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Ministry of Home Affairs
Sovernment of India

North Biock, New Delhi-01

of

hmir Colony,

Prem Nagar, Paprawat Road,
Najafgarh, New Delhi-110043. _

Sub: Your letter dated 3 June, 2013,

Please refer to your letter dated 3"
copies of the note sheet on your representat

03.09.2010 dealt by R &

2.
52-54/corr are enclosed

3.

Encls: As stated.
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Dated: 11.06.2013

June, 2013 requesting for
ions dated 08.04.2010 and

W Section, MHA at page 52-54/corr.

herewith.
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on, MHA at pagey

A letier of even No. dated 24.05.2013, the
ad as 17.11.20_11 instead of 27.01.2011.
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ireciargte General
Cendral ingqustrial Security Force

Subject - Representation against retirement under Clause(]) of rule-58 of
i the fundarmental rules in respect of Shii Jagmohan Singh Negi,
i Ex-Comdt JCISF

Reisigice noles on pre-page.

B

o]
e sy

he copy of the Wit Petition dated 08.04.2010 addressed ta the Fresident
india aiongwith another representation dated 03.09.2010 addressed to
sCretary, luHa, Norh Block, Mew Daini submitted by Shii Jagmoehan Singh
&gl Ex-Commandant received through Govi. of india, Resettlement and
Yveifare Uireclorate, MHA vide RW Dy. No. 114460/2010 dated 22.09.2018 are
;‘éace:‘i i fie at page ~ 01 to 05/C, as required.

<

S.1 e drgsr of compeient authoriv disposing the representations may
pigase ue cuminunicated fo this office to intmate She JS Negi, B

Cammannant/CISF.
b

4 The uiiicer has aiso filed a Wit Petition in the High Court of Delhi on the
giter Wi came up for hearing on 12.11.2010 and adjourned to 18.01. 2011,
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r ﬂda‘r‘;rﬂm? fules in respect of Shii Jagmohsh Singh Nedi,
E -Comat JCISF

Rafarance your PW Dy, Na. 114480/2010 dared 22.08 2010 and this Die.

o Ne. E-2801 7/1/FR-55()/JSNeglf201 0/Pers 11017 dated 12.11 2010 on the

above subjstt
Z ifr this connection parawise comments on the representation submiited By
Shi Jagmohan Singh Megi, Ex-Commandant against pre-mature retirement

under Rule of FR-BE() are enclosed herewith for further necessary action.

3 The oficer nas 2lso fled g Wit Petition in the High Court of Delhi on the

raatier which came up for hearing on 12.11.2010 and adjourned to 18.01. 2011,
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From J.S Negi
79-A. Z- Block( Near Shiv Dham Mandir)
Kashmri Colony, Pream Nagar.
Paprawart Road. Najafgarh road
New Delhi-110043

To.
The Deputy Secretary (Pers.1) & CPIO
Ministry of Home Affairs
North Block, New Delhi -110001

Sub:- Compliance of CIC’S order dated 8.05.2013

SIr
Please refer to your letter No 45015/02/RT1/2011/ Pers.1 dated 24.05.2013
) L . Sheet y
2 In this connection it is stated that the MHA/Pers. 1 noting seat attached with your

letter does not provide information about the decision of the competent authority of MHA

on my representations dated 08.04.2010 and 03.09.2010. As per para 2 of the noting sest ¢heet
- my representations dated 08.04.2510 and 03.05.2010 were dealt with earlier by

Res‘eﬁlemge g Welfare Directorate, MHA at page 52.54/corr. but the relevant portion of

the noﬁng{_ has not been enclosed with your letter.

3 In view of the above kindly provide me the information as per order dated

08.05.2013 passed by the Information Commissicner, CIC in this matter.

Thanking you
' Yours faithfully.

Dated: '?,/;‘7 June 2013

Cl'j“:v it
1 Shri D.C Singh, Deputy Registrar, CIC, - For information and necessary action
B Wing, II Floor, August Kranti Bhawan, with reference to letter quoted above

Bhikaji Cama Place, New Delhi-110066.
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No. 45015/02/RTI/2011/Pers-I

Minisiry of Home Affairs
Government of India
North Block, New Delhi-01

Dated: 24.05.2013

To
Shri J.S. Negi,
A, Z Block, Kashmir Colony,
Prem Nagar, Paprawat Road,
Najafgarh, New Delhi-110043.

Sub: Furnishing of information in compliance of CIC’s order dated

08.05.2013.
Sir,

In compliance of CIC’s order dated 08.05.2013 the following
information is furnished.

2. It is informed that your representation dated 08.04.2010 was
considered on 27.10.11 by R&W Section, Ministry of Home Affairs and
it was decided that since suitable reply has already given to the
petitioner by CISF vide their letter dated 27.01.2011 as such, matter
may be closed. (Copy of noting sheet enclosed).

3. ' Further your representations dated 08.04.2010 and dated
23.05.2011, were considered and rejected under provisions contained
in FR 56 (j) by Representation Committee in its meeting held on 5" July,
2012. The findings of the Representation Committee were accepted by
the Hon'ble HM. Copies of minutes of meeting and noting sheets are
enclosed herewith.

Encls; As stated.

}etnﬁ faithfully,

tT (Harish Chander)
» DEPUTY SECRETARY (PERS-1) & CPIO

Copy to:-
4~Shri D. C. Singh, Deputy Registrar, CIC, B Wing, Il Floor,
August Kranti Bhawan, Bhikaji Cama Place, New Delh-
110066.

7 Shri AK Singh, DIG/Ops & CPIO, CISF w.rt.. UO dated '
23.05.2013. g} Jusrt %

@



May kindly refer notes at page 1-7/N.

2. On scrutiny of the file, it has been observed that Shri Jagmohan
Singh Negi, Ex-Commandant, CISF had earlier submitted two
representation dated 08.04.2010 and 03.09.2010 against pre-mature
retirement and the same were dealt with by Resettlement & Welfare
Directorate, MHA at page 52-34/corr. Now, Shri Jagmohan Singh
Necn ‘Ex-Commandant has submitted a another representation dated
%53.05.2011 to comsider his earlier representation dated 08.04.2010.

c ¢ 3.  We may refer the file to R& W Directorate, MHA for necessary
\ e

i  action please.
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Ministry of Home Affairs

Government of india - ) )
Pers.|/No.E-28017/FR-56 (1JSNegi/2010/Pers. I
sk

e s s e

?\The proposal on the file relates to consideration of the
reprgéentation submitted by Shri J.S.Negi, Ex-.Commandant, CISF, who
retired from service prematurely under FR-56 (j).

