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HEAT-1/31T0-543/2018 FTo-6081--3T 3AY TG &g, Aaifeiged #ToToHo (31.2002),
cIcohTellel  HTAUS  Jalehil, CIeR, & fawg fasmefiar gai-1138 fesih 06.02.2019 &
CaRT JAUSH UYSITAPRI, STER & T H UTUTeT Iy H sl -1 folor rfafadar &
RIT G HrodTo3MTSo, ToTTodlo, ¢aldlg & Utd &y TEI-IAR.IN.-16-T-2012-31 (GTER ol
The) ¥ FEfUd IRAT U9 At A1 9fd Heved Xd ge fArafaf@d fSegt o qf
TISERIOT 3UCTSE FTeT T Y fohar aram -

(a) That, while posted and functioning as Sub Divisional Officer, Deoghar during December

2005 to October 2008 you have committed grave misconduct in as much as a
complaint regarding illegal sale of non-transferable land in Bandha mauza by Dhrub
Naravan Parihast and his mother Maheshwari Devi through fake and fabricated papers
related to LA cases was received in September 2006 by you and you had sought
explanation from Dhrub Naravan Parihast vide you letter no.653/go dated 15.09.2006.
(b) That, while posted and functioning as Sub Divisional Officer, Deoghar you have
committed grave misconduct in as much as a written explanation dated 19.09.2006
from Dhrub Narayan Parihast vide his letter no.669/go. Dated 25.09.2006 you declared
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that the land in question was Basauri in nature and the same was rightly owned by
Smt. Maheshwari Devi, mother of Dhrub Narayan Parihast.

(c) That, while posted and functioning as Sub Divisional Officer, Deoghar you have
committed grave misconduct in as much as you vide your letter no.669/go dated
25.09.2006 declared the nature of land in question as Basauri (transferable) and
confirmed that land was acquired in favour of father of Smt.Maheshwari Devi. In your
report dated 25.09.2006 you had mentioned about Misc.Case No0.26/83-84 dated
23.01.1984 of Dy. Commissioner, Deoghar and Mutation Case No0.279/83-84 dated
11.02.1986 of SDO Deoghar for substantiating th claim of Maheshwari Devi and Dhrub
Narayan Parihast.

2. A g @ uiod TISESRUT dl 3R gU Soih fa&g 10 9faerd

I FEll & JEAT W HRA TWHR AT TgATA g G vd Y&dd ST ar a1 5@

3Teiteh H R TR SaRT HAHCT T FHIET 3 HRAT YAV (Feg-Hg-Qariaigica orsd)

g, 1998 & ATH-6(1)() F TS & Fa gU faTad observation T Iy -

“ The matter has been perused and prima-facie following observations have been noted :-

(i) the officer superannuated on 31.01.2017;

(i) according to draft charge-sheet the period of misconduct is of 2005-2008;

(i) in this case departmental proceedings were not initiated by the State Government
while the pensioner was in service till his superannuation and now as per Rule 6
of AIS (DCRB) Rules, 1958, disciplinary proceedings cannot be initiated as it is in
respect of an event which took place more than four years ago.

As the present matter appears to be time-barred, it has been decided with the
approval of the Competent Authority to return the proposal received vide letter dated
14.12.2020.”
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