Smt Santosh took Dheeraj in her room and he & Jai 
Bhagwan were standing in the verandah of the police station. According to the 
complainant, Inspector Karamjit Singh approached them and asked them the 
reason for standing there and when complainant replied addressing Inspector 
SHO as Bhai Sahib, Inspector Karamjit Singh started beating him saying as to 
how you dared to address me "Bhai Sahib". On hearing noise other police 
personnel came and the Inspector ordered them to beat him. They took him in 
a room and he was beaten mercilessly. Due to the beating, there were several 
injury marks on the body of the complainant and one of his teeth was also 
broken After that he was taken to Civil Hospital by 5 police officials for general 
and alcohol medical. After medical examination from the Civil Hospital, 
Gohana. He was again taken to police station where brother of the complainant 
and his other friends also reached and he was handed over to his brother and 
friends late night. He along with his brother went to the Civil Hospital, Gohana 
for medical treatment and for getting a MLR. MLR was done and he was also 
referred to Medical College, Khanpur for further treatment. He alone reached 
Medical College, Khanpur where 4 police officials were present in a Santro car 
without number and threatened him. Accordingly, he decided to approach 
PGIMS, Rohtak, where he was admitted on 27.7.2021 and was discharged on 
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28.7.2021. He submitted written complaint against SHO and Manoj Kumari to 
SP, Sonepat and ASP,  Gohana but no action was taken against them. 
Complainant has annexed copy of MLR recorded by doctor of Civil Hospital,  
Gohana at 11:05 P.M. dated 26.7.2021 and Copy of treatment at PGIMS, 
Rohtak 

      Allegations made by the Complainant are; 

vi) He was illegally detained on 26.07.2021 by Sh. Karamjit Singh SHO 
and others at PS Sadar Gohana. 

vii) He was beaten up mercilessly. He had committed no offence but 
accompanied a friend of his who was called by the SHO. 

viii) After beating him they took him to the local Hospital for medical for 
intoxication, though he had not taken any alcohol. 

ix) Due to merciless beating, there were several injury marks on the 
body his and one of his teeth was also broken. 

x) He has approached this Authority for lodging an FIR against SHO and 
other. 

 After hearing the complainant on 25.10.2021, this Authority directed to 
Inspector Karamjeet Singh SHO, Police Station Sadar Gohana to be present 
along with relevant record on the next date of hearing i.e. 27.11.2021. 

2.  As per the MLR of Government Hospital, Gohana, which was reported in 
presence of brother and one another friend of the complainant doctor has 
recorded six injuries which are described in the statement of Dr Harish Garg, 
Medical Officer, Civil Hospital, Gohana, Discharge card of PGIMS, Rohtak shows 
that the complainant was admitted and discharged on same day i.e. 
28.07.2021, whereas complainant has submitted in the complaint that he was 
admitted on 27.07.2021. On the discharge card dated 28.07.2021, doctor has 
recorded "not for medico legal purpose only for treatment purpose". 

3.  The complaint was got enquired from SP Sonipat, who submitted his 
report vide memo no 35670/1P dated 24.09.2021. As per report of SP 
Sonepat, opinion in MLR HKI/2021/94 Dated 26.07.2021, was taken from the 
doctor who reported that possibility of sustaining injury 1 to 5 due to fall from 
height cannot be ruled out and no injury was found of the body of the 
complainant Suraj. Eye witness Raj Kumar has stated that he was present in 
the Sadar Police Station on 26.07.2021, he noticed that a person was speaking 
in loud voice and he was under intoxication. He abused police officials and was 
threatening to get them suspended from the service. He was speaking his 
name as Suraj Mor, No beatings were given to the complainant. The time when 
the complainant submitted his report Inspector Karamjeet Singh, was at village 
Saragthal and the complainant could not submit any proof regarding Santro car 
used by police officials who threated the complainant. Medical of the 
complainant was got conducted from civil hospital by ASI Jagbir Singh, 
regarding consumption of alcohol and general condition. Doctor has reported at 
6:52 P.M. in medical report for alcohol "smell of alcohol coming from mouth 
and breathe-sample of blood taken for alcohol examination and handed over to 
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police". Doctor has reported at 6:55 P.M. in the medical examination as "no 
fresh mark of injury seen". Complainant mis-behaved with SPO Rajbir at the 
gate of police station Sadar Gohana. Complainant tendered his written apology 
to ASI, Jagbir Singh and accordingly he was handed over to his brother 
Ravinder Mor ASI, Jagbir Singh has been issued with a show cause notice for 
not recording this incident in DDR. The allegations could not be proved. 
Inspector Karamjit Singh produced L/ASI Santosh Kumari, ASI Jagbir Singh, 
Sh. Ajay and Sh. Raj Kumar in his evidence. 

4.  The complainant was heard who reiterated his version of the complaint. 
He produced Sh. Dheeraj and Sh. Jai Bhagwan as his witnesses. Statement of 
Shri Dheeraj was recorded, who supported the version of complaint of Sh Suraj 
Mor and stated that he was called by SHO at about 02:30 P.M. on the 
complaint of Smt. Manoj Kumari (live in partner). At about 03:00 P.M. he 
received a phone of L/ASI Smt. Santosh to report to police station. He along 
with Jai Bhagwan and Suraj Mor reached police station Sadar Gohana at 06:00 
P.M. L/ASI Santosh asked him to sit in her room where Smt. Manoj Kumari was 
already present. Suraj Mor and Jai Bhagwan were standing outside the 
verandah.  When Suraj Mor addressed SHO as "Bhai Sahib”, SHO started 
beating Suraj Some other police officials came and took Suraj Mor in a room 
and beat him. After sometime they took Suraj in the open lawn and gave 
beatings by sticks. L/ASI Santosh asked him to comply with demands of Smt. 
Manoj Kumari or he will be put behind bar for 10 years. She asked to hand 
over all jewellary and scooty to Smt. Manoj Kumari, HC Sandeep Hooda 
accompanied him and jewellary & scooty was handed over to Smt. Manoj 
Kumari. He requested action against SHO Karamjit Singh for giving beatings to 
Suraj Mor. 

5.  Statement of Jai Bhagwan was also recorded, who corroborated the 
version of the complainant and supported the statement as was made by Sh. 
Dheeraj that Suraj Mor was given merciless beatings by the SHO, without any 
fault of his. 

6.  Inspector Karamjit Singh recorded his statement before the Authority on 
29.11.2021 and also placed on record complaint dated 26.7.2021 of Manoj 
Kumari, statement dated 26.7.2021 of Dheeraj, statement dated 26.7.2021 of 
Ajay s/o Ranbir, statement dated 26.7.2021 of Raj Kumar s/o Ram Dhan, copy 
of FIR No 264 dated 26.7.2021. Inspector Karamjit Singh stated that 
complainant (Smt. Manoj Kumari) met him at the gate of police station- He 
asked her to submit a written complaint. It was reported by her that Dheeraj 
s/o Balbir R/o Village Lath has done a wrong act with her and also threatened 
her not to report to anyone. The SHO asked her to submit a written complaint 
to L/ASI, Santosh Kumari. After that he got busy in official work. In the 
evening, the written complaint of Smt. Manoj Kumari was given to L/ASI, 
Santosh Kumari, in front of him and he marked to L/ASI, Santosh for action as 
per rules. As per his statement after sometime SHO, Karamjit Singh heard 
noise from the gate and he saw that one person was arguing with the SPO, 
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Rajbir in loud voice and he was unable to stand SPO, Rajbir told that he is 
Suraj Mor and he (Suraj Mor) has manhandled him (SPO) and threatened him 
that he will get the SPO suspended. ASI Jagbir, HC Pawan, HC Jasbir also 
reached there. Some people from the public were also present there. He 
ordered SPO on duty to get the medical of Suraj Mor done and to take action 
as per law. After sometime he got information of an occurrence of murder at 
Village Sargthal and he proceeded for the spot of incident and returned back to 
the police station late in the night. L/ASI Santosh intimated him on next date 
i.e. 27.07.21 that there was dispute between Manoj Kumari and Dheeraj over 
cash and jewellary, which was settled by the two themselves. Therefore, it was 
not entered in DDR and Manoj Kumari had withdrawn her complaint. 

 ASI Jagbir intimated that as per the medical report of Suraj Mor, doctor 
of Government hospital, Gohana has reported, "smell of alcohol coming from 
mouth and breath-sample of blood taken for alcohol examination and handed 
over to police". "No fresh mark of injury seen". ASI Jagbir also told that after 
they returned from the medical examination, Ravinder Mor, brother of the 
complainant and one another person were also present in the police station. 
Suraj Mor tendered apology and he was then handed over to his brother 
Ravinder Mor because Suraj Mor was under influence of liquor. 

7.  He has admitted that he is from Village Mundhal and Manoj Kumari is 
from Village Bandaheri, which comes under Distt. Bhiwani & Hisar respectively. 
He had no connection/relation with Manoj Kumari nor did he know about the 
complainant before the alleged incident- He requested that doctor of 
Government Hospital, SPO Rajbir, Raj Kumar S/o Ram Dhan, Manoj Kumari 
and her brother Pawan may be called as witnesses. He also stated that Dheeraj 
has filed a complaint (Istghasha) titled as Dheeraj v/s Karamjit before the 
court of Shri Sachin Yadav, SDJM, Gohana wherein the allegations levelled by 
the complainant Suraj Mor in the instant complaint are also under 
consideration. He had joined enquiry conducted by Smt. Nikita Khattar, IPS, 
ASP, Gohana and Shri Gorakhpal Rana, HPS, DSP, Hqrs. Rohtak in two 
different inquiries. Both the inquiries have been filed being devoid of merits. 

8.  In his statement he denied that he had beaten Suraj Mor, and also that 
he forcibly got jewellary etc. handed over from Dheeraj to Manoj Kumari. All 
action has been taken as per rules. He also named the persons present on the 
spot. 

9. Inspector Karamjit Singh submitted an application received in this 
Authority on 21.02.2022 praying for stay of proceedings in this complaint 
before this Authority. It has been stated that the allegations are not covered 
under section 65 of Police Act 2007 and complaint is not maintainable. It was 
further submitted that complainant witness of present matter i.e. Dheeraj has 
filed a criminal complaint u/s 156(3) of Cr. PC before Judicial Magistrate, 
Gohana titled as Dheeraj V/s Karamjit and cognizance has been taken by the 
court. Therefore, the bar created under the proviso to Section 65(1) of 
Haryana Police Act, 2007 comes into place which states that no anonymous, 
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synonymous, pseudonymous complaints shall be entertained. He has referred a 
judgment passed by the Hon'ble Punjab & Haryana High Court in CWP No 
12601 of 2015 titled as Ranjit Singh Bhatt v/s Union of India. 

10.  Inspector Karamjit Singh has placed on record copy of report of SP, 
Rohtak and copy of Istghasha Case No. 16/2021 titled as Dheeraj V/s Karamjit 
Singh pending in the court of Sachin Yadav, ACJ(SD)-cum-SDJM,  Gohana u/s 
420, 120B,  500,  342,  389,  166,  506,  200,  211, 118 IPC. He has 
submitted that inquiry on , the same matter has already been conducted by 
SP, Rohtak dated 20.09.2021 as well as SP, Sonepat dated 24.09.2021 and 
matter has been filed. He has further submitted that the complainant namely 
Shri Dheeraj has filed Ishtgasha in the court of SDJM, Gohana and matter of 
the instant complaint is also part of the Ishtgasha. The only difference is name 
of the complainant before the court of SDJM, Gohana Suraj Mor is the 
complainant before this Authority and Dheeraj is witness whereas Dheeraj is 
complainant and Suraj Mor is witness in the above said Ishtgasha. He has 
requested that complaint before the Authority be filed in view of the pending 
Ishtgasha before the court of SDJM, Gohana. 