2. The suitability of Shri Jagmohan Singh Negi, Ex-Commandant,
CISF. for his retention in service beyond the age of 50 years under FR 56
(i) was reviewed by an Internal Screening Committee. The ISC after
considering all the relevant service records of Shri Jagmohan Singh Negi
recommended for his pre-mature retirement from service (page 59-
_ 60/corr). The Review Committee of MHA found Shri Jagmohan Singh
. Negi unsuitable for retention in service and agreed for his premature
S ; retirement from service under FR-56 (j) (page 26-27/corr.). Accordingly,
T s : with the approval of Hon'ble HM (page 23-24/corr.), Shri Jagmohan Singh —
= ; : ; Negi was retired prematurely w.e.f. 18.03.2010 (page S8/corr.).

- 5 »f. -
K peet-Yje

T p,I??C !

R A ' - - ¢~ 3. .. Aggrieved with the above decision, Shri Jagmohan Singh Negi filed
= Te * a Writ Petition in the Hon'ble Hi h Court of Delhi which was dismissed,
fzy Pz E/( vide judgment order dated 18.05:2011 (page 12-16/corr.).

4, Meanwhile, Shri Jagmohan Singh Negi submitted a representation
¥ ..dated 08.04.2010 (page 1-4/comr.) addressed to President of India
| requesting therein to reinstate him in the service. Since Shri Negi filed a
WP in the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, CISF suitability replied Shri Negi
i (page 18/corr.) that action on his representation will be taken after
; disposal of the WP. The High Court dismissed the W.P.

] 5. Shri Jagmohan Singh Negi again submitted a representation dated
23.05.2011 (page 17/corr.) addressed to the President of India wherein he
has requested to consider his earlier representation dated 08.04.2010. In
his representation, he has raised following points:-

i) Review Committee had not given due regard to the entire
service record of his and confined itself to the period from 2™
January 2006 to 30" June 2009 when he was holding the

: rank of Commandant and posted at CISF Unit Farakka

¢ Barriage Project.

i) He was warned on five occasions during the above period
but these are not sufficient grounds to retire him immediately
in public interest.

iii) He was given many additional duties during the above
period which he fried his best to complete and bring
improvement in the administration.

iv) He was graded ‘Average’ in his ACRs during the above

' period. His representation against the above gradings have
not been replied.

L A e e St g e e e
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6. As required under the rules fpage 68-81/corr.), a representation @

Commitiee comprising a nominee of Minisiry of Information and
Broadcasting (Shri Rajiv Takru, IAS, Addl.Secretary) and Secretary,
Depariment of Industrial Development has been constituted with the
approval of competent authority (page 19/N).

7. The representation Committee has gone through the representation
& examined all relevant documents and found that there is sufficient
justification to uphold the decision of the Review Committee in retiring the |
officer pre-maturely w.e.f. 18.03.2010 (FN). After a detailed discussion,
the Commitice decided to reject the representation, of Shri Jagmohan
Singh Negi, Ex-Commandant, CISF. The grounds mentioned by
Committee for rejection of the representation are as follows.:-

a) His ACR grading for the two periods as Commandant was
average. This shows a clear deterioration on the grading of the
earlier period. t is evident that Shri Negi has reached his level of
incompetence, therefore it would not be in public interest to retain
him in service.

b) There is nothing in the representation of Shri Negi to suggest to
explain the deterioration in his performance as reflected in the ACR
grading for the period 2006-07 and 2007-08. The earlier entries
relate to different subordinate posts held by Shri Negi and cannot
be justifiably used to measure his performance for the higher post
of Commandant. For assessing his retention in his service or
otherwise, ACRs pertaining to the present post have to be
considered.

¢) The.representation does not allege that order was passed on
mala fide grounds or it is a perverse order being arbitrary. A
perusal of the order further shows that it is based on evidence in
the form of ACR entries, DG’s & |G's Displeasure and Warnings on
5 occasions.

8. The findings of the Representation Committee upholding the
decision of the Review Committee and rejecting the representation dated
08.04.2010 and 23052011 of Shri Jagmohan Singh Negi, Ex-
Commandant, CISF seems logical & well reasoned and are placed
fg_efore Hon’ble HM for acceptance/approval.
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Additional Secretary
M/o Information & Broadcasting

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
REPRESENTATION COMMITTEE TO CONSIDER THE
REPRESENTATIONS OF SHRI JAGIMOHAN SINGH NEGI,
EX-COMMANDANT, CISF AGAINST HIS PRE-MATURE RETIREMENT

Venue Room No. 157, Udyog Bhawan, New Delhi

Date of Meeting Str July 2012
Time of Meeting 5.15 p.m.

PRESENT

i) Shri Saurabh Chandra, Secretary, Department of Industrial Policy

and Promotion.
- 11) ... Shri Rajiv Takru, Additional Secretary, Ministry of Information and

Broadcasting.

1. A meeting of the Representation Committee was held in pursuance of
Ministry of Home Affairs I.D. No. E-28017/FR-56(j) /JS Negi/2010/Pers.II
dated 11%® June 2012 to consider the representation of Shri J.S. Negi,
Retired Commandant, CISF on 5.7.2012.

2. The Representation Committee was assisted in its deliberations by
Shri S.B. Singh, IPS (AM:1986), Inspector General (HQ), CISF.

3: The Members of the Committee initially noted the contents of
Department of Personnel & Training O.M. No. 25013/2/2012-E8tt(A—IV]
dated 4.7.2012 in which it has been clarified that the Department of
Industrial Development referred to in DOP&T’s O.M. No. 25013/5/1986-
Estt.(A) dated 27.6.1986, having been renamed as Department of Industrial
Policy and Promotion in Allocation of Business Rules, the reference in the
O.M. to Secretary, Deptt. of ID will be deemed to be Secretary, Deptt. of

IP&P.

