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ORDER

That while sh. Manoj Gupta, .Junior Enginccr was working on
dcputation in thc Estatc Of[i<:e, FISVP, Flisar, he was entrusted additional
charge of Estatc Office, I{SV'P, Sirsa by the Aclministrator, FISVp, Hisar
vidc his office ordcr No. ic1_/2oi.B/2682 datcd 16.02.2018. He was
caught rcd handcd on 16.03,2O18 by the tcam of SVB (Fi) anci rcgistercd
a criminal casc against Sh" Manoj Gupta, Junior Enginccr vide FIR No.

06 dated 16.O3.2O18, rJ /S 7 & I3 of Prevention of Corruption Act," 1988.
I{e ri-as charge sheeted undcr Rule- 7 /4(b) of thc Haryana Civil Serviccs

ifunishment & Appcal) Iitules, 2016 vidc this olhce Mcmo No.

/LIBH lAdmn- I /2019I 1262 datcd 11 .O2.2019 and the following charges
\\'ere lcr,.clcd against him:-

V&1qt_rq4_o_f_ Sule a[! t.
Ernllqyqg!__A944qqlql Rules J/JS:: Whcrcas Rute 4( 1) (i) oi
Flaryana civil Serviccs; (Govt. Employccs conduct) Rules, 2016
provides that - EVBRY GOVEITNMENT trMpLOytrtr SHALL AT ALL
TIMES MAINTAIN ABStfLUTtr INTBRRITY' but hc failed to comply
with the pr:ovision of said Rulcs.- ACCEPTANCB oF ILLtrGAL
GRATIF'ICATION IItrGLESTS UPON I.IIS INTtrRGRITY TI{US, I{B
ITAILED TO MA]NTAIN I\BSOLUTE INTERGRITY AND THEREBY }JB
VIOLATI'D AND IS RIISPONSIBLB ITOR NON COMPLIANCtr OF
Rule 4(1) (i) oi l-laryana Civil Scrvjccs (Govt. trmployees Concluct)
Rulcs, 2016.
V&lation of nule__A[ evt_,.
Employegs _Qonduqt) .__Rplgs, -2O-!Q;1 Whcreas Rule 4(I) (ii) of
Flaryana civil scrvicesi (Govt. Employecs conduct) Rules, 2016
providcs that - ITVERY GOVERNMENT trMpLOyEE SHALL AT ALL
TIMDS MAINTAIN DEVOTION To DUTY' but he failed to comply
r,vith the pr:ovision of said Rule" Hc Delayed Completion file in
respect o[ Rooth No. :105, Shopping complcx, Scctor-2O, part-Il,
FIUDA, sirsa as rcportr:d by Sh" Ajay Kumar Nanda S/o Ramcsh
Kumar Nanda, Rcsjdcnt Galj Ram sawroop Bansal wali, Near
surkhab cho'uvk, sirsa. and dcmandcd bribe of Rs.25,ooo/- for
passing the sajd Completion Filc. The Complction File consisting of
27 pagcs was also takcn into custody by thc Raicl party. The allegcd
dclay on his part rcflects on his Devotion to Duty and thereby he
violatcd provision of Rulc-4(r) (ii) of Haryana civil Scrvices (()ovt.
trmployccs ConducL) Rules, 2arc) ancl lie is rcsponsible for the
same.
Vielatiqn_ pf _I(ule -.4[],). (iii)__e[ Hapyan4___C_!vil__S_eryi_qss__(G_qqt.
Emplqyrqq__eqg_4uslLRUles-jO 16:- V,/hereas l{ule 4(i) (iijf ;i
IJaryana civil Serviccs (Govt. Employccs conduct) Rules, 2016
provides that EVERY GOVERNMENT EMpLoyBE SHALL AT ALL
TIMtrS DO NOTFIING WHICT{ IS UNBBCOMING OF' AcovERNMDNT trMpLC)yEn' but he failed to comply with the
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provision of said Rule. FIe was caught Red handed by the Raid

i,arty. Sh. Kuldeep Singh, N'aib Tehsildar \\:as the Duty Magistrate

app;inted by the D.c. sirsa, who rvas heacl of the Raid Party. At

that time, Sh. Anil Kumar, .Driver, Office of Naib Tehsildar, Sirsa'

Sh. Naresh Kumar, Accounllant, ofllce of Estate Officer, HSVP of
Estate Ofhcer, FISVP, Sirsa. \vcre also prcscnt. Sh. Bhupender,
Inspector, State Vigilance BLrreatt, Sirsa Unit, Sirsa was member of
Raid Party. After thc said Rerid, Sh. ivlanoj Ktrmar Gupta, J.E. was

arrested on 16.03.2O18 and kre u'as relcascd on bail on 18.04.2018'
Thus, he remainecl uncler the Police/.Judicial Custody for 34 days'

Causing intentional d.elay and demanding bribe for passing the

Completion File is act of unbecoming of a Govt. employee on his
part and thereby he violatecl provision of Rule 4(]) (iii) of Haryana
^Cl"it 

Services (dovt. Emplo'yees Conduct) Rules, 2016 and he is
responsible for the same.