11.  L/ASI Santosh Kumari recorded her statement before the Authority on 
29.11.2021. She stated that she is posted as investigating officer at Police 
Station Sadar, Gohana. Smt. Manoj Kumari, alongwith her brother reached the 
Police Station on 26.07.2021 and orally reported that Dheeraj resident of 
Village Lath has made physical relationship by force and has grabbed her cash 
and jewelry. On asking she submitted a written complaint against Dheeraj at 
about 5.30/6.00 pm. She presented a complaint before Inspector Karamjeet 
Singh who directed her to act as per law. In the meantime, Dheeraj reached 
police station. Dheeraj and Manoj Kumari discussed the matter regarding cash 
and jewellery and they reached a compromise in writing. Hence, no FIR was 
lodged that day. She told the whole incident to SHO next day i.e. 27.07.2021. 
She had no connection with Manoj Kumari, before that day. She had done her 
duty with honestly and fairly. She has not called Suraj to police station. She 
heard a noise from gate and came to know that Suraj Mor was arguing with 
police official on gate duty. She has also got recorded her statement before 
ASP Gohana, and DSP Headquarter Rohtak. She has already been punished by 
the then SP Sonipat. Dheeraj has filed a case before the court of Gohana and 
she had been impleaded as a party. 

12. ASI, Jagbir Singh recorded his statement before the authority on 
21.11.2021 and has stated that he was on SDO duty at PS Sadar Gohana, on 
26.07.2021. He heard noise from gate around 5.00/5.30 pm and saw that 
Suraj was arguing in loud voice with SPO Rajbir no. 308. He was unable to 
stand properly. At that time, Inspector Karamjeet Singh, HC Pawan and HC 
Jasbir Singh and other private persons were present. SPO Rajbir told that Suraj 
Mor was threatening him. Inspector Karamjeet Singh, asked him to get medical 
examination of Suraj Mor conducted. He got the medical examination of Suraj 
Mor conducted at Govt. Hospital. In the medical doctor at 6:52 pm reported 
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Smell of alcohol coming from mouth and breath Sample of blood taken for 
alcohol examination and handed over to police". In the MLR medical doctor at 
6.55 pm reported "No fresh mark of injury seen". After that they returned to 
police station where Devender Mor, brother of Suraj Mor was already present. 
On tendering written apology by Suraj Mor,  he was handed over to his brother 
because he had taken a lot of liquor. No kind of beating was given to Suraj Mor 
in the police station and no injury mark was there He has also got recorded his 
statement before ASP Gohana and DSP Headquarter Rohtak. He has already 
been punished by the then SP Sonipat. Dheeraj has filed a case before the 
court of Gohana and he had been implead as party. 

13.  Sh. Ajay s/o Sh. Ranbir Singh R/o village Ishapur Kheri PS Baroda 
recorded his statement before the authority on 29.11.2021. He stated that he 
is employed in Bijli Board Pillukhera and was present at police station Sadar 
Gohana alongwith Sh. Joginder Malik on 26.07.2021. He was standing outside 
the thana and saw three persons reaching police station in a vehicle. He 
noticed that driver of the vehicle was unable to walk. Two persons went inside 
the police station and driver without parking the vehicle at proper place, was 
going inside the police station and argued with the police officials on duty at 
the gate of police station. He noticed that he was drunk and smell of alcohol 
was coming from his mouth. He was threatening the police officials that he will 
got them suspended. Some police officials and public persons reached there. 
Police officials were talking to get medical examination done and after some 
time they took Suraj Mor for medical. No police official gave beatings to Suraj 
Mor. Next day he read the news regarding beating given to Suraj Mor in the 
news paper. He gave his statement before police officers accordingly. 

14.  Sh. Raj Kumar s/o Sh. Ramdhan R/o Village Lath recorded his statement 
before the authority on 29.11.2021. He has stated that he is a kabaddi player 
and was present in the Police Station Sadar Gohana on 26.07.2021. in 
connection with theft at the Govt. School of his village. When he was sitting in 
the varandha one person was arguing in loud voice with the police official on 
duty at main gate. He was threatening police official that he will get himself 
suspended. In the meantime some police official and public person reached at 
the main gate. Police officials were talking regarding medical examination of 
Suraj Mor after some time they took Surja Mor for medical examination in 
police vehicle. Suraj Mor was arguing in loud voice with police official under the 
influence of liquor. No kind of beating was given by any police official to Suraj 
Mor. Next day he read a news article in the newspaper that beatings were 
given to Suraj Mor. He has recorded his statement before police officials to tell 
the truth. Suraj Mor and Dheeraj approached him and requested to change the 
statement but he refused. 

15.  Dr. Harish Garg medical officer Govt. Hospital, Gohana recorded his 
statement before the authority on 02.02.2022. He has stated that on 
26.07.2021 he was on night duty at Sub Division Hospital, Gohana as Casualty 
Medical Officer and on the same date i.e. 26.07.2021 ASI Jagbir Singh from PS 
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Sadar Gohana brought Suraj Mor S/o Surajbhan Mor for medical examinations 
at about 6:52 P.M. During the course of examination, he noticed smell of 
alcohol coming from mouth and breath of Suraj Mor. Sample of blood was 
taken and handed over to police. He also stated that at about 6:55 PM, there 
was no external mark of injury on the body of Suraj Mor and all the findings 
were accordingly recorded by him on the same day i.e. July 26, 2021. Suraj 
Mor came along with Navneet and Balbir for self medical examination at about 
11:05 PM. with alleged history of assault and he found following 
observations/injuries on his body:- 

vi) Complain of pain upper right jaw. 
vii) Diffuse pain over bilateral scapular area of back. 
viii) Complain of pain over right hip area. 
ix) Diffuse swelling over right side of face. 
x) Complain of pain over left testicular area. 

16.  Dr. Harish Garg further stated that for injury No. (i & iv) patient was 
advised dental opinion and for injury No. (ii & v). Surgeon opinion and injury 
No (iii) Ortho opinion and referred him to Khanpur Medical College From the 
above findings, excluding injury No iv, rest all injuries were recorded as per 
symptoms of subject and there was no obvious external injury. He has also 
stated that at about 7:00 P.M. there was no external mark of injury and all 
these injuries have been recorded at the second time of medical examination 
at 11:05 P.M. All the findings were duly recorded in MLR No HKI/2021/94 
dated July 26, 2021. On 06.09.2021,  an application was received from Addl.  
Superintendent of Police,  Gohana for providing opinion regarding injuries 
mentioned in MLR No- HKI/2021/94 dated July 26, 2021 for which he opined 
that possibility of sustained injuries No. (I to V)  by fall from height cannot 
ruled out. This has also been duly recorded. He further stated that all the 
opinion/findings given by him are free from any influence and being a 
responsible Medical Officer; the findings mentioned above are true. When 
asked as to how much time an internal injury takes to get reflected externally 
as swelling or discoloration etc, he stated takes at least 40 minutes. 

17.  Inspector, Karamjeet Singh, through his counsel Sh. Ankit Bishnoi 
Advocate, cross examined Suraj Mor, Dheeraj and Jai Bhagwan and the same 
is taken on record. 

18.  On written request of Suraj Mor dated 17.02.2022 call details of 
Inspector Karamjeet Singh, ASI Jagbir and Manoj Kumari and locations of 
Karamjeet Singh were called. As per CDR, there are 11 calls between Inspector 
Karamjit Singh and Smt. Manoj Kumari from 24.7.2021 to 27.7.2021. As per 
locations details up & to 2012 hours on 26.07.2021 location was at PS Sadar 
Gohana and at 2017 hours on 26.7.2021. Inspector Karamjit Singh was at 
Village Kheri Damkan. After that he was at Village Sargthal/Baratha up & to 
2207 hours. 

19. On written request Inspector Karamjit Singh was heard on 7.3.2022 and 
he submitted a written statement before the Authority and the same is taken 
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on record wherein he has re-emphasized his stand and version as already 
taken by him. He produced Smt. Manoj Kumari as his witness. 

20. Smt. Manoj Kumari also recorded her statement before the Authority on 
7.3.2022. She has stated that the contents of attached affidavit may be 
treated as her statement. As per the affidavit, Dheeraj has harassed her and 
threatened her of dire consequences if she files complaint against him and his 
friend Suaj Mor. Suraj Mor is mixed up with Dheeraj. She was present at Police 
Station Sadar Gohana on 26.7.2021 in connection with complaint against 
Dheeraj. Dheeraj, Suraj and one another person reached police station in the 
evening. She saw Suraj Mor screaming at the police guard standing outside 
and he was taking names of well known politicians and threatened that he will 
get all staff suspended. Suraj Mor was heavily drunk and under influence of 
alcohol and he became extremely angry when he was denied entry into the 
police station by the Guard. He used abusive language for police personnel 
present there. Dheeraj and Suraj Mor are one and same person with regard to 
criminal acts. They have threatened her and they have filed false complaints 
against her. Suraj Mor has filed false complaints against police personnel 
before State Police Complaint Authority. Dheeraj and Suraj Mor have also filed 
a criminal complaint before Judicial Magistrate, Gohana on same set of facts 
and circumstances and she is a party by name. 

21.  The complainant (Suraj Mor) submitted that the witnesses produced by 
Inspector Karamjit Singh have given their statements under pressure of 
Inspector Karamjit Singh and other police officials of PS Sadar, Gohana. 

22. We have given a thoughtful consideration to the complaint and the 
documents as well as evidence produced on the file. Admittedly Shri Suraj Mor, 
complainant has gone to the police station with Dheeraj to drop the latter at 
police station. As per the complainant and his witnesses Suraj Mor was given 
merciless beatings at the hands of Inspector Karamjit Singh and by his staff on 
the directions of the SHO Karamjit Singh. The version of Inspector Karamjit 
Singh, L/ASI Santosh, ASI Jagbir and the other witnesses is that Suraj Mor was 
not given beating by anyone in the Police Station. 

23. The assertions as raised by Karamjit Singh, Inspector and supported by 
his witnesses that Suraj Mor was heavily drunk has not been proved. Though 
the doctor has recorded at 6:52 P.M. "Smell of alcohol coming from the mouth 
and  breath of Suraj Mor in the MLR, yet there is no report of blood which 
verifies this and the extent of alcohol. Sample of  blood was taken and handed 
over to the police”. If the sample of blood was taken as stated by the Doctor in 
his statement, then why the same was not got tested/examined by the police. 
The doctor in his statement clearly stated that the blood sample was handed 
over to police. Merely recording that there was a smell of alcohol coming from 
mouth of Suraj Mor does not prove that he was heavily drunk. Secondly, the 
issue is what was his offence? Was he physically assaulting a police official or 
was he noting in a public place? If he had committed any offence why FIR was 
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not registered against Suraj Mor? There is no FIR and report in the DDR of the 
Police Station. 

24.  According to Suraj Mor,  Inspector Karamjit got provoked  when he called 
him 'Bhai Sahib’ and he was beaten up to  serve as a demonstrative effect to 
Dheeraj. MLR was done by the doctor at 6.00 pm at Govt. Hospital, which did 
not indicate any fresh marks of physical injury. When the doctor appeared 
before the Authority, he was asked marks of physical beating appear 
immediately. He admitted that injuries can take about 45 minutes to be 
reflected physically. Therefore, it is possible that some injuries could not be 
clearly seen by the Doctor at that time. However MLR done by the same doctor 
at 11 pm, indicate four injuries and reference which establishes that Suraj Mor 
was beaten up by the police. The sequence of events shows that Suraj Mor was 
released from the police station around 10.02 pm. Therefore, all evidence 
suggests that the injury was caused during his detention in the police station. 
According to him he went home and sought advice from friends and went to 
get MLR which was done at 11.00 P.M. Second MLR by the same doctor at 
11:05 PM shows 5 injuries and reference to Medical College. 

25. Inspector Karamjit Singh has stated that the report of PGI dated 
28/1/2020 says that is for purposes of medical treatment only. Nonetheless it 
is a fact that he was treated at PGIMS, Rohtak for the dental injury. However, 
it does prove that he went to PGIMS] Rohtak for treatment on reference of 
Doctor Harish on 26.7.2020 night to Medical College Khanpur Kalan. Though 
the complainant did not reach Medical College, Khanpur Kalan because as per 
his statement he was threatened by four persons in Santro car, which he 
reported in chowki that night. Besides, as per his statement he took up the 
matter with the District SP on 27th July itself. 