4. The Representation Committee considered the representations dated
8.4.2010 and 25.5.2011 submitted by Shri J.S. Negi, Retired Commandant,
CISF against Order, by virtue of which he was retired prematurely under
Clause(j) of Rule 56 of the Fundamental Rules. In his representations, Shri
Negi has mainly submitted the following:-

) Review Committee had not given due regard to the entire service
record of his and confined itself to the period from 224 January

{ Wi
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2006 to 30t June 2009 when he was holding the rank of g
Commandant and posted at CISF Unit Farakka Barriage Project. S

He was warned on five occasions during the above period but these
are not sufficient grounds to retire him immediately in public

interest.

i) He was given many additional duties during the above period which
he tried his best to complete and bring improvement in the

administration.

iv)  He was graded ‘Average’ in his ACRs during the above period. His
representations against the above gradings have not been replied.

The following facts were also brought to the notice of the Committee:-

i) Shri J.S. Negi was prematurely retired with effect from 18th March
2010 under FR-56(j).

1i) He submitted a representation dated 8t April 2010 to the President
of India against this Order. While his representation was under
process, he filed a Writ Petition in the High Court of Delhi. In view
of this, the Ministry of Home Affairs kept the decision on his

representation in abeyance.

i)  The Writ Petition of Shri Negi was dismissed by the High Court of
' Delhi vide Judgement Order No. WP(C) 7613/2010 dated 18t May

2011.

1v) Shri Negi submitted another representation dated 23t May 2011,
wherein he requested that his earlier application dated 8t April
2010 may be considered.

V) The representation of Shri Negi dated 23 May 2011 together with
his earlier representation dated 8th April 2010 was forwarded to the
Ministry of Home Affairs along with parawise comments by the
Director General of CISF. Thereafter, further information sought by
Ministry of Home Affairs along with reconstructed file of Shri Negi
was submitted to DG, CISF. Based on these docurments, Ministry
of Home Affairs decided to close the matter on 27% October 2011
and the same was communicated to Shri Negi vide Directorate’s
letter dated 17.11.2011. After further deliberations, the matter vide
Ministry of Home Affairs LD, No. E-28017/FR-56(j)/JS

2
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Negi/2010/Pers.Il dated 11t June 2012 has been sent to the
Representation Committee for consideration.

6. Shri Jagmohan Singh Negi was retired prematurely in the public
interest because his performance was just satisfactory and he was holding
the post of Deputy Commandant during 27d July 2002 to 1st January 2005.
Subsequently, after his promotion as Commandant, his performance was
deteriorating and he was graded as an ‘Average’ officer for two years. He was
also conveyed the displeasure of both the IG and the DG.

7. The petitioner’s representation against below benchmark grading was
submitted on 15.5.2010 to DG, CISF. This representation was rejected being

- devoid . of merit after the competent authority had carefully considered his

relevant representation, relevant documents and comments furnished by the
appropriate authorities and found that there was credible material on record
to reduce the grading endorsed in his ACR/APAR was based on the objective
assessment by senior officers on his performance.

8. F.R.-56(j) is being reproduced below:-

“Notwithstanding anything contained in this rule, the appropriate
authority shall, if it is of the opinion that it is in the public interest
so to do, have the absolute right to retire any Government servant
by giving him notice of not less than three months in writing or
three months’ pay and allowances in lieu of such notice:

(i) If he is, in Group ‘A’ or Group B’ service or post in a
substantive, quasi-permanent or temporary capacity and had
entered Government service before attaining the age of 35 years,
after he has attained the age of 50 years;

()  In any other case after he has attained the age of fifty-five
years.”

9. The issue under consideration is whether Shri Negi should be retained
in service as Commandant in CISF or not. A perusal of the statement of
ACRSI in respect of Shri Negi shows that his grading for the two periods as
Commandant was average. This shows a clear deterioration on the grading
of the earlier period. It is evident that Shri Negi has reached his level of

incompetence, therefore it would not be in public interest to retain him in

\/ service.
)R : u'wor-ni)w 3
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10. There is nothing in the representation of Shri Negi to suggest to
explain the deterioration in his performance as reflected in the ACR grading
for the period 2006-07 and 2007-08. The earlier entries relate to different
;ubordinate posts held by Shri Negi and cannot be justifiably used to
measure his performance for the higher post of Commandant. For assessing
his retention in his service or otherwise, ACRs pertaining to the present post

have to be considered.

11. The representation does not allege that order was passed on mala fide

_.grounds or it is a -perverse order being arbitrary. A perusal of the oder

furthel_' shows that _it_is based on evidence in the form of ACR entries, DG’s &

1G’s Displeasure and Warnings on 5 occasions.

12'. The Committee arrived at the conclusion that there is sufficient

justification to uphold the decision of the Review Committee in retiring the
officer pre-maturely w.e.f. 18.3.2010 (FN).  Therefore, after a detailed
discussion, the Committee decided to reject the representation of Shri

Jagmohan Singh Negi, Ex-Commandant, CISF.

L I (VS
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Ministry of Home Affairs

Siaty
File No. 27011/51/2013 (Part-2
Police Division-II

[Resettlement and Welfare Directorate]

Fedekik

Subject: CIC’s Order dated 08.05.2013 re'ardin roviding of copy of
the decision of the com etent authority on the re resentations
dated 08.04.2011 and 23.05.2011 in r/o Shri J. S. Negi.

May kindly peruse “FR”.

Deputy Secretary (Pers.l) & CPIO vide their ID No. 45015/02/2011-
Pers.| dated 22.05.2013 (FR) has forwarded a copy of CIC order dated 08.05.2013
regarding providing of copy of the decision of the competent authority on the
representations dated 08.04.2011 and 23.05.2011 against the order of premature
retirement to Shri J. S. Negi. :

2. In this context, it is submitted that on-pefusatof record available with
us, it reveals that

'(i) R&W Section received a representation dated 03.09.2010 (p-71/c)

addressed to the Secretary, Home Affairs, as a general public grievance
and same was forwarded to CISF vide R&W Dy No. 114460 dated
22.09.2010 (p-63/c) for their comments. -

(i) CISF forwarded their reply vide UO dated 29.11.2010 (p-74/c) without
enclosing application dated 3.9.2010 of the applicant. Therefore, UO note
was returned to CISF and requested that copy of application dated
03.09.2010 be placed on the file and suitable reply may be given to. the
applicant.

(i)  CISF re-submitted the file vide UO dated 30.12.2010 (p-73/c), mentioning.
that The officers has also filed writ petition in the High Court of
Delhi on the matter, which came up for hearing on 12.11.2010 and

. adjourned to 18.01.2011. (Refer page 73/c).

(iv)  Since Writ petition of the officer was under consideration before the High
Court of Delhi, therefore, CISF was informed that necessary action on his
writ petition will be taken, on receipt of decision of the Hon'ble Court on the
matter. Accordingly, matter was closed by the US (PMA) being a general
public grievance. (p-72/c). Based on above, CISF given reply to the
petitioner on 27/01/2011 (p-70/c).

(v) it is pertinent to mention:ﬁ here that original representation dated 8.4.2010
submitted by the Ex-Commandants J S Negi (addressed to the President of
India), against his pre-mature retirement, was not received by R&W
section. Only copy of the said representation was placed on the file by CISF
while submit#t reply on the representation dated 3.9.2010 on 30.12.2010

(p-64/c). ™Y



However, representation dated 23.5.2011 submitted by Shri J.S. Negi,
Der dismissal of his Wirt Petition by the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi, to consider
his earlier representation dated 08.04.2010 was required to be considered by the
Representative Committee through Pers.| Branch, but was forwarded to R&W
and the matter was closed “erroneously” by R&W Section based on the CISF
note 30/12/2010 and earlier reply dated 27/01/2011 treated as a general public
grievance. (p-64/c).

4. Based on above, CISF replied to the petitioner on 17/11/2011 stating that your
representation dated 8.4.2010 and 3.9.2010 against premature retirement has
been considered by the competent authority of MHA as per provision
contained in the Rules and decided to close the matter. (p-36/c).

5; Later on, his representation dated 8/4/2010 and representation dated
23/5/2011 was placed before the Representation Committee on 5/7/2012 by Pers.|
Branch and Representation Committee arrived at the conclusion that there is
sufficient justification to uphold the decision of the Review Committee in retiring the
officer pre-maturely w.e.f. 18.03.2010 (FN). Therefore, after a detailed discussion,
the Committee decided to reject the representation of Shri Jagmohan Singh Negi,
Ex-Commandant, CISF (p-56-57/c).

6. Since, case file is not available in R&W, therefore, we may request
DS (Pers-l) that file may be obtained from CISF and suitable reply given to the

applicant
g/ﬁ/’g:»
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Central Industrial Security Force
(Ministry of Home Affairs)

Subject:-Representation agzinst pre-mature retirement
submitted by Shri Jagmohan Sinagh Negi, Ex-
Commandant, CISF under FR-56(J).

Kindly refer to MHA/Pers.I note at page-9/N wherein it has
been directed to process the representation of Shri Jagmohan Singh
Negi, Ex-Commandant, CISF against pre-mature retirement for
placing the case before the appropriate Representation Committee.

Submitted that Shri Jagmohan Singh Negi, Ex-Commandant,
CISF was prematurely retired wef.18.03.2010 (FN) under FR-56(J)
(2" review). He had submitted a representation dated 08.04.2010
to the President of India. While his representation was under
process, he filed a WP in High Court of Delhi. Hence his
representation was kept in abeyance as directed by MHA(R & W)
vide UO Note at (Page-19/Cor). The WP of Shri Negi has been
dismissed by Court vide judgement order dated 18.05.2011
(Page-12 to 16/Cor). He submitted another representation dated
23.05.2011 wherein he had requested to consider his earlier
application dated 08.04.2010.

His representation dated 23.05.2011 together with his earlier
representation dated 08.04.2010 was forwarded to MHA along with
Para wise comments (Page-06 to 10/Cor) vide this Dte. UO Note No.
(1537) dated 27.06.2011(Page-01/N). Further required
information/documents as asked by MHA were also submitted vide
this Dte. UO Note dated 04.08.2011 (Page- 03/N ) for processing
the case.

As asked for by MHA, a reconstructed file of the Ex-officer was
submitted to MHA on 30.09.2011 and further required documents
asked by MHA were also submitted vide this Dte. UO Note dated
11.10.2011(Page-07/N of reconstructed file). In this reconstructed
file, MHA (R&W) had decided to close the matter vide note dated
27.10.2011 (Page-08/N of reconstructed file) and the same has
been communicated to the Ex-officer vide this Directorate letter
dated 17.11.2011 (Page-60/Cor).

After that the original case file of the Ex-officer (located by
MHA in their own office) was received on 07.12.2011 from
MHA/Pers.I with note “We may request CISF to intimate whether the
representation of Shri Jagmohan Singh Negi, Ex-Commandant, CISF
against premature retirement is to be placed before representation
committee or otherwise. CISF may also furnish two case files of

-~ such Ex-officer, whose cases were placed before representation

committee.” (Page-8/N).
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i As such the earlier decision of MHA(R&W) given in the
reconstructed file had already been communicated to Shri J.5.Negi
vide this Directorate letter dated 17.11.2011 (Page-60/Cor). Hence,
request was made to MHA vide this Directorate UO note dated
28.12.2011 to hold their earlier order of closure (Page-09/N).

~ But the MHA, vide their note dated 10.01.2012 (Page-09/N),
has directed to process the representation of Shri Jagmohan Singh
Negi, Ex-Commandant, CISF against pre-mature retirement for
placing the case before the appropriate representation committee.
Since, the MHA(R&W)'s decision of closure of matter earlier given on
the reconstructed file had already been communicated to Shri
Jagmohan Singh Negi, Ex-commandant, CISF and it would not here
been appropriate to take another decision in this matter, the matter
has been discussed on 22.02.2012 by JS(P-II) with IG(HQrs), CISF
and it has been decided that the representation of Shri Jagmohan
Singh Negi may be placea for consideration of the appropriate

Representation Committee.

In view of above the representation dated 08.04.2010 of Shri
Jagmohan Singh Negi, Ex-Commandant, CISF against pre-mature
retirement alongwith parawise comments is submitted herewith for
placing the case before the appropriate Representation Committee.