26. Inspector Karamjit Singh has also produced a second opinion of the same 
Doctor. However, it was done much later after the complainant had already 
made complaints. This shows that the case was not dealt by laid down 
procedure and reflects deliberate attempt to bypass law. Secondly it does not 
seem to be relevant as there is no evidence to suggest anything of that nature. 
It is only an interpretation and that seems to help the accused. It is an attempt 
deflects the matter. When the query was put to SHO regarding installation of 
CCTV cameras in police station it was surprising to know that there were no 
CCTV cameras installed in the PS which could have been the best evidence on 
the part of the SHO to rebut the allegations of the complaint. As per the report 
of SP, Sonepat CCTV cameras installed in the police station were not in working 
condition. 

27. It is also surprising to note that on the complaint of Smt. Manoj Kumari 
which contained serious charges like rape on which Dheeraj was called, no FIR 
was lodged. Further, the whole matter was settled with 3&4 hours. 

28.  Statement of witnesses of the complainant namely Jai Bhagwan and 
Dheeraj alleged beatings were given to Suraj Mor, by the Inspector and others 
while statement of police Inspector ASI Jagbir, Santosh Kumari, Manoj Kumari 
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and 3  others deny any such occurrence. The independent witnesses Ajay & Raj 
Kumar produced by SHO Karamjit said that beatings were not given in their 
presence. They have signed identical statements which they told had been 
procured from them. Here it is important to note the two independent 
witnesses produced by police state that they did not witness any beating but 
read about it in the newspaper next morning. 

29. Statement of Smt. Manoj Kumari that she saw Suraj Mor in a drunken 
position, who was arguing at the gate with the sentry/police officials is 
incorrect because she was sitting with L/ASI Santosh Kumari in a room and 
how could she see this all happening at the gate. 

30. The SHO Inspector Karamjit Singh and ASI Jagbir Singh stated that Suraj 
Mor was released at about 10:30 P.M. after he submitted an apology However, 
the apology letter produced by the police and is on record is dated 27.7.2021 
one day after the incident Suraj Mor has also alleged that the signature on the 
letter are not his. When seen with bare eyes, the signatures do not seem 
match with his. This shows that police tried to place this doubtful document/ 
paper to cover their story after Suraj Mor had complained the next day to the 
SP of the District. 

31. The counsel for Inspector Karamjit Singh while putting forth his 
arguments tried to suggest that Suraj Mor had deliberately got second MLR 
done to frame the police. The question is why would he do that? Why would he 
run pillar to post after the incident unless he was truly aggrieved. The counsel 
also emphasized that Manoj Kumari and Suraj Mor had met each and were in 
contact. However, during the hearing neither Manoj Kumari nor police could 
establish that there is any evidence of their having met earlier or called each 
other on phone. Moreover, this issue is irrelevant and has no bearing on the 
issue in the complaint. 

32. Inspector Karamjit Singh had requested that matter be stayed by the 
Authority as an application has been moved by Dheeraj dated 20.8.2021 in 
court of SDJM, Gohana. However, the application has been moved by Dheeraj 
and not Suraj Mor about his own issue. Therefore, the Authority is not 
debarred from hearing the complaint. The complaint has taken up his own 
cause and grievance and not that of Dheeraj. Therefore, the Authority is within 
its jurisdiction to hear the case. 

33. An important issue of jurisdiction of Police Station Sadar Gohana has 
been raised by Suraj Mor. It has been noted that police station Sadar Gohana 
is located in jurisdiction of Police station Gohana City. Therefore, any offence 
committed in its location should have been referred to City Thana and by that 
logic in case of Suraj Mor who allegedly was drunk and was arguing with the 
police personnel at the gate should have been referred to City Thana. 

34. Since there was no DDR or complaint or a FIR against Suraj Mor what 
was the need to keep him in police station till 10 pm. What was his offence? It 
raises important issue of illegal detention, which has been proven. 
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35. The statement of the Inspector Karamjit Singh says that he was present 
in the police station for a short time only and had given directions to ASI Jagbir 
for getting a medical done and marked the case complaint of Manoj Kumari to 
ASI Santosh Kumari and had left the station is not correct because the call 
details show that he was very much present at the police station throughout till 
8:12 pm. Shri Karamjit Singh said that he does not know Manoj Kumari and 
that prior to date of the incident he had not been in touch with her. However, 
the call records show that there was exchange of calls between them earlier to 
the date of occurrence also. Admittedly she is from his native village Lath. 
Therefore, the misstatement of facts before the Authority that he was not in 
touch with her and did not know her is very serious. He conceded later after 
the call records were received that since she was from his village, she had 
spoken with her with reference to some known persons. This also proves that 
there was a hurry to settle the case of Manoj Kumari and Dheeraj. Moreover, 
as per statement of Inspector Karamjit, Manoj Kumari and her brother met him 
outside the police station in the afternoon of 26.7.2021 and he asked her to 
submit her complaint in the police station. Also, as per his statement, the 
written complaint was submitted at 6.00 P.M. in the evening time. However, it 
is strange that the phone call was made at 2.30/3.00 pm by L/ASI Santosh 
Kumari to Dheeraj to come to the police station regarding a complaint against 
him. 

36. As per report of SP, Sonepat dated 24.9.2021, Sh. Jagbir  Singh, ASI & 
L/ASI Santosh were issued show cause notice in connection with the 
complaints of Sh. Suraj Mor and Manoj Kumari and give warning to be careful 
for irregularities. The later event of sending a constable with Dheeraj to get his 
valuables and settlement of the complaint by the evening i.e. within a very 
short period is not a normal functioning of a police station. The chain of events 
does not show that the case was handled as per procedure of law. The fact that 
the disciplinary action by Police Department was taken against ASI Jagbir 
Singh and Santosh Kumari proves this. 

37.  Inspector Karamjit Singh has said in his statement that he has marked 
the complaint of Manoj Kumari to L/ASI Santosh Kumari and directed ASI 
Jagbir to deal with the issue of Suraj Mor and he is not aware of the outcome 
of these two directions. It seems to be an attempt to put responsibility on his 
juniors and thus save him from the consequences. His argument that he is only 
a supervisory authority is only a lameexcuse He has to accountable for all 
happenings at PS. He tried to project that he was away the whole day is not 
correct. Karamjit Singh made a statement before the Authority that he had 
received a call at about 7.30 PM about a murder having taken place and he had 
left at 7.30 PM However, this is also not true because the call records say that 
he was very much present till 8.12 P.M. and the time of occurrence of murder 
is 7.30 P.M. itself. Authority has taken serious note of misstatement of facts 
before it which casts an adverse reflection on his conduct and amounts to 
misconduct. 
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38. So, keeping in view all the circumstances as explained above, the 
Authority has come to the conclusion that there was violation of basic 
principles of liberty, justice, fairness and breach of all laid down procedures. 
Inspector Karamjit Singh, then SHO Gohana abused his powers, used physical 
force to commit excesses and beat Suraj Mor, who had no FIR or DDR pending 
against him and was only a visitor in the police station. The charge of 
drunkenness on part of Suraj Mor does not stand proven but even if he felt 
that he was under the influence of liquor, yet it gave no right to Police to use 
force or to beat him or to detain him. Moreover, as an SHO, he has to take 
responsibility for all the happenings along with others. 

39. Therefore, the Authority recommends suspension and strict departmental 
action against Shri Karamjit Singh, SHO Inspector, the then PS Sadar Gohana 
for using unwarranted use of force and misuse of his powers. Any other action, 
which the Government deems fit and proper in the circumstances of the case, 
may also be taken. 

 

   Sd        Sd          Sd 
R.C. Verma   K.K. Mishra        Mrs. Navraj Sandhu 
Member    Member  Chairperson 

 The inquiry report submitted by the department is placed before the 
Committee in its meeting held on 28.06.2022. After detailed discussion, the 
Committee satisfied with the inquiry report and decided that the petition/ 
representation is disposed off.  

  

13. PETITION/REPRESENTATION RECEIVED FROM MRS. LOVELY, 
HOUSE NO. 84 GREEN ENCLAVE, DAUN DISTRICT SAS NAGAR 
(MOHALI) REGARDING REQUEST FOR INVESTIGATION INTO THE 
SCAMS OF ANOOP KUMAR GACHLI, DISTRICT MANAGER, 
HARYANA AGRO INDUSTRIES, BAY 15-20 SECTOR 4, 
PANCHKULA, WHICH READS AS UNDER: -     

To 

 The Hon’ble Speaker, 
 Haryana Vidhan Sabha, 
 Chandigarh. 

Sub: - Request for investigation into the scams of Anoop Kumar Gachli, 
District Manager, Haryana Agro Industries, Bay 15-20 Sector 4, 
Panchkula. 

Sir, 

 I am Mrs Lovely R/o #84, Green Enclave, Daun SAS Nagar (Mohali). I 
am wife of Shri Anoop Kumar Gachli who is working as District Manager, 
Haryana Agro Industries, Bay 15-20, Sector 4, Panchkula. 
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2. Mr Anoop Kumar Gachli is a corrupt officer. He is involved in scams 
amounting to about 10 crores of rupees. He had been in Ambala jail for about 
3-4 months. He has remained District Manager in various districts of Haryana 
e.g. Ambala, Panipat, Barwala, Jind, Sirsa, Gurgaon, Kurukshetra. He has been 
taking bribe every where and he has done many scams there. 

3. FIR No. 344 dated 26.12.2015 u/s 406, 420 IPC was registered against 
Mr Ganchli in Police Station Naraingarh (Ambala) for embezzlement/ criminal 
breach trust of paddy while he was district manager Haryana Agro Industries 
Corporation Ambala City. This case is under trial in Court after challan. 

4. Another FIR No. 205 dated 04.09.2018 u/s 406, 420 IPC was also 
registered against him at Police Station Ambala Sadar. It was lodged by the 
Haryana Agro Industries Corporation for paddy scams. This matter is still 
pending in Crime Branch Haryana. 

5. A large number of other criminal cases are pending investigation against 
Mr Gachli. 

6. The Departmental had suspended Mr Gachli, but he has been reinstated 
into service.  

7. The Conduct Rules/Punishment and Appeal Rules in this connection are 
very clear. A Government servant against whom criminal cases are pending in 
the Court cannot be reinstated into Government Service. But due to his corrupt 
nature, Mr Gachli managed every thing and was reinstated into service with 
the result that he is still indulging in his corrupt practices, making huge 
properties in his name and in other names. 

8. There is no doubt that a corrupt officer of such a rank cannot be allowed 
to remain in Government service. But the officers are managed and he is 
working as such in spite of the fact that a large number of FIRs/Criminal cases 
are pending against Mr Gachli. 

9. I have repeatedly made detailed complaints to the Chief Secretary, 
Government of Haryana, but no action seems to have been taken against Mr 
Gachli so far due to his political influence. 

10 You are, therefore, requested to please enquire into the matter as how Mr 
Gahli is reinstated into service and has been allowed to function as a District 
Manager. 

 I look to an early response. 

 Thanking you, 
  

Yours faithfully, 
 

-Sd- 
(Mrs Lovely) 

# 84, Green Enclave, 
Daun District SAS Nagar (Mohali) 
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 The Petition/Representation was placed before the Committee in its 
meeting held on 17.12.2019 and the Committee considered the same and 
decided that said petition/representation be sent to the concerned department 
for sending their comments/reply within a period of 15 days. The Committee 
orally examined the departmental representatives and petitioner/ applicant in 
its meeting held on 1.08.2020. The departmental representatives sought time 
for re-check the matter. The Committee received a reply from the concerned 
department, which reads as under: -  

To 

Secretary, 
Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretariat,  
Chandigarh. 

Subject: - Regarding request for investigation into the scams of Anoop 
Kumar Gachli, District Manager, Haryana Agro Industries 
Corporation, Bays 15-20, 

R/Sir, 

  Kindly refer to your office memo No. HVS/Petition/668/2019-20/7676 
dated 19.04.2021 on the subject cited above. 

  Please find enclosed herewith the latest status report as on 14.06.2021 
(1 to 9) of the Criminal cases & Disciplinary cases in respect of Sh. Anoop 
Kumar Gachli, District Manager, HAIC, Panchkula. 

 This is for your kind information and further action in the matter. 