As desired, MHA file bearing No.E-28014/0D/BS/2008/Pers.1I
(containing pages 01 to 14/N and 01 to 39/C) in respect of Shri
Balwinder Singh, AC/CISF, whose case was placed earlier before

representation committee is sent herewith.
(Rajeet pIbE

bl
"’} Asstt. Inspector General(Pers)

Shri Harish/Chander, DS, (Pers.I), MHA, North Block, New Delhi
DG/CISF UO No.E-28017/1/FR-56(j)/JSN/2010/Pers.11/529 Datedo;Agg;Lzmz

;RF,
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MBA/Pers-]

dod o

This matter has been discussed today in the
IG(HQrs).CISF and it was decided that the r
Negi may be examined by

Chamber of IS(P-II) with
epresentation of Shri Jagmohan Singh
CISF and placed for consideration of the Committee.

CISF may therefore take necessary action in the matter as decided in the

meeting. \
¥
p e Ay
DS(Peré-1) "

CISF
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May kindly refer CISF’s note at page 10/N.

e

CISF for his retention in service beyond the age of 50 years under FR
56 (j) was reviewed by an Internal Screening Committee.

2 The suitability of Shri Jagmohan Singh Negi, Ex-Commandant,

3. The ISC after considering all the relevant service records of
Shri Jagmohan Singh Negi fecommended him for ‘pre-mature
retirement from service under FR 56 (j) (page 59-60/corr.).

4.  The Review Committee of MHA found Shri Jagmohan Singh
Negi unsuitable for retention in seryice and agreed for his premature
retirement from service under FR-56 (j) (page 26-27/corr.). The
Hon’ble HM approved premature retirement of Shri Jagmohan Singh
Negi under FR-56 (j) (page 23-24/corr.). He was retired prematurely
w.e.f. 18.03.2010 (page 58/cort.).

3. Aggrieved with the above decision, Shri Jagmohan Singh Negi
filed a Writ Petition in the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi which has
been dismissed, vide judgement order dated 18.05.2011 (page 12-
16/corr.).

6. = Meanwhile; Shri Jagmohan Singh Negi submitted a
representation dated 08.04.2010 (page 1-4/corr.) addressed to
President of India requesting therein to reinstate him in the service.
The matter was dealt with in. R&W Directorate, MHA. The R&W
Diréctorate, MHA informed CISFE. that since Shri Negi filed a WP in
e ‘Hon’ble High Court of Delhi, action on the same will be taken
after disposal of the WP (page 19/corr.). CISF suitably replied Shri
Negi (page 18/corr.).

7.  Shri Jagmohan Singh Negi again submitied a representation -
dated 23 05 2011 (page 17/001‘3:) addressed to the Premdent of Indla

""08 042 1{) CISF Vide thezr ‘note at paoe 9fN stated that a§ per the

directions to the effect that we may close the matter given by R&W
Die;"MHA, CISF sent a reply to Shri Negi vide letter date—d
S ]l 2011 (page 60/corr.).
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8. CISF again requested this Ministry vide note at page 9/corr. to
hold on the earlier decision given by MHA (R&W).

9, In this connection, it is stated that the instructions on the subject
provides (page 55-57/corr.) that a Government employee who has
been served with a notice/order of premature retirement under the
provisions may submit a representation within three weeks from the
date of service of such notice/order. On receipt of a representation,
the Administrative Ministry/Department/Office should examine the
same to see whether it contains any new facts or any new aspect of a
fact already known but which was not taken into account at the time
-‘ of issue of notice/order of premature retirement. This examination
should be completed within two weeks, from the date of receipt of the
representation. After such examination, the case should be placed
before the appropriate Committee for consideration. The
representation from Government employees who have been served
with a notice/order of premature retirement, but have obtained stay
order (s) from a Court against the order/notice of premature
retirement, need not be considered by the Administrative
Ministry/Department or Office nor sent to the Committee until the
disposal of the Court case. Thereafter, the cases may be examined as
outlined above, also taking into account any material of a substantive
| nature that may feature in the Court judgement.

10.  Keeping in view of the above, ‘the case is required to be placed

before the representation committee for consideration. We therefore, -
“requested CISF to process the representation of Shri Jagmohan Singh
Negi, Ex-Commandant, CISF against pre-mature retirement for
‘placing the case before the appropriate representation Committee.

11. Now, CISF vii% note at page 10/N have intimated that the
@ p- @/‘;‘d £.4) MHA (R&W)’s deciston of closure of matter earlier given on the
(inbin reconstructed file has already been communicated to Shri Jagmohan
Singh Negi, Ex-Commandant, CISF and it may not be appropriate to
take another decision in this matter. CISF have further requested to
fix the date between 07" and 09" Feb.2012 for a meeting between JS
(P.11) and IG (HQrs), CISF so that IG/HQrs. can explain the case: -
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12.  In this connection, it is also submitted that Shri Jagmohan
Singh Negi vide application dated 21.01.2012 (page 64/corr.) sought
i the following information under RTI Act 2005 :-

“It 1s revealed that the matter has been closed by the competent
“authority as per provisions contained in the Rules without
putting up my Representation before the Representation
Committee for consideration. In this regard please inform me
the provisions of the Rules based on which it has been decided
to close the matter. A copy of the relevant rule may be

provided.

! 13. - We may submit the file to JS (P.II) to give a suitable date &
'nme for the said meeting please.

d Pérs. ALYy Qm%—

DS (Pex_é.! ) @&J&M

les 2.0

JS (P.
/
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S Rez(E )
No. 45015/02/2011-Pers-|
Government of India/Bharat Sarkar

Ministry of Home Affairs/Giih Mantra.aya
North Block, New Delhi-01 dated =" May, 2012

Commandant(Retired) CISF
79-A Z Block Kashmiri Colony
(Near Shiv Sai Dham Mandir)
Prem Nagar, Paprawat Road,
Najafgarh, New Delhi-43.

Sub:- Your Appeal dated 03-05-2012 and Appellate Authority’s
direction dated 24.05.12.

Sir,
Please refer to your appeal dated 03-05-2012 and Appellate
Authority’s direction dated 24.05.12.

2. You are intimated that placing of your case before the appropriate
Representation Committee is under process.
/‘?‘Tmrs faithfully,

\ '::}
' Loy,
(Harish Chander)

' . PIO
C} C/Depmy Secretary (Pers.l) and C
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No. 45015/02/20] 1-Pers-1
Government of India/Bharat Sarka
Mmijstry of Home Affairs/Grih Mant 1

North Block, New Dcﬂ‘-_i—f]_? c'i:,zr:-ui;uf?' May, 2012

e & 9 pay 012

Commandam(Retired) CISF

79-A 7 Block IKashmin Colony
(Near Shiv Sai Dham Mandir)
Prem Nagar, Paprawat Road,
Najafgarh, New Delhi-43.

Sub:- Your Appeal dated (3-05-2012 w.r.t. RTI applications dated
23-12-2011 and 22-03-2012.

Sir

2

[l

[ e

Lo
(&

(@]

W

b

Please refer 1o your appeal dated 03-05-2012 with reference
applications dated 23-12-2011 and 22-03-2012.

2. With reference to your first RTI epplication dated 23-12-2011, vou were

furnished the information *".ques ted by vou (a copy of CISE's letter No. E-
28017/1/FR-36()/ISN/2010/Pers.11/2620 dated 17.11.2011) vide CPIQ’s ietter of

even No. dated 09-01-2012 as the CISF’s file was available in MHA at that ume.

2 As regards your RTI epplication dated 22-03-2012, your ap
rigntly transterved to the CISF under seciion 6(3) of RTI Act
single file syvstem and the files are returned to the originating a

action is over, and
of the CISF, vide MHAs letter of even no. dated 27-03-2012 (copy

4. CPIO has been dTreL ted to furnish the present position to the applicant by
29.05.12.

5 Your appgal is.
Yours fai

I ) -. (Dr. N.S. Kalsi)
4 "’_‘ % JS(P-II) & Appellate Authority

Copy to: DS(Rers.]) & CPIO — He is dir o furnish the present position
regarding disposal of representations O_[,,f}l'“'} Q_ Negi against his prematurs

retirement. [y - oy Ty L O
izpest
%

'“!C'{'

he souch. for information related o the admi 115:-.“315'-.'6 merter
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From:- J.S.Negi
Comandant(Retired),CISF
79-A Z Block Kashmiri Colony
(Near Shiv Sai Dham Mandir)
Prem Nagar, Paprawat Road,
Najafgarh, New Delhi43

=3
)

Dr. N.S.Kalsi,

JS(P-II) & Appellate Authority,
Ministry of Home Affairs,
North Block, New Delhi-110001

Subject:-Seeking information under RTI Act 2005 — Appeal

Sir,

The Deputy Secretary (Pers.I) & CPIO, MHA has not provided me the
mformation under RTI Act 2005 with regard to disposal of my representations against
premature retirement from the CISF wef 17" March 2010.. In this regard I am enclosing
herewith photo copies of following letters:-

1. Application dated 22.3.2012 under RT1 Act Z3U3 addressed 10 Shri Harish
%[c Chander, Dy.Secretary (Pers.I) & CPIO MHA
2. Dg Secretary (Pers.I) & CP10 MHA letteﬂr No0.45015/02/2011-Pers.1 date}d
9" Jan 2012
3. Directorate General CISFe letter No.E-28017/1/FR56(j)/(JSN)/2010/ Pers.Il/
2620 dated 17" Nov 2011
44
3. Application dated 23 Dec 201 1 under RTI Act 2005 addressed to CP1IO, MHA

Therefore, I may kindly be provided the requisite information in accordance with
the provision under RTI Act 2005.

=

Yours faithfully,

925
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Ministry of Home Affairs
Government of India
Pers-1/E-28017/FR-56(J)JSNEGI/2010/Pers.II
{

Sh Jagmohan Singh Negi, Ex Commandant, CISF who has been

o alayla compulsorily retired from service under FR 56(j) has submitied a

i Lf/ repres%ntation addressed toiﬁresident of India against premature retirement.

_ ] 2. The proposal to prematurely retire Sh Jagmohan-Singh Negi, Ex
Pe 5@,97[ Commandant, CISF was considered by the Internal Screening Committee

Ry

and based on the recommendations, the proposal was submitted for
approval of Chairman of the Review Commitiee in March,2010. Based on
N p. :_3—2%/6 the above, with the approval of A?MW orders were communicated to him in
s March, 2010. Sh Jagmohan Singh Negi has submitted a detailed
representation which may please be seen at PUC. '

ulc 3. According to the proé?mns for considering the representations on
p-5 / orders of premature retirement, the representation of the official is to be
considered by the Representation Committee Ii"&5"3,7‘_’“Se:f:re’[r:zr),r of “a
Department/Ministry other than the one in which the officer is working and an
~ Officer of the rank of Additional ‘Secretary/Joint Secretary of another
"inliuk/ Department/Ministry as Cabinet Secretary’s nominee. (in the recent past in _

s Bl ; 2 i , :
.FF_,‘&J_ ?Af; 4l similar cases, Secretary (DOP&T) was nominated and a nominee of Cabinet
j%fé WY 7 Secretary was obtained).

4. In view of the above, we may submit the file to HS for nomination of
Secretary of a Department/Ministry other than MHA on Representation
Committee. Thereafter, we will obtain name of Cabinet Secretary's nominee

on Representation Commitiee from Cabinet Sectt..

| N
DS ;er‘é-! /A | g%(

JS (P-1I) ' @3@‘_

TBo i
SS (IS)

3




No. 45015/02/2011-Pers-1
Government of India/Bharat Sarkar
Ministry of Home Affairs/Grih Mantralaya
North Block, New Delhi-01 dateds«™ May. 2012

TA

Sh. J.S. Negi.
Commandant(Retired) CISF
79-A Z Block Kashmiri Colony
(Near Shiv Sai Dham Mandir)
Prem Nagar, Paprawat Road,

Najafgarh, New Delhi-43.

Sub:- Your Appeal dated 03-05-2012 w.r.t. R11 applications dated
23-12-2011 and 22-03-2012.

Sir,
Please refer to your appeal dated 03-05-2012 with reference to your RTI
applications dated 23-12-2011 and 22-03-2012.

2. With reference to your first RTI application dated 23-12-2011, you were
furnished the information requested by you (a copy of CISF's letter No. E-
28017/1/FR-56(3)/JSN/2010/Pers.J1/2620 dated 17.11.2011) vide CPIO’s ietter of

even No. dated 09-01-2012 as the CISF’s file was available in MHA at that time.

3 As regards your RTI application dated 22-03-2012, your application was
rightly transferred to the CISF under section 6(3) of RTI Act as MHA follows
single file system and the files are returned to the originating agencies after the
action 1s over, and the sought for information related to the administrative matter
of the CISF,tvide MHA’s letter of even no. dated 27-03-2012 (copy enclosed).