 

 Thanking you, 

 

Encl:- As above.        Yours faithfully 

-Sd- 
Superintendent 

for Managing Director 

 

Status report of Criminal cases & Disciplinary cases as on 14.06.2021 
in respect of Sh. Anoop Kumar Gachli, District Manager, HAIC, 
Panchkula.  

FIR Criminal Cases 

Sr 
No. 

Name of the 
Accused 

FIR & Date Allegation Status  

1 Sh. Anoop Gachli, 
District Manager, 
Sh. Pardeep 
Kumar Prop., Shiv 

0344 dated 26.12.2015 
U/s 406/420 IPC in 
Police Station, 

KMS 2015-16 
Misappropration of 
6157.48 MT paddy 
amounting to Rs. 

* Sh. Anoop Gachli, District 
Manager, FSC, Ambala 
alongwith nine accused were 
arrested in this case. After 
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Shankar Rice Mill, 
Badhauli & others. 

Naraingarh 10,445,52,344/-, gunny 
bales amounting to Rs. 
18,41,200/-, 583 wooden 
crates amounting to Rs. 
2,33,200/- and 50 poly 
covers amounting to Rs. 
1.50 lac. Total loss= Rs. 
10,66,76,744/- 

investigation the police have 
presented challan in the Court. 
The matter is in the court and 
next dated has been fixed for 
17.09.2021 

* Disciplinary action is under 
consideration. The status is 
available in the list of disciplinary 
cases mentioned at Sr. No. 3 
below. 

2 Sh. Anoop 
Gachli, District 
Manager, Sh. 
Baljinder Singh 
S/o Sh. Madho 
Singh M/s 
Gagan Rice Mill, 
Ambala  

Case No. 205 dated 
04.09.2018 U/s 
406/420 IPC 
registered in Thana 
Sadar, Ambala.  

KMS-2014-15 

An FIR No. 205 dated 
04-09-2018 was 
registered with the PS 
Ambala against M/s 
Gagan Rice Mill for not 
delivering the 1043 MT 
CMR plus cost of 
gunny bags. Cost of 
wooden crates and 
interest thereon @ 
11.83% p. a. Total cost 
of which come to Rs. 
5,39,50,364/- 

* FIR No. 205 dated 04.09.18 
u/s 406,420 of IPC Police 
Station Ambala Sadar has been 
lodged against M/s Gagan Rice 
Mill. After investigation by the 
Police Department, in this case, 
Sh. Anoop Gachli was found 
responsible. Police has also 
filed challan in the Court at 
Ambala but no date has been 
fixed so far by the court.  

* In the disciplinary proceedings 
against Sh. Anoop Gachli Sh. 
R. C. Sharma, HCS (Retd.) has 
ben appointed as an Inquiry 
Officer vide order No 6777-80 
dated 27.04.2021. Inquiry report 
is awaited. 

3 Sh. Anoop 
Gachli, the then 
DM, FSC, Sirsa  

Draft FIR duly vetted 
by the Legal Advisor 
and approved by the 
MD, HAIC in case of 
misappropriation of 
100 No. gunny bales 
has been sent to Dm, 
FSC, Sirsa for loading 
FIR with the 
Superintendent of 
Police Sirsa against 
Sh. Anoop Gachli and 
others vied this office 
letter No EA-
III/2020/2720 dated 
25.08.2020. 

An FIR against Sh. 
Anoop Gachli the then, 
Dm, FSC, Sirsa and 
others for 
misappropriation/ 
embezzlement of 100 
No. gunny bales 
amounting to Rs. 
20,37,100/- is being 
lodged with the 
Superintendent of 
Police, Sirsa by the 
District Incharge, FSC, 
Sirsa 

 

*Preliminary inquiry in this 
matter was conducted by Sh. 
V.P. Batra, IAS (Retd) wherein 
he has proved that 100 nos. jute 
gunny bales have been mis-
appropriated/ embezzled 
valuing Rs. 20,37,100/- and he 
submitted his report on 
30.04.2015. The order to issue 
the charge sheet were issued 
by the then MD on dated 
10.01.2018 and order for 
lodging the FIR were also 
passed on 05.06.2018 by the 
then MD but no compliance was 
made by the office. 

* Consequently, it has been 
reviewed now and FIR has been 
ordered immediately, which has 
been sent to the Incharge, Sirsa 
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office on 25.08.2020 and charge 
sheet has been issued vide 
Memo dated 12.11.2020. 

*The Incharge, FSC, Sirsa 
further has written to 
Superintendent of Police, Sirsa 
to lodge the FIR against Sh. 
Anoop Gachli, the then DM, Sh. 
Yogesh Kumar, Asstt. Acctt. 
and others of Haryana Agro 
Industries Corporation Ltd for 
embezzlement of 100 nos. Jute 
gunny bales amounting to Rs. 
20,37,100/-. The Incharge, FSC, 
Sirsa has informed that the 
Police is investigating the 
matter. 

* It is pertinent to mention here 
that a complaint No. 
CMOFF/N/2017/145119 made 
by Sh. Chunni Dass in this 
regard is also under action on 
CM Window Portal. This matter 
was delayed for want of lodging 
FIR in this case and a DO letter 
No. EA-I/2021/7486 dated 
12.02.2021 to lodge the FIR. 
The above status was uploaded 
CM Window. on Thereafter, the 
matter was again discussed in 
CM Window Review Meeting on 
08.04.2021, the non-receipt of 
any reply from Superintendent 
of Police, Sirsa was apprised. 
Thereafter, this complaint is 
additionally marked to Director 
General of Police by the CM 
Office on 15.04.2021. 

* Further, in the departmental 
disciplinary action against Sh. 
Anoop Kumar Gachli has been 
initiated and Sh. Balwan Singh, 
IAS (Retd.) has been appointed 
as Inquiry Officer vide order No. 
EA-I/2021/547- 50 dated 
22.04.2021.The inquiry report is 
awaited. 
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 It is submitted that to decide disciplinary cases, the following procedure 
is adopted: -  
 - While a default/misappropriation comes into notice of the authority, 

the draft charge sheet is asked from the concerned office/branch. 
 - On receipt of draft charge sheet, after examining the same and after 

getting it signed by the Competent Authority, it is issued to the 
delinquent to submit his reply within 15/21 days from the receipt of 
the charge sheet. 

 - Consequent on receipt of reply from the delinquent, it is examined. 
On finding it an inquiry officer is appointed to conduct a regular 
departmental inquiry with the request to submit his report normally 
within six months. On receipt of inquiry report it is sent to the 
delinquent for filing his objections on the findings of the inquiry 
officer within one month. 

 - On receipt of objections/reply from the delinquent, the quantum of 
punishment is decided and a show cause notice for the proposed 
punishment is issued to the delinquent to submit his reply within 30 
days. 

 - After receipt of reply to the show cause notice, a personal hearing is 
afforded to the delinquent and after personal hearing the final order 
of awarding the punishment is issued to the delinquent. 

 - Approximately in all cases, aggrieved with the punishment awarded, 
the delinquent files an appeal before the BOD which is finally 
decided by BOD. 

 - The above process to complete the prescribed procedure to decide 
the disciplinary cases as per Punishment and Appeal Rules takes a 
considerable time 

Disciplinary Cases 

Sr. 
No. 

Charge sheet No. 
& date 

Detail of Charges levelled Latest status 

1 No 1657-60 dated 
31.05.2016 

That Sh. Anoop Gachli, the 
then DM, FSC, Pipli in 
connivance with Sh. Gurbax 
Singh, SK, FSC, Pipli is 
responsible for the loss of 
Rs.4,84,500/- caused on 
account of replacement/ 
supply of 50,000 Nos. 'A' 
Class bardana with 'B' Class 
bardana as returned to FCI 
Kurukshetra against one lac 
bags of 'B' class bardana 
taken on loan basis during 
2013-14. 

The matter was decided vide order issued vide 
No. EA-I/2018/1263-67 dated 07.5.2018, awarding 
a punishment of withholding of five increments 
with cumulative effect alongwith the recovery of 
50% of total loss which come to Rs. 2,42,250/- 

      Aggrieved with the above order Sh. Anoop 
Gachli filed an appeal before the BOD on 
31.05.2018. Simultaneously, Sh. Anoop Gachli 
filed a CWP No. 15383 of 2020 before the Hon'ble 
Punjab & Haryana High Court stating therein that 
he has been awarded a major punishment of 
withholding five increments with cumulative effect 
and a recovery of Rs. 2,42,250/- i.e. 50% of the 
total loss caused to the Corporation. The Hon'ble 
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High Court decided the matter on 25.09.2020. The 
operative part of the order is as under: - 

"In the wake of the above and without 
commenting upon the merits of the case the 
petition is disposed of with a direction to 
respondent No.2 (Appellate Authority) that is in 
seizin of the appeal, to consider and decide the 
same within two months from today and in 
accordance with law. 

Needless to assert that if in the meanwhile, 
aggrieved by the recovery. sought to be effected 
during the pendency of the appeal, the petitioner 
moves any application for interim relief, the same 
shall be considered and dealt with by the 
competent authority, in accordance with law." 

Accordingly, the matter was placed before the 
BOD in its meeting held on 11.11.2020. 

The Board, after detailed deliberations, decided to 
continue to implement the order dated 07.05.2018 
of the MD awarding punishment of withholding of 
five increments with cumulative effect alongwith 
the recovery of 50% of the total loss, which come 
to Rs. 2,42,250/-, 

According to the decision on appeal of Sh. Anoop 
Gachli taken by the Board in its meeting held on 
11.11.2020, a speaking order as follow up of 
Hon'ble High Court directions has been issued 
vide No. EA-1/2020/5192 dated 23.11.2020. 

2. No. 10925-26 
dated 29.12.2016 

That Sh. Anoop Gachli 
being District Manager/ 
Incharge is responsible for 
30% of the total loss of 
2193.31 qtls Wheat on 
account of less moisture 
gain than the norms 
amounting to Rs. 
32,60,794/-, which comes to 
659.99 qtls amounting to 
Rs. 9,78,249/- noticed in the 
delivery of 4,33,110.34 qtls 
of wheat stocks of Rabi 
Crop Year 2009-10 to FCI. 

Decided 

The matter was decided vide order issued vide 
No. EA-1/2017/9387-91 dated 07.11.2017, 
awarding a punishment of S stoppage of three 
annual increments with cumulative effect 
alongwith the recovery of 50% of total loss which 
comes to Rs. 9,78,239/-. The recovery of financial 
loss caused to the corporation will be made @ 1/3 
of the salary/dues. Aggrieved with the above order 
Sh. Anoop Gachli made an appeal before the 
BOD on 24.04.2018. 

The appeal of the delinquent was put up before 
the Chairperson on file whereon at 'X' it was 
mentioned that in the present case the 
punishment was awarded vide order dated 
07.11.2017 and the appeal has been made on 
24.04.2018 i.e. after a lapse of a period of about 
165 days as against the prescribed period of 45 
days in normal time. Therefore, the appeal filed by 
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Sh. Anoop Gachli is time barred. The then 
Chairman ordered that Sh. Gachli be informed as 
proposed at 'X' above. 

The above decision was informed to Sh. Anoop 
Gachli vide No. Supdt(A)/2018/ 1262 dated 
07.05.2018. 

Sh. Anoop Gachli filed a CWP No. 14777 of 2018 
before the Hon'ble Punjab & Haryana High Court. 
The Hon'ble High Court vide order dated 
16.07.2018 decided as under:- 

"Learned counsel for the petitioner has referred to 
the judgment passed by this Court in Haryana 
Food and Supplies Field Staff Association and 
others vs. State of Haryana and others, CWP 
No.11041 of 2001 (decided on 20.01.2015), 
whereby it has been held that the employee 
cannot be held liable for moisture in the storage of 
grain. Notice of motion for 25.10.2018. In the 
meantime, recovery proceedings initiated by the 
respondents shall remain stayed. 

The next date of hearing in this case is 
18.08.2021. 

3 No. 7233-36 dated 
08.09.2018 

That Sh. Anoop Gachli 
being District Manager/ 
Incharge, is responsible for 
30% of the total loss of 
633.04 qtls. wheat on 
account of less moisture 
gain than the norms; 
amounting to Rs. 4,86,235/-. 
His share comes to 189.912 
qtls. amounting to Rs. 
1,45,871/-, noticed in the 
delivery of 90315 qtls of 
wheat stock of Rabi 2012-13 
& Rabi 2013-14 to Food 
Corporation of India during 
the period from October, 
2013 to December, 2014. 