4. CPIO has been directed to furnish the present position to the applicant by
29.05.12.
5. Your appeal is disposed of accordingly.

Yours fai 'ifu.lly.

(Dr. N.S. Kalsi )
JS(P-II) & Appellate Authority

Copy to: DS(Pers.I) & CPIO — He is directed to furnish the present position
regarding disposal of representations of Shri J.S. Negi against his premature
retireinent.

- How ,..-..‘ 5
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T = 75T Not43015/02/201]1-Persd
i s Tam oo Gq‘vémmcr_@ of India/Bharat Sarkar =~ _- )
- -~ Ministry of Home Affairs/Grih Mantralayas . .

~ North Block. New Delhi-01-
Dated ¢4 the January, 2012

To - _ = -

Shri J.S. Negi, Commandant(Retired),

CISF, 79-A Z Block Kashmiri Colony

(Near Shiv Sai Dham Mandir)

Prem Nagar, Paprawat Road, Najafgarh,
~ New Delhi-43.

Sub : Information sought under RTI Act, 2005.

Sir,

Please refer to your RTI application dated 23-12-2011 seeking information under RT]
Act, 2005. :

2. A copy of CISF’s letter no. E-28017/1/FR-56( ;/{ISNY/2010/Pers.Ii/2620 dated
17-11-2011 is enclosed herewith.

3. The appellate Authority in this regard is Dr. N.S. Kalsi, Joint Secretary (P-II), MHA.
Room No. 171-B, North Block, New Delhi-01.

Encl: As above,

Yours faithfuliy,

‘ (HARISH CHANDER )
DEPUTY SECRETARY (Pers-1) & CPIO
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No. 45015/@2/2011-Pers-1
Government of India/Bharat Sarkar
Ministry of Home Affairs/Grih Mantralaya

S ¥Wph.

North Block, New Delhi-01.

Dated: 13| 3| 2012,
To

Sh. J.S. Negi,

79-A Z Block Kashmiri Colony
(Near Shiv Sai Dham Mandir),
Prem Nagar, Paprawat Road,
Najafgarh, New Delhi — 110043.

Sub:  Your Appeal dated 23-02-2012 w.r.t. RTI applications dated 23-12-2011 and
21-01-2012.

Sir,

Please refer to your Appeal dated 23-02-2012 with reference to your RTI
applications dated 23-12-2011 and 21-01-2012.

2. With reference to your first RTI application dated 23-12-2011, you were
furnished the information requested by you. ( a copy of CISF’s letter No. E-28017/1/FR-
56(j)/JSN/2010/Pers.ll/2620 dated 17.11.2011) vide CPIO’s letter of even No. dated
09-02-2012 as the CISF’s file was available in MHA at that time.

3 As regards your second RTI applicaiion dated 21-01-2012, the same was
returned to you as you did not submit the requisite application fee of Rs. 10/- vide
CPIO’s letter of even no. dated 08-02-2012.

4. Keeping in view the forgoing, your appeal has no merit. It is further informed
that the relevant file is not available with MHA for the present since the same was

returned to the CISF as the single file system is followed.

5. Your appeal is disposed of accordingly.

Yours faithfully,

(Dr. N.S. Kalsi )
O\ C JS(P-11) & Appellate Auihority
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Y om: J.S Negi,
Cominandant (Retired), CIST
79-A Z Block Kashmiri Colony
(Near Shiv Sai Dham Mandir)
Prem Nagar, Paprawat Road,
Najafgarh, New Delhi110043

To

Dr. N.S Kalsi,

suini Secreisry (F-iI) MHA,

Room No.171-B North Block,

New Delhi-01

Subject: Information sought under RTT Act, 2005- Appeal
Sir,

- I have been retired premahnelj* from the CISF wef 17 March, 2010 in the public
interest under FR 56(j) of Fundamental Rules. In this regard I had submitted
T=presentations to put up my case before the Representation Committee. As per

MHA under RTI Act 2005 the matter has been considered and closed under the
o ““med in the Rules by the competent Authority of Ministry of Home
Affairs. AsTam not satisfied with the tormation I sought further information about the
provision of the Rules based on which the matter has been closed without consideration
of the Representation Committee -Although more than 30 days elapsed neither the
information provided to me nor any communication conveyed to me by the CPIO.

I am enclosing herewith following docuvinents for your perusal:-

*. A copy of application dated 2%rd December 2011 addressed to CPIO
MHA New Delhi _
2. A Copy of US MHA letter NoA-43020/01/201 1-RTI Dated 27 Dec 2011
forwarding my application to CPIO MHA
- A copy of application dated 20" January 2012 addressed to CPIO MHA
- A Copy of Dy. Secretary (Pers.] JMHA letter No.45015/02/2011-Pers |
dated 9" January 2012

P

In view of the above position necessary action may kindly be taken under the
provision of RTI Act 2005 to furnish me the requisite information.

Thanking you

Yours faithfully,

S e ' I $S ( ' ’i) w'l/. be 3 Ve
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From: J.S.Negi .
79-A Z Block Kashmiri Colony

(Near Shiv Sai Dham Mandir)
Prem Nagar Paprawat Road,
Najafgarh, New Delhi-110043

Datec: 22.03.2012

To
Shri Harish Chander,
Dy Secretry (Pers.I)& CPIO,
Govt Of India, MHA,
t North Block, New Delhi-01
! Subject: Seeking information under RTI Act 2005
_ Sir,
: h &
& Kindly refer to your letter No.45015/02/2011-Pers.I dated 9" January, 2012(copy
enclosed for ready reference).
2 It is revealed from the information provided by you vide letter under reference

that the matter has been closed by the competent authority of Ministry of Home Affairs
as per provisions contained in the Rules without putting my Representation before the
Representation Committee for consideration. In this regard please inform me the
provisions of the Rules based on which it has been decided by the competent authority of
the MHA to close the matter. A copy of the relevant Rule may also be provided.

B I am enclosing herewith a postal order of Rs.10/- towards the requisite application

fee. =

Thanking you,

Yours faithfully,

' (J.S Negi)
Encl:As mentioned avove(three)
Copyto:-
Dr N.S. Kalsi ; For Kind Information with reference to his I
Joint Secretary ( P-II) MHA letter no 45015/02/2021-Pers-1 dated 13" March. P/ \6%1
Room No 171-B North Block 2012 . The CPIO letter dated 8.02.2012 as quoted A
New Delhi- 110001 ' in para 3 of the letter has not been received by me. ?ﬂ_‘ H—p{
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No. 45015/02/2011-Pers-|
Government of India/Bharat Sarkar
Ministry of Home Affairs/Grih Mantralaya

North Block, New Delhi-01
Dated : 27-03-2012

j,/ghrish.LS.NegL

79-A 7 Block Kashmiri colony
(Near Shiv Sai Dham Mandir)
Prem Nagar Paprawat Road,
Najafgarh, New Delhi-110043.

SUB: Your RTI application dated 22-03-2012.

Sir,

Please refer to your RTI application dated 22-03-2012 seeking information under RTI
Act, 2005. ' ;

2. | may intimate that MHA follows single file system and the files are returned to the
originating agencies after the action is over. The sought for information relates to
administrative matter of CISF, therefore, your RTIapplication dated 22-03-2012 is transferred
to CISE under section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005 for necessary action.

3. As regards non receipt of letter dated 8-02-2012, you are furnished herewith a copy of
letter dated 8-02-2012 again.

4. The appellate Authority in this regard is Dr. N.S. Kalsi, Joint Secretary (P-11), Room No.

171-B, Ministry of Home Affairs, North Block, New Delhi-01.
/@u\rs faithfully,
_

(HARISH CHANDER )

Deputy Seggetary(Pers-1) & CPIO
>

Encl:- asstated.

Copy to :- / ©
1. " Jaideep Prasad, DIG(Ops) & CPIO, CISF Hgrs., CGO Complex, Lodhi Road, New Delhi-
110003. RTI application dated 22-03-2012 of Sh. J.S. Negi, along with its enclosures is

§ transferred under section 6(3) of RT! Act, 2005 fof-hRecessary action plegse. -7,
2 ¥ . m = ] ;-

2. PA to Deputy Secretary (Pers-I) N s il
a9




= = T Direcioraie Generza| =
- Central Industrial Security FC.C< -
(Ministry of Home Affairs) - . ' -

= Block No. 13, CGOs Compiex,
- } = - Lodhi Road, New Delhi-110003

F No. E-280‘l7)1fFR—56(j)f(JSN)i201OIPers.H! o2L29 Dated [%—Nov, 2011
TO /"\ (3 . 7
Shri Jagmohan Singh Negi, \Q,Q/ ' A LB
Retired Commandant, CISF, - i T e
.-'_.”_Q;

79-A Z Block (Near Shiv Sai Dham Marrdir) R B

’ Kashmiri Colony, Prem Nagar, \ﬂi:) . AT
Paprawat Road, Najafgarh. / Senid '
New Delhi-110 043. :

Subject -REPRESENTATION AGAINST PRE-MATURE RETIREMENT
UNDER CLAUSE/(J) OF 56 OF THE FUNDAMEMTAL RULES.

Kindly refer to your apptication dated 23.05.2011 and 05.11.2011 on the ZDOVE
subject.

2 in continuation to this Directorate letter No. E-28017/1/FR-56()/(JSN)/2C 10/
Pers.1/216 dated 27.01.2011. it is to inform that your representation dated 08.04.2074
and 03.09.2010 against premature retirement have been considered by the combetent

/authority of MHA .as per provisions contained in the Rules and decided o cioseé e
matier.

oA

ASSTT. INSPECTOR GENERAL(PERS)

- N an V
Lopy ta! Tl W
k'};)\"'\
Commandant, CISF - for information and placing in persona!
4" Res. Bn Jaipur. file of the officer concerned please.
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) — Commandant (Reured) CISF = . = *IB*J?FT; :ﬁ —{m Ri = <
—- - _79-AZ Block Kashmiri Calony — - MW DRI BIN:II0001 :

(Near Shiv-Sai Dham Mandir ) = . Free:d SHGT, HM3
Prem Nagar, PaprawatRoad, - i sigrane,
~Najafgarh, New Delhi-43

To o o
The Central Public Information Officer B
Ministry of Home Affairs,
North Block, New Delhi1 10001
Subject: INFORMATION UNDER RTI ACT 2005
Sir,

My Representations dated 8.4.2010 and 23.5.2011 against premature retirement
are under consideration with the Ministry of Home Affairs as informed to me vide
D:Iectorate General, CISF New Delhi letter No.E-28017/1/FR(j)/(JSN)/2010/Pers.11/2104
dated 7" September 2011 (copy enclosed) .I have not been informed in this regard so far 4y e
even followed by two reminders The relevant information is available with MHA
(Pers.I). Therefore, present status on my Representations may kindly be informed.. '

g g T e TN
LGalmunE Yyou

Yours Faithfuily

Encl: Af 19/~ foctalomoryy pr €37 3147 5% ctr 11420 1
NCi: |

Dated: a%  December 2011 .NEGI)
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Siri Harish Chander.

Dy Secretry {Pers.)& CPiC.
vt Of India, MHA.

North Block. New Delhi-!

Subject: Seeking informarion under RTT Act 20053

Sir.

Kindly refer to your letter N0.45015/92/201 1-Pers.] dated ¢ January. 2012{copy
enclosed for ready reference).

2 It 1s revealed from the information provided by vou vide letter under reference

that the matter has been closed by the competent authority of Ministry of Home Affairs

ag per provisions contained in the Rules without pumting ms Bepresentation hefore the

Represeniation Commiitee for consideration. In this regard please inform me the

provisions of the Rules based on which it has been decided by the compstent authority of
the MHA 1o close the matter. A copy of the relevant Rule may alse be provided.
A [ am enclosing herewith a postal order of Rs.10/- towards the requisite application
fee. :

Ihanking you.
Encl:As mentioned avovelthres|
DrN.S. Kalsi; - For Kind Infonnation with reference ic his
Joint Secretary ( P-1I) MHA letter no 45015/02/2021-Pers-1 dated 13% March.
Room Ne 171-B North Black 2012 ."The CPIO luiic: dated 8.02.2012 as quoted
New Delhi- 110001 in para 3 of the I¢tter has not been received by me.
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