Decided 

The matter was decided vide order issued vide 
No. EA-I/2019/8020-24 dated 27.12.2019, 
awarding a punishment of withholding of one 
annual increment with cumulative effect alongwith 
the recovery of Rs. 1,45,871/- The recovery of 
financial loss caused to the Corporation will be 
made @ 1/3 of the salary/dues. 

Aggrieved with the above order Sh. Anoop Gachli 
filed an appeal before the BOD on 28.01.2020. 

The appeal of the delinquent was placed before 
the BOD in its meeting held on 15.12.2020. 

The Board after detailed deliberations decided to 
continue to implement the order No. EA-
1/2019/8020-24 dated 27.12.2019 of the MD 
awarding him the punishment of withholding of 
one annual increment with cumulative effect 
alongwith the recovery of Rs. 1,45,871/- 

Accordingly, the decision of the Board, taken on 
the appeal of Sh. Anoop Gachli, in its meeting 
held on 15.12.2020 has been conveyed to him 
vide letter No. EA- I/2021/6770-73 dated 
22.01.2021. 
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4. No. 10212-15 
dated 26.11.2018 

He is responsible for excess 
payment of 717.50 qtls 
paddy amounting to Rs. 
11,34,618/- to M/s Anil 
Kumar, Robin Kumar, 
Commission agent, Ambala 
City   

* The matter has been decided. A of punishment 
of recovery of Rs.11,34,618/- alongwith interest as 
per rules has been awarded vide order No. EA-
I/2021/354 dated 02.04.2021. 

*Sh. Anoop Kumar Gachli aggrieved with the 
above order has filed an appeal dated 07.05.2021 
before the BOD requesting therein to direct the 
MD to stop the recovery from his salary and file 
the punishment order. 

* The appeal of Sh. Anoop Gachli will be placed 
before the BOD in its ensuing meeting.  

5 No.13300 dated 
12.02.2013 

1. He did not submit 
differential claims of Bajra 
for KMS 2008-09 of Uklana, 
Hansi, Barwala & Adampur 
Mandies, which has resulted 
into a loss of 1.28 crores on 
account of interest. The 
matter was also pointed out 
by the A.G. Audit party by 
raising a para. 

2. He is responsible for 
causing inordinate delay in 
lodging the differential 
claims of Bajra KMS 2008-
09 of Uklana, Hansi, 
Barwala & Adampur 
Mandies, which has resulted 
into a loss of Rs. 
6,59,43,000/- (Rs. six crore 
fifty nine lacs forty three 
thousand only) approximate 
on account of amount of 
differential claims of Rs. 
509.34 lacs plus Rs. 150.09 
lacs approximate as interest 
upto November 2012, to the 
Corporation.  

3. He did not perform his 
duties satisfactorily by not 
persuading the Mandi 
Inspector to complete the 
incidental Claims and file 
them with FCI. 

Sh. R.P. Bhasin, Distt & Session Judge (Retd.) in 
his inquiry report dated 13.08.2014 concluded that 
the charges are proved. The representation made 
by Sh. Anoop Gachli on the inquiry report has 
been considered. He was also allowed personal 
hearing by the then Competent Authority on 
07.01.2019. His representation given during 
personal hearing to the MD was considered. He 
was also granted personal hearing by the Worthy 
MD 10.03.2021. During on personal hearing on 
10.03.2021 Worthy MD noticed that this is bunch 
case and six employees are involved in this case. 
Worthy MD desired that the complete case of six 
employees be put up so that it could be decided in 
a lot. Status of all the cases has been submitted 
for consideration of higher authorities. 

6. NO. 5429-32 
dated 15.07.2016 

1. That he is responsible for 
dereliction of duties as 
District Manager for non-
compliance of the general 

Sh. V.K. Verma, Joint Director Prosecution (Retd) 
in his inquiry report dated 24.7.2017 concluded 
that charge No. 1 to 3 are proved and charge No. 
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instructions/ guidelines 
issued by the Additional 
Chief Secretary to 
Government Haryana, Food 
& Supplies Department for 
the Kharif Marketing Season 
(KMS)- 2015-16 on 
11.09.2015 and revised set 
of instructions and 
guidelines for KMS 2015 
issued vide letter dated 
21.09.2015, which were 
forwarded by the Head 
office of the HAIC vide letter 
dated 22.09.2015 for strict 
compliance. 

2. That he is responsible for 
not carrying out the 
inspection of the premises 
of the Rice Mill of M/s Shiv 
Shankar Rice Mill, Badhauli, 
District Ambala before 
allotment of paddy in 
compliance with the revised 
set of information and 
guidelines dated 21.09.2015 
issued by the Additional 
Chief Secretary to 
Government Haryana, Food 
& Supplies Department. 

That he is responsible for 
allotment of excess paddy of 
1328 57 MT than the 
maximum prescribed limit of 
5000 MT in violation of the 
information and guidelines 
dated 21.09.2015 for KMS 
2015-16 issued by the 
Additional Chief Secretary to 
Government Haryana. Food 
& Supplies Department. 

4. That he, in violation of the 
clause. 5 (vii) of the 
information & guidelines 
dated 21.09.2015, failed to 
collect a pictorial 
chart/sketch depicting the 
position. of the stacks, stack 
No. with the number of bags 
in each stack from Mis Shiv 

4, 5 & 6 did not prove against Sh. Gachli. After 
examination of his representation on the inquiry 
report, he was heard in person by the MD but no 
order could be passed. The present MD allowed 
him personal hearing on 10.03.2021. 

1. During personal hearing it has been observed 
that the Inquiry Officer has proposed some 
responsibility in form of serious lapses. Thus, in 
this case, less security received from miller to be 
recovered with interest. 

2. However, major issue is that no rice was 
received back and thus 100 crore loss to HAICL 
from 28 millers. Inquiry Officer to fix the 
responsibility of CMR cases has been appointed 
in January, 2021. He has been requested to 
submit his report at the earliest. Thus, final order 
will be passed after receipt of Inquiry Officer's 
report. 
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Shankar Rice Mill, Badhauli 
which resulted into 
misappropriation of paddy 
and other stock articles by 
the said miller 

5. That he is responsible for 
not conducting the joint 
physical verification of the 
paddy stocks on a fortnightly 
basis in the premises: of M/s 
Shiv Shankar Rice Mill, 
Badhauli, in compliance of 
the information & guidelines 
dated 21.09.2015 issued by 
the Additional Chief 
Secretary to Government 
Haryana, Food & Supplies 
Deptt., which were 
forwarded by the Head 
office of the HAIC vide letter 
dated 22.09.2015 for strict 
compliance. Non-
compliance of the 
information & guidelines 
dated 21.09.2015 resulted 
misappropriation of the 
paddy stocks: and store 
articles in-connivance with 
the said Rice Miller. 

6. That he failed to get the 
delivery of CMR rice from 
M/s Shiv Shankar Rice Mill 
Badhauli as per the 
schedule fixed by the Govt 
and the said Rice Miller had 
not delivered any rice during 
his tenure That the said 
Rice Miller has 
misappropriated the stocks 
of paddy and stock articles 
as detected during physical 
verification carried out by 
the Committee constituted 
by the Deputy 
Commissioner, Ambala on 
17.12.2015 amounting to 
Rs. 10,66,76,744 which he 
had committed in 
connivance with the said 
Rice Miller 
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7 No. 13870 dated 
14.12.2005 

1. He proceeded on leave 
without getting permission 
from the Competent 
Authority on 24.06.2005 and 
left the management in 
embarrassed situation by not 
loading wheat stock of crop 
year 2003-04 in special on 
25.06.2005 during the 
schedule time at Sirsa. He 
was particularly told by the 
then CAO/Incharge Wheat 
Branch not to leave the 
headquarters without getting 
the special loaded. Thus, he 
behaved in a very 
irresponsible manner as a 
result the FCI made the 
deductions due to quality 
cut, underweight, 
demurrage, overtime 
allowance of labour and 
carryover charges 
amounting to Rs. 31,75,198/- 

2. He released an advance 
of Rs.1,50,000/-to  
Sh. Hanuman Singh, MI for 
payment to the labour 
against segregation/up 
gradation work. Before 
releasing the amount, he 
should have physically 
verified the stock. He 
released the above amount 
for payment to labour for 
upgrading 80000 bags 
whereas actually only 50000 
bags of wheat were 
upgraded and those too 
were under weight. 

3. While posted at FSC, 
Rohtak with additional 
charge of FSC, Hisar, he 
was neither available at 
Hissar nor at Rohtak on 
13.09.2005 and 14.09.2005, 
meaning thereby that he 
was not regularly 
maintaining his headquarter. 

* Sh. M.P. Singh, DGM in his inquiry report dated 
25.10.2010 concluded that charge No. 1 is proved 
and charge No. 2 & 3 are not proved against Sh. 
Anoop Gachli. The inquiry report was accepted. 
The case has been decided vide order No. 4896 
dated 14.11.2020 by awarding a punishment of 
warning to be more careful in future alongwith 
recovery of Rs. 30,65,914/- with interest @ CCL 
limit 

*Aggrieved from the above order Sh. Anoop 
Gachli approached to Hon'ble High Court through 
CWP No. 5126 of 2021 (O&M) which was decided 
on 10.03.2021. The Hon'ble High Court directed 
that further recovery from the petitioner shall 
remain stayed and further course of action would 
be dependent on the outcome of the final order 
that may be passed by the appellate authority. 
The appeal is to be decided within three months 
from the date of receipt of order. 

* Sh. Anoop Gachli has made an appeal in the 
BOD. The appeal of Sh. Anoop Gachli was placed 
before the BOD in its meeting held on 06.04.2021. 
The appellant during hearing requested for 
independent inquiry in the matter. The BOD 
considered and directed the MD to appoint an 
independent inquiry officer from the list of 
empaneled inquiry officer and submit the report to 
BODS in one month so that BODS can rule out 
the ambiguity in interpretation and decide within 
the time period as directed by Hon'ble High Court. 

Accordingly, Sh. R.R. Bainswal, IAS (Retd.) has 
been appointed as an Inquiry Officer to inquire 
into the matter and submit his report within one 
month. The final decision will be taken in the 
matter on receipt of the inquiry report. 
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8. No. 2987 dated 
04.06.2015 

During the year 2012, a rake 
of fertilizer was received 
from Kribhco at Kurukshetra 
on 29.02.2012, Sh. Anoop 
Gachli being the District 
Manager of FSC, 
Kurukshetra, failed to 
execute his duties prudently 
to deduct the shady 
transaction and allowed Sh. 
Narender Kumar, District 
Manager (Retd.) to raise the 
anti-dated bills amounting to 
Rs.1.40 Crore without any 
supporting documents, 
which resulted into refusal of 
payment by the dealer M/s 
Viren Fertilizer, Babain. He 
is, therefore, responsible for 
the loss of Rs.1.40 Crore 
sustained by the 
Corporation. 

Sh. R.R. Banswal, IAS (Retd.) in his inquiry report 
dated 25.04.2016 concluded that the charge of 
lack of supervision is proved against Sh. Anoop 
Gachli. His connivance with other official/officer for 
the loss is not proved. His representation, 
submitted during course of personal hearing, is 
under examination. It is bunch case. In the case 
six persons are involved. Two cases are decided 
and for remaining four cases the matter has been 
submitted for consideration and orders of the 
Competent Authority. 

9. N0. 3757-60 dated 
09.07.2018 

He, being Distt. Manager/ 
Incharge, is responsible for 
30% share of total less gain 
of Rs. 5,79,545/- noticed in 
the delivery of wheat to FCI 
in the crop year 2016-17, 
which comes to  
Rs. 1,73,863/-. 

 

 

* Sh. V.K. Verma, Joint Director Prosecution 
(Retd.) has been appointed as Inquiry Officer to 
conduct the regular departmental inquiry in the 
charge vide order dated 15.02.2019. 

*  Sh. Anoop Gachli filed CWP No. 14777 of 2018 
titled as Anoop Gachli V/s State of Haryana & 
Another. The Hon'ble High Court vide order dated 
16.07.2018 ordered as under:- 

"Learned counsel for the petitioner has referred to 
the judgment passed by this Court in Haryana 
Food and Supplies Field Staff Association and 
others vs. State of Haryana and others, CWP 
No.11041 of 2001 (decided on 20.01.2015), 
whereby it has been held that the employee 
cannot be held liable for moisture in the storage of 
grain. 

Notice of motion for 25.10.2018. 

In the meantime, recovery proceedings initiated by 
the respondents shall remain stayed."  

The Inquiry Officer appointed in this case 
observed and expressed that the stay granted by 
the Hon'ble Court for the recovery may be got 
vacated. Accordingly Sh. Sandeep Moudgil, 
Advocate, Punjab & Haryana High Court vide this 
office memo No. EAII/2020/8776 dated 
29.01.2020 has been requested to file an 
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application for vacation of stay dated 11.07.2018 
against the recovery proceedings initiated by the 
department. The next date in this case has 
been fixed for hearing on dated 18.08.2021.  

* It is pertinent to mention here that Sh. Kehar 
Singh, Helper (Retd.) MI-cum-SK, Pipli mandi is 
also co-delinquent and responsible for 70% of the 
total loss amounting to Rs. 5,79,545/- on account 
of less moisture gain then the norms. He was 
charge sheeted vide Memo No. EA-III/2018/3753-
56 dated 09.07.2018. His share comes to  
Rs. 4,05,682/- 

Sh. Kehar Singh filed CWP No. 19107 of 2018 
titled as Kehar Singh V/S State of Haryana & 
Others. The Hon'ble High Court vide order dated 
11.07.2018 ordered as under:- 

"Learned counsel for the petitioner prays for time 
to file replication to the written statement filed on 
behalf of the respondents. Let replication be filed 
with the Registry before the next date of hearing. 
Adjourned to 15.11.2019. Personal appearance of 
respondent No. 3 is exempted till further orders." 

The next date of hearing 14.07.2021. The further 
action in the matter shall be taken after vacation of 
stay or decision of the court case. 

10. No. 14684 dated 
25.02.2014 

He, while working as District 
Manager, FSC, Hisar 
involved the Corporation 
unnecessarily in avoidable 
legal implications by 
allowing 25 daily wages 
workers to cross 240 days in 
a calendar year and then 
violating the provisions of 
Sector 25 F of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 at the 
time of termination of 
service of these daily wages 
workers due to which the 
Corporation has suffered 
heavy financial loss. 

Sh. V.P. Batra, IAS (Retd.), in his inquiry report 
dated 22.02.2016, concluded that the charges 
leveled against Sh. Anoop Gachli are proved. His 
representation on the inquiry report has been 
considered. The case is pending for calculation of 
total loss caused in this case, which is being 
calculated. Thereafter, the case will be submitted 
for final decision. 

11. No. 7873 dated 
14.12.2003 

He grossly derelicted in the 
performance of his duties as 
DM, FSC, Ambala in the 
crop year 1999- 2000, 2000-
2001 and a wrongful loss of 
Rs. 23,05,983/- has been 
caused to the Corporation. 

Sh. I.M. Khungar, IAS (Retd.) in his Inquiry report 
dated 05.08.04 concluded that the charge is partly 
proved. Since, a recovery suit on this issue is 
pending in the Civil Court and the matter is sub-
judice. The charge sheet case is under process. 

The matter was referred to paddy branch for 
sending the exact share of responsibility of Sh. 
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Anoop Gachli so that the show cause notice to the 
delinquent could be issued. But the paddy branch 
has informed that the extent of loss caused to the 
Corporation needs to be worked out because he 
cannot be held responsible for the entire loss 
suffered by the Corporation. Therefore, the paddy 
branch is unable to fix the share of responsibility 
of Sh. Anoop Gachli. 

The inquiry report has been conveyed to Sh. 
Anoop Gachli vide No. EA-1/2021/1043 dated 
11.05.2021 to submit his representation on the 
findings of inquiry officer within one month. The 
reply is awaited. 

12. No. 4841-43 dated 
12.11.2020 

1. Sh. Anoop Gachli, DM, 
HQ is responsible for 
dereliction of his duties as 
District Manager, FSC, Sirsa 
to shift of 335 Nos. Jute 
bales to FSC, Pipli during 
the month of April, 2012 and 
failed to maintain the liaison 
to ascertain the non- 
receiving 100 Nos. Jute 
bales with the District 
Incharge, FSC, Pipli as well 
as with M/s Manjit Singh 
Transporter, Sirsa. 

2. Sh. Anoop Gachli, DM, 
FSC, Sirsa with the staff of 
FSC, Pipli manipulated the 
received of 100 Nos. jute 
gunny bales during October, 
November-2013 vide GR 
No. 6739 dated 31.03.2013. 
The above said GR NO. 
6739 is issued by FSC, Pipli 
does not contain any Gate 
Pass number/Truck number/ 
bility number as verified by 
the District Incharge, FSC, 
Pipli vide their letter No. 497 
dated 17.08.2016. 

3. That Sh. Anoop Gachli, 
District Manager, HQ is 
responsible for wrong-full 
loss of 100 Nos. Gunny 
bales amounting to Rs. 
20,37,100/- (Rs. Twenty Lac 
thirty seven thousand one 

The delinquent submitted his reply to the charge 
sheet on 01.02.2021. After considering the reply 
of the delinquent Sh. Balwan Singh, IAS (Retd.) 
has been appointed as an Inquiry Officer to 
conduct the regular departmental inquiry in the 
matter while this office order Endst No. EA-
1/2021/547-50 dated 22.04.2021. The inquiry 
report is awaited. 
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hundred only) and made 
excess transportation 
charges of Rs. 21,634/- (Rs. 
Twenty one thousand six 
hundred thirty four only) to 
transporter, caused to HAIC. 
loss caused 

(Total Rs. 20,58,734/-) 

13. NO. 5784-86 
dated 11.12.2020 

1. Sh. Anoop Gachli, DM, 
HQ is responsible for his 
negligence and dereliction 
of duties as DM, FSC, 
Ambala, as he failed to get 
delivered 1043.09 MT rice to 
FCI from M/s Gagan Rice 
Mill; Village Mirzapur, 
District Ambala amounting 
to Rs.2,75,94,254.00. 

2. That Sh. Anoop Gachli, 
DM, HQ is responsible for 
causing of total financial 
loss of Rs. 4,31,96,505/- 
which includes  
Rs. 2,75,94,254.00 cost of 
pending CMR and interest 
of Rs.1,56,02,251/- tentative 
11.50% w.e.f. 01.10.2015 to 
31.08.2020 on account of 
1043.09 MT rice with held 
by M/s Gagan Rice Mill who 
did not delivered the rice to 
FCI within scheduled period 
as per terms and conditions 
of agreement for RMS  
2014-15. 

The official vide his letter dated 21.12.2020 sought 
some documents for preparation of reply. As per 
case file this information relates to procurement 
branch as the matter was taken up by that branch 
before issuing the charge sheet. No reply of the 
delinquent has been received so far. 

Sh. R.C. Sharma, HCS (Retd.) has been 
appointed as an Inquiry Officer vide order No. 
6777-80 dated 27.04.2021. Inquiry report is 
awaited. 

 

 The Committee orally examined the concerned department in its 
meeting held on 19.07.2022. The Departmental representative informed that 
matter is pending in Hon’ble Court, after discussion, the Committee has 
decided that the matter is sub-judice, the petition is disposed off. 
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14. PETITION/REPRESENTATION RECEIVED FROM SH. MURARI LAL 

S/O SH. PRABHU DAYAL, VILLAGE SADAT NAGAR, TEHSIL KOSLI, 
DISTRICT REWARI. REGARDING REAPPOINTMENT ON THE POST 
OF WELDER-HELPER IN BHIWANI ROADWAYS WORKSHOP; 
WHICH READS AS UNDER: -   

lsok esa] 

Jheku~ th] 
ps;jeSu fifVf'k;u desVh]  
gfj;k.kk fo/kkulHkk] paMhx<A 

fo"k;%& fHkokuh jksMost odZ'kki esa nksckjk ls osYMj gsYij ds in ij dk;Z ij ysus ckjs es A 

Jheku~ th 

lfou; fuosnu ;g gS dh gfj;k.kk jksMost ds deZpkjh;ksa dh gMrky fnukad 7/12/1993 ls 
19/12/1993 rd pyh FkhA ml oä egkçca/kd us ;g vk'oklu nsdj esjs dks Hkh osYMj gSYij dke 
ij yxk;k Fkk A vkSj ;g fo'okl fnyk;k Fkk fd Hkfo"; es gVk;k ugha tk;sxkA ysfdu gM+rky lekIr 
gksus ds ckn ds ;g ekeyk dkuwuh isphnxh es vVd x;kA 

eSus viuh tku dks tksf[ke esa Mkydj gM+rkyh deZpkfj;ksa dks njfdukj djds fnu jkr osYMj 
gsYij dk dk;Z fd;k Fkk vkSj eq>s 800 :i;s gMrky ds le; dk oSYMj gSYij dk osru o vksoj Vkbe 
ns fn;k Fkk ml oä eSa Hkh fHkokuh fMiks egkçca/kd ds v/khu apprentice Fkk esjs lHkh lkFkh 
apprentice  o vkSj fcuk diploma ds tks dke ij yxk;s Fks mudks nksckjk ls lu~ 2004 es ,d 
lwph cukdj dke ij j[k fy;k gSA ysfdu 2004 ls ysdj vkt rd esjh dk;Zokgh egkfuns'kd o 
egkçca/kd vkSj gfj;k.kk ljdkj ds chp vkt rd tkjh gSA 

eq>s RTI ds ek/;e ls nLrkost feys gS ftlls irk pyk gS fd jksMost egkfunsZ'kd paMhx<+ us 
vafre o 5oha i= Øekad 4135@,2@bZ4 fnukad 24&06&2016 dks ,d ckj fQj ls esjs gM+rky ds dk;Z 
ds ckjs es daesVl ekaxs Fks ysfdu tokc esa egkca/kd us Li"V vius vkns'k i= Øekad 757@bZ,@vkjds 
vkjds fnukad 29@06@2016 egkfuns'kd dks Li"V fyf[kr es tokc fn;k fd eSa eqjkjh yky ds blls 
iwoZ Hkh 5 ckj Li"V fy[k pqdk gw fd çkFkhZ dk uke gM+rky ds nkSjku dk;Z djus okys deZpkjh;ks dh 
lwph cukbZ Fkh blls uke fy[kk tk;s vkSj dk;Z ij fy;k tk;s ysfdu dk;Zokgh ugh gqbZ egkca/kd 
fHkokuh us iqu% egkfuns'kd ls fnukad 10@01@2017 i= Øekd 1972 dks iqu% vuqjks/k fd;k gqvk gSA 
fQj Hkh dk;Zokgh ugh gqbZ A 

RTI ls eq>s ;g Hkh nLrkost feyk gS egkfuns'kd us esjh QkbZy dks gfj;k.kk ljdkj ds 
ikfyZ;kesaV lSDVªh ¼ifjogu½ ds ikl Hkh ukSdjh ds nksckjk vkns'k ysus ds fy;s ds Hksth gqbZ Fkh ftldk 
fnukad 30@08@@06 dks QkbZy ds ist ua0 44 ij ;g Li"V vkns'k egkfuns'kd dks lSDVªh lkgc us 
fn;s Fks fd eqjkjh yky dks gM+rky ds lHkh ykHk fn;s tk;s A vkSj nksckjk ls dk;Z ls dk;Z ij fy;k 
tk;sA esjs lkFk egkfuns'kd dh rjQ ls T;knfr gks jgh gS esjs lkFk U;k; fd;k tk;sA eS vfr vkidk 
vkHkkjh jgqxkA 

 

                          gLrk 

eqjkjh yky lqiq= çHkq n;ky 
xk¡o% lknr uxj] 

rglhy% dkslyh ftyk% jsokM+h 
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 The Petition/Representation was placed before the Committee in its 
meeting held on 01.09.2020 and the Committee considered the same and 
decided that said petition/representation be sent to the concerned department 
for sending their comments/reply within a period of 10 days. The Committee 
received a reply from the concerned department, which reads as under: -  

 

lsok esa] 

lfpo] 
gfj;k.kk fo/kku lHkk lfpoky;A  

Øekad 4271@,2@bZ4      fnukad 21-09-2020 

 

 

fo’k;%& Regarding reappointment on the post of Welder-Helper in Bhiwani 
Roadways Workshop. 

  mijksDr fo’k; ij vkids dk;kZy; ds i= Øekad HVS/Petition/14/718/2020-
2021/12297 ds lUnHkZ esa 

izkFkhZ us fuosnu fd;k gS fd gfj;k.kk jksMost ds 
deZpkfj;ksas dh gM+rky fnukad 07-12-1993 ls 19-
12-1993 rd pyh Fkh ml le; egkizcU/kd us 
;g vk”oklu fn;k fd mldks oSYMj gSYij ds 
in ij yxk;k tk,xk vkSj Hkfo’; esa gVk;k ugha 
tk,xkA ysfdu gM+rky lekIr gksus ds ckn ;g 
ekeyk dkuwuh isp esa vVd x;kA 

izkFkhZ dk ;g dFku ekU; ugha gS D;ksafd izkFkhZ dk 
p;u iz/kkukpk;Z] vkS|ksfxd izf”k{k.k laLFkku] 
fHkokuh ds e/; ls fnukad 14-10-1993 ls 
13-10-1994 rd crkSj izf”k{kq oSYMj ds fy, ,d 
o’kZ ds fy, j[kk x;k FkkA 

izkFkhZ vuqlkj mlus viuh tku dks tksf[ke esa 
Mkydj gM+rkyh deZpkfj;ksa dks njfdukj djds 
fnu jkr oSYMj gSYij dk dk;Z fd;k Fkk vkSj 
eq>s 800@& gM+rky ds le; dk oSYMj gSYIkj 
dk osru o vksoj VkbZe ns fn;k FkkA ml oDr 
izkFkhZ fHkokuh fMIiks egkizca/kd ds v/khu vizSfUVLk 
Fkk vkSj mlds lHkh lkFkh vizSfUVl vkSj fcuk 
fMiyksek ds tks dke ij yxk;s x;s Fks mudks 
o’kZ 2004 esa ,d lwph cukdj dk;Z ij j[k 
fy;k ijUrq eq>s vkt rd ugha j[kk x;kA 

izkFkhZ }kjk blls iwoZ ekuuh; Je U;k;ky;] 
jksgrd esa nkok nk;j fd;k x;k Fkk ftlds 
fu.kZ; esa ekuuh; Je U;k;y; }kjk izkFkhZ dks 
dqN Hkh u nsus dk fu.kZ; fn;k x;k FkkA 
rnksijkURk izkFkhZ }kjk fnukad 25-11-2002 dks 
iseSUVl ,.M osftt vFkksfjVh ds l{ke nkok 
nk;j fd;k x;k FkkA ftlds fu.kZ; esa ekuuh; 
vFkksfjVh }kjk izkFkhZ dks 800@& fnukad  
30-12-2003 dks Hkqxrku djus ds funZs”k fn;s x;s 
FksA vr% izkFkhZ dk “ks’k dFku ekU; ugha gSA 

izkFkhZ dks vkj-Vh-vkbZ- ds ek/;e ls irk pyk fd 
jksMost egkfuns”kd p.Mhx<+ us vfUre o ikapok 
i= Øekad 4135@,2@bZ4 fnukad 24-06-2016 
dks ,d ckj fQj ls gM+rky ds dk;Z ds ckjs esa 
desaVl ekxsa Fks ysfdu tokc esa egkizca/kd us 
Li’V fyf[kr ls tokc fn;k fd eqjkjh yky 

izkFkhZ }kjk funs”kd jkT; ifjogu gfj;k.kk ds 
vkosnu i= ij Øekad 415@,2@bZ4 fnukad  
24-06-2016 }kjk fVIi.kh ekaxh xbZ Fkh tks fd 
egkizca/kd] gfj;k.kk jkT; ifjogu] fHkokuh ds 
i= Øekad 2029@bZ, vkjds fnukad 31-01-2017 
}kjk Li’V fd;k x;k Fkk fd bl dk;kZy; ds 
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blls iwoZ Hkh 5 ckj Li’V fy[k pqdk gS fd izkFkhZ 
dk uke gM+rky ds nkSjku dk;Z djus okyh lwph 
cukbZ vkSj dk;Z ij j[kus ckjs dgk x;kA ysfdu 
dk;Zokgh ugha gqbZA egkizca/kd us iqu% 
egkfuns”kd ls fnukad 101-01-2017 i= Øekad 
1972 dks iqu% vuqjks/k fd;k ijarq dk;Zokgh ugha 
gqbZA 

i= Øekad 757@bZ,@vkjds fnukad 29-06-2016 
ds }kjk tks lwpuk Hksth xbZ Fkh] mlesa pj[kh 
nknjh vkxkj }kjk fcuk fjdkMZ ds voyksdu dh 
lwph Hksth nh xbZ FkhA 

vkj-Vh-vkbZ ls izkIr nLrkost vuqlkj 
egkfuns”kd us izkFkhZ dh QkbZy dks gfj;k.kk 
ljdkj ds ikfyZ;kesUV lSDVªh ¼ifjogu½ ds ikl 
Hkh ukSdjh ds nkssckjk vkns”k ysus ds fy, Hksth 
xbZ Fkh] ftldk fnukad 30-08-2016 dks QkbZy 
ds ist u- 44 ij ;g Li’V vkns”k egkfuns”kd 
dks lSDVªh lkgc us fn;s Fks fd eqjkjh yky dks 
gM+rky ds lHkh ykHk fn;s tk;sA vkSj nksckjk ls 
dk;Z ij fy;k tk;sA esjs lkFk egkfuns”kd dh 
rjQ ls T;knfr gks jgh gSa esjs lkFk U;k; fd;k 
tk;sA 

izkFkhZ ls lacaf/kr dsl esa eq[;ky; ds i= Øekad 
3948@,2@bZ4] fnukad 12-12-2017 dks lacaf/kr 
dsl ds ckjsa esa ekuuh; eq[;ea=h th] f”kdk;r 
fuokZj.k d{k gfj;k.kk lfpoky;] esa crk;k x;k 
fd dk;kZy; }kjk izkFkhZ ds dsl esa vf/kdkfj;ksa 
}kjk voyksdu djus mijkUr QkbZy dj fn;k 
x;k gSaA 

 

uksV% bl le; Jh eqjkjh yky dk dsl ekuuh; U;k;ky; fHkokuh esa flfoy lwV u- 2530 vkWQ 
2018 fopkjk/khu gSaA ;g vkidks lwpukFkZ izsf’kr gSA 

 

 

gLrk 
dr̀s% funs”kd jkT; ifjogu 

gfj;k.kk] p.Mhx<+A 
 

 The Committee orally examine the departmental representatives and 
petitioner/applicant on dated 05.01.2021 and 26.07.2022. In the oral 
examination dated 26.07.2022, the Committee observed that the matter is 
already pending in Hon’ble Court. After brief discussion, the Committee has 
decided that the petition is disposed of in its meeting held on 26.07.2022. 
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15. PETITION/REPRESENTATION FROM SH. RAJESH SAINI S/O SH 

OMPARKASH, WARD NO 5 SAINI MOHALLA, BARWALA, HISAR 
AND OTHERS REGARDING CANCEL THE MUTATION NO. 330 
DATED 24.02.1987 MAUJA BARWALA TEHSIL BARWALA, HISAR., 
WHICH READS AS UNDER: -   

lsok esa] 

ps;jeSu] 
;kfpdk lfefr] gfj;k.kk fo/kku lHkk] 
p.Mhx<+A 

fo’k;%& jktLo foHkkx }kjk ntZ bUrdky u- 330 ekStk cjokyk rglhy] cjokyk] fglkj fnukad 24-02-
1987 dks fujLr djus ckjsA 

Jheku th] 

  fuosnu ;g gS fd [kljk u- 907 tekcUnh 1968&69 ds vuqlkj ftldh eyfd;r xzke iapk;r 
o dkLrdkj xSj eqefdu efUnj ntZ gS% Mk;jsDVj yS.M fjdkMZ ds ysVj u- ¼chp dk iwjk dCtk gS½ 
11375@11463 fnukad 16-11-1973 }kjk tkjh fd;k x;k ftlesa eqfLye lekt@bLyke ls lEcfU/kr 
Hkwfe dks oDQ cksMZ ds uke rcnhy djus ckjs vkns”k fn, x,A jktLo foHkkx }kjk bZUrdky u- 330 
fnukad 24-02-1987 ntZ fd;k x;kA ftlesa [kljk u- 907 dh eyfd;r xzke iapk;r o dkLrdkj xSj 
eqedhu efUnj Hkh oDQ cksMZ ds uke rcnhy dj fn;k x;kA tcfd mijksDr i= u- 11375@11463 
fnukad 16-11-1973 ds vuqlkj flQZ eqfLye lekt@bLyke ls lEcfU/kr Hkwfe gh rcnhy dh tkuh Fkh 
tcfd lu~ 1968&1969 ls 2018&2019 rd dh tekcUnh esa [kljk u- 907 dkLrdkj xSj eqedhu efUnj 
ntZ gSA 

 vkils fuosnu gS fd jktLo foHkkx }kjk ntZ bZUrdky u- 330 fnukad 24-02-1987 dks fujLr 
fd;k tkosaA vkidh vfr dìk gksxhA  

 /kU;okn 

      izkFkhZx.k 

gLrk 
jkts'k lSuh iq= vkseçdk'k]  
okMZ uacj 5 lSuh eksgYyk]  
cjokyk] fglkj o vU;A 

   

  The Petition/Representation was placed before the Committee in its 
meeting held on 12.07.2022 and the Committee considered the same and 
decided that said petition/representation be sent to the concerned department 
for sending their comments/reply within a period of 10 days. The Committee 
orally examined with the concerned department & petitioners on 23.08.2022. 
The concerned department informed to the Committee that the matter is 
already pending in the Civil Court.  The Committee has decided that the 
petition is disposed off in its meeting held on 23.08.2022. 
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16. PETITION/REPRESENTATION FROM SMT. MUNNI DEVI W/O 
 LATE SHRI NASIB SINGH D-165, VILLAGE SUNDANA DISTIRCT 
 ROHTAK REGARDING GRANT OF DEATH-CUM-RETIREMENT 
 GRATUITY AND FAMILY PENSION, WHICH READS AS UNDER: -   

lsok esa] 

pS;jesu lkgc] 
;kfpdk lfefr gfj;k.kk fo/kku lHkkA 
p.Mhx<+A 

Jheku th] 

  lfo;u fuosnu gS fd eSa eqUuh nsoh iRuh Lo- Jh ulhc flag ftUgksaus gfj;k.kk jksMost esa 
Mªkboj ds in ij 1990 esa Tokbu fd;k FkkA mudk rcknyk 2009 esa gfj;k.kk jksMost jksgrd dk;Zy; 
ls iapdwyk esa gqvk Fkk vkSj iapdwyk esa M;wVh Tokbu djus ds ckn ls gh mudk dksbZ vrk&irk ugha 
feykA blds ckn ljdkj dh rjQ ls eq>s egkizca/kd jksgrd }kjk monthly financial assistance 
nh tk jgh Fkh vkSj fnukad 20-10-2021 ls esjh monthly financial assistance can dj nh xbZ gSA 
tcfd esjs ifr dh lsok fuòfÙk fnukad 31-05-2022 dks gksuh pkfg, FkhA vkils vuqjks/k gS fd esjk 
fuEufyf[kr leL;kvksa dk lek/kku djok,a& 

1- eq>s 31-05-2022 rd ubZ uhfr ds rgr la”kksf/kr monthly financial assistance  fnyokbZ 
tk,] tks fd esjk iw.kZ :i ls vf/kdkj gSA 
2- LokLF; HkRrk eq>s 500 :i;s fey jgk gS] tks fd ljdkj }kjk tqykbZ 2018 ls 1000 :Ik;s fn;k 
tk jgk gSA eq>s LokLF; HkRrs dh cdk;k jkf”k nh tk, rFkk 1000 :i;s eghuk LokLF; HkRrk Hkh fn;k 
tk,A 
3- eq>s esjs ifr dk G.P.F. uEcj Hkh crk;k tk, ;fn ugha gS rks mldk dkj.k Hkh crk;k tk,A 

 

/kU;okn     gLRkk 

 eqUuh nsoh iRuh Lo- Jh ulhc flag] 
  Mh0165 xako lq.Mkuk ftyk jksgrdA 

 The Petition/Representation was placed before the Committee in its 
meeting held on 28.12.2021 and the Committee considered the same and 
decided that said petition/representation be sent to the concerned department 
for sending their comments/reply within a period of 10 days. Thereafter, the 
Committee received a reply from the concerned department, which reads as 
under: -  

lsok esa] 

  lfpo] 
  gfj;k.kk fo/kku lHkk lfpoky;] 
   p.Mhx<+A 

  Øekad%& 7035@,3@bZ3     fnukad 25-07-2022 

fo’k;%&  Jhefr eqUuh nsoh& iSa”ku dsl ckjsA 

  mijksDr fo’k; ij vkids dk;kZy; ds i= Øekad HVS/Petition/805/2021/32741 
fnukad 30-12-2021 ds lanHkZ esaA 
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  fo’k;kafdr ekeys esa Jhefr eqUuh nsoh iRuh Lo- Jh ulhc flag }kjk dh xbZ f”kdk;r ij 
vkids dk;kZy; }kjk ekaxh xbZ fVIi.kh fuEu izdkj ls gS%& 

Ø- la[;k iz”u fVIi.kh 

1- izkFkhZ ds fnukad 31-05-2022 rd 
ubZ uhfr ds rgr la”kksf/kr 
ekfld foÙkh; lgk;rk fnyokbZ 
tk, tks fd esjk iw.kZ :i ls 
vf/kdkj gSA 

Jhefr eqUuh nsoh ds ifr Lo- Jh ulhc flag dh 
pkyd ds in ij o’kZ 1990 esa than vkxkj esa 
fu;qfDr gqbZ FkhA fnukad 19-08-2009 dks deZpkjh 
jksgrd vkxkj ls iapdqyk vkxkj esa LFkkukarj.k  
gksus ij dk;Z xzg.k djus mijkar mlh fnu ls 
ykirk gks x;kA 

Jhefr eqUuh nsoh }kjk ekuuh; mPp U;k;ky; esa 
nk;j CWP No. 3566 of 2014 ds fu.kZ; 
fnukad 19-05-2015 dh vuqikyuk esa rRdkyhu 
ljdkj dh fgnk;rksa vuqlkj bl dk;kZy; ds 
vkns”k Øekad 20@42&2016@ ,7@bZ3 fnukad  
05-02-2016 }kjk deZpkjh dh iRuh dks fnukad  
19-05-2015 ls 24-10-2021 rd ekfld foÙkh; 
lgk;rk iznku dh xbZ gSA 

ljdkj ds ;kfn Øekad 1@58@2017&1Vh¼II½ 
fnukad 27-02-2008 dh ikyuk esa Jhefr eqUuh nsoh 
dks ¼fnukad 19-08-2009 ls ykirk gq, Jh ulhc 
flag] pkyd½ fnukad 19-08-2009 ls 18-05-2015 
rd ekfld foÙkh; lgk;rk ds ,fj;j dk Hkqxrku 
dj fn;k x;k gSA 

mijksDr vuqlkj fnukad 19-08-2009 dks ykirk gksus 
ds le; deZpkjh dh vk;q 45 i’kZ gksus ds dkj.k 
fu;ekuqlkj mudh iRuh Jhefr eqUuh nsoh dks 12 
o’kZ rd fnukad 19-08-2009 ls 19-08-2021 rd 
ekfld foÙkh; lgk;rk nh tkuh curh Fkh ijarq 
Jhefr eqUuh nsoh dks ekfld foÙkh; lgk;rk dk 
Hkqxrku fnukad 19-08-2009 ls 24-10-2021 rd dj 
fn;k x;k gS] ftl dkj.k mudks 2 ekg 5 fnu 
81]553@& :i;s dh vfrfjDr ekfld foÙkh; 
lgk;rk iznku dh xbZ Fkh ftldh fjdojh [ktkuk 
vf/kdkjh }kjk izfr ekg 16]312@& :i;s dh 5 
fdLrksa esa fjdojh djus ds mijkUr fnukad 20-08-
2021 ls ikfjokfjd iSa”ku tkjh dj nh xbZ gSA 

2- LokLF; HkRrk eq>s 500@& #i;s 
fey jgk gS tkfd ljdkj }kjk 
tqykbZ 2018 ls 1000@& :i;s 
fn;k tk jgk gSA eq>s LokLF; 
HkRrs dh cdk;k jkf”k nh tk, 

gfj;k.kk ljdkj ds fgnk;rksa vuqlkj fnukad  
01-05-2018 ls LokLF; HkRrk 500@& #i;s ls 
c<+kdj 1000@& :i;s fn;k tk, tk jgk gSA fdarq 
NIC }kjk Ex-gratia dslksa esa ekfld foÙkh; 
lgk;rk iznku fd, tkus gsrq online e-salary 
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rFkk 1000@& ekg LokLF; HkRrk 
fn;k tk,A 

partal update u gksus ds dkj.k LokLF; HkRrk 
500@& gh iznku fd;k tk jgk FkkA E-salary 
software esa fnukad 31-12-2021 dks LokLF; HkRrk 
1000@& #i;s update fd;k x;k gSA 

Jhefr eqUuh nsoh dks fnukad 01-05-2008 ls cdk;k 
500@& :i;s izfr ekg LokLF; HkRrs dh jk”kh 
21]000@& :i;s ds ,fj;j dk Hkqxrku fnukad  
25-07-2022 dks dj fn;k x;k gSA 

3- izkFkhZ us vius ifr dk thih,Q 
uacj Hkh crkus ckjs vuqjks/k fd;k 
x;k gSA 

Jh ulhc flag] pkyd dh izFke fu;qfDr fnukad 
12-04-1990 dks than vkxkj esa gqbZ Fkh rFkk miyC/k 
fjdkMZ vuqlkj deZpkjh dh fu;qfDr ds le; 
mldk thih,Q u- vykV ugha fd;k x;k FkkA 

 
gLrk  

dr̀s% funs”kd jkT; ifjogu] 
gfj;k.kk] p.Mhx<+A 

 The Committee satisfied with the reply of concerned department and 
the matter has been resolved. The petition/representation is disposed off 
accordingly in its meeting held on 07.09.2022. 

 

17. PETITION/REPRESENTATION FROM SHRI VIRENDER KUMAR 
KAPUR S/O SH. CHUNI LAL KAPUR, HOUSE NO. 10, BAHL 
GHARAN STREET JAGADHRI REGARDING FREEDOM FIGHTER 
STATUS (1957 HINDI MOVEMENT) TO VIRENDER KUMAR  KAPUR 
OF JAGADHRI, WHICH READS AS UNDER: -   

To  

The Chairperson, 
Petition Committee, 
Haryana Vidhan Sabha, Chandigarh. 

 

Subject: - Petition for Freedom Fighter Status (1957 Hindi Movement) 
to Verender Kumar of Jagadhari. 

Dear Sir, 

  I have been a resident of H.No. 10, Bahl Gharan Street, Jagadhri. Sir 
Hindi Movement started under presidentship of Swami Atmanand ji Saraswati 
of Vedic Sadhna Ashram, Shadipur (Yamunanagar). I joined satyagrahi jattha 
of Sh. Hukam Chand Gulati of Model Town, Yamunanagar in last weak of June, 
1957. After visiting various Village of Ambala District, we reached Ambala and 
were sent to Chandigarh. 
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  At Chandigarh, we offered stayagarh on 10.07.1957 (about 300 
satyagrahis followed by about 1000 people) under leadership of Swami 
Karpatri ji Consequently we satyagrahis were arrested u/s 147,149,454,427, 
332, IPC from secretariate and were put at PS-17, Chandigarh. 

  Sir, my name appears at No.1 in the list of 101. We were put in Ambala 
Central Jail. After about a month we were shifted to Ferozepur Camp. Jail. At 
Ferozepur, we were Brutally Lathi Charged. As a result, many of us were badly 
injured and me Barrack-mate  Sumer Singh of Naya-Bons, Rohtak, was 
martyred. Satyagrah gained momentum after this. Finally, we were released 
on 31-12-1957. 

  On my return at Jagadhri Railway Station on 01-01-1958, I was warmly 
welcome by eminent persons of Twin-Towns and taken in procession to 
Jagadhri Town, where a Welcome-Function was held Prominent people 
including Dr. Kamla Verma (Former Health Minister blessed me. 

  Central Jail Ambala and Ferozepur Jail supdt. informed D.C. Yamuna 
Nagar that they did not have old record of F.I.R No. 188 dated 10-07-1957  
PS-17 Chandigarh, which I had found in response to my R.T.I. letter no. 
345/CP10/ Central dated 30-11-2017. The main F.I.R. was in English but other 
pages were in Urdu. I got relevant portions translated into Hindi and submitted 
with D.C. Yamuna Nagar. On further search, I found in the closing report of 
F.I.R.-No. 188 that all (101) Satyagrahis arrested on 10-07-1957 were 
released from Ferozepur jail on 31-12-1957 under order of Magistrate 
Ferozepur. 

  It is therefore obvious Sir, that we were kept in jails for which record 
should be available, if possible with Police Authorities yet record of my arrest 
on 10-07-1957 at Chandigarh and ultimate release on 31-12-1957 from 
Ferozepur is available. 

  Sir, grave injustice will be done if my case is not considered favourably. 
Deserving cases should never be filtered-out Sir. 

Sd 

Virender Kumar S/o Sh. Chuni Lal Kapur, 
# 10, Bahl Gharan Street, Jagadhri. 

The Petition/Representation was placed before the Committee in its 
meeting held on 05.10.2021 and the Committee considered the same and 
decided that said petition/representation be sent to the concerned department 
for sending their comments/reply within a period of 07 days. The Committee 
orally examined the departmental representatives and petitioner/applicant in 
its meeting held on 19.10.2021. The departmental representatives assured 
that this matter will be resolved shortly & the compliance report will be sent to 
the Committee. The department submit its compliance report, which reads as 
under: -  
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lsok esa] 

 The Secretary, 
Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretariat, 

   Øekad lw-t-l-Hk-fo-g- ¼{ks=½&2022@15048 

 fnukad p.Mhx<+ 30@09@2022- 

Sub: -  Regarding Freedom Fighter Status (1957 Hindi Movement) to 
Virender Kumar Kapur of Jagadhri. 

 mi;qZDr fo’k; ij vkids dk;kZy; ds i= Øekad HVS/Petitions/794/2022-
23/18098 fnukad 12-09-2022 ds lUnHkZ esa fy[kk tkrk gS fd mDr i= esa of.kZr Jh eksfgUnz flag 
ujoky iq= Jh lqesj flag ls lEcfU/kr dksbZ ekeyk@i= foHkkx dks izkIr ugha gqvk gSA 

 blds vfrfjDr mDr i= ds fo’k; esa of.kZr Jh fojsUnz dqekj diwj] txk/kjh dks ljdkj }kjk 
tkjh la”kksf/kr uksfVfQds”ku Øekad u- 1@73@2017&1 ih-ih-] fnukad 2 ekpZ] 2022 ¼izfr lyaXu½ ds 
vuq:i vko”;d Lohdf̀r mijkUr ekpZ] 2022 ls isa”ku tkjh dj nh xbZ gSA 

 

gLrk 

vfrfjDr funs”kd ¼{ks=½ 
dr̀s% egkfuns”kd] lwpuk] tu lEidZ ,oa 

Hkk’kk foHkkx] gfj;k.kkA 
 

 The Committee satisfied with the compliance report of department. The 
petition/representation is disposed off accordingly in its meeting held on 
15.10.2022. 
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