4. violation of Rule 4(!l (!i'l of Harvana _crv4-S-e-ryices (covt.
Employ_e_es conduct) R.tks. 2016:- Whereas Rule 4(1) (i") of
tsl"ry"naCiuit Services (Gcvt. Employees Conduct) Rules, 2016
p.ouid"" thar- trvERY GOVERNN,IENT EMPLOYEE SHALL ACT IN
ACCOnnANCE WITH TFIE GOVERNMENT'S POLICIES', but he

failed to comply with the provision of said Rulc. It is the policy of
Haryana Gove.rnment tha1. there shall be Tero tolerance for

coriuption. Sh. Manoj Kumar Gupta, J.E. had demanded bribe of

Rs.25,OOO/- for passing completion File of Booth No. 105,

Shopping Complei, Sector-'.2O, Part-ll, HUDA, Sirsa from Sh. Ajay

Kumar Nanda R/o Gali Ram Sar,vroop Bansal wali, Near Surkhab

chowk, Sirsa. FIe made complaint to Inspcctor, state vigilance
Bureau, whcrcin he had stated that his Complction file in respect

of Booth No,105, Shopping Complcx, SecLor-2o, Part-II, HUDA,

Sirsa is lying with giatifi-ation for passing the said file. Sh'

Bhupind"i singrt, Inspector, State Vigilance Bureau, unit Sirsa

,.po.t"d the matter to the highcr authorities through email' FIR

No.O6 dated 16.03.2018 wrrs iegistered under section 7 & 13 of

Prevcntion of corruption l\ct, 1988. The case is pending before

Hon'ble court of AdditionaI Scssions .Judge, Sirsa and is pending

16.11 .2OI8. It is obvious that the charges have been framed by the

Flonble court against Sh. Manoj Kumar Gupta, J.E' who is now

und.er suspension and is on bail. In the present case,- he failed to

work in accordance with tl:re Government Policies and thereby he

violated provision of Rule ,l(1) (iv) of Haryana civil Services (Govt'

Employees conduct) Rule:i, 2)16 and he is responsible for the

same.
5. Ylplatiq4 9f-R4-1-9 5- -qf -Eqt1y-apa--C-!vi-1 $--e-rvi-ce-q-(-G-q--vl-' J4qp!-o-y-eqq

'hereas Rule vil Services
Rules, 2016 F ACT AND
{T TO MISC PROVIDED

TFItrREIN TFIAT IF THE ACT AND A GOVT'

EMPLOYEB IS PREJUDICIAL TO THB REPUTATION OF THB

EMPLOYER/DtrPARTMtrN'II, IT SHALL AMOUNT TO BE THE ACT

oFMISCONDUCToNTHBPARToFCONCERNEDEMPLOYEE.
The Flon',blc Cor-rrt has framcd the charge under section 7& 13 of

the Corruption Act, 1.988 tlncl it has been observed by the Honble

Court thai prima facic case is macle out against him' Acceptance of

bribe, demand of illegal gratification from a public person for doing

the government work, foivrhich he is duty bound to-d9, is clear but

case of misconduct on hiri part. The reputation of the HSVP has



I

bcen cffectcd on this ac

Sh. Manoj Gupta, .Junior Engincer submittcd his reply on74'05.201g to thc chargcs levcred against him and the rcply was foundunsatisfactory.

A regular departmcntal enquiry lrzas entrusted to Sh. R. p. Bhasin,District and Sessions .-Iudge (Retd,) vide this office order dated24'12'2020 who has submittcd the cnquiry rcport vide memo dated2l '0s'2021 proving at *rc cherrges against the dcrinqucnt. ,

Accordingly, the copy of enquiry report was sent to the dclinquentvidc this office No' FIBFI/Admn- l/2021/4541 datcd 07.06.2o21 with thedircction to submit reprcscnteLtion, if any, in writing to the undersignedwithin 1s days from thc rcccipt of this communication by him.
rIe submittcd his rcprcscntertion on 18.06.2o2r stating that hejoined the Estate officc, Fis\/p, Sirsa on 16.o2.2o18. smt. sangeetaNanda owner of booth no. 10s, Sector-2o, (p-II), Sirsa and applied foroccupation certificate on 29.7'2.2016 which was rcjected by the ofrrce.She applied on 29'12'2017 for occupation certilicate which was againrcjected' Later on, she applied for occupation certificate and the file ofbooth No' 105 was put up be,fore him on 01.03.201g upon which heinspe cted the site thereby imposing penalty of Rs.64, s2g /_ upon the sitein qr-rcstion. The said firc was crcared on 13.03.2018 and sent to theRecord Kcepcr on the same dery. Morcover, the Inquiry officer did notconsidcr the fact that complai.nant Ajay Kumar was not owner of theBooth No' .ro5 and smt. sangccta Nanda had concealed the fact ofconstrttction of basemcnt' Thus, hcr application for regr-rl arization ofbascment was rcjccted by his prcdcccssors. Thc Inquiry officer did notconsidcr thc facts on record whercas hc has sent the relcvant file to therecord room''In this wty, the raiding team could not recover the file fromhis possession' The sole witness sh. Ajay Kumar Nanda stated bcfore trre

F{on'blc court that Sh. Manoj Gupta, Junior Engineer never demanded
bribe from him. Moreover, no recovcry o[ tainted money was made from
anybody else in his presence. Furthermore, the Duty Magistrate sh.
Kuldeep singh, Naib Tehsildar stated in his evidence before the Honblecourt that office of Sh. Manoj Gupta was at ground floor whereas thesame was sho*'n at l"t floor as pcr final report of FIR. Thercfore, recovcry



from drawer of table at ground floor can not be blamed upon him as he

was sitting on 1"t floor. 'lhe Inquiry Officer can not give different hndings

at this stage in the dcpartmcntal cnquiry ."r'hcn criminal procecdings are

pending before the Hon'ble Court. The delinquent has also submitted

the citation of the Flon'ble Apex Court as r,vell as Hon'ble High Courts

whereby demanded bribe money recovered from the accused but demand

and acceptance not proved and conviction was set aside by the Apex

Court in criminal appcal no. 1839 of 20 12 (arising out of SLP Crl. no 23

of 2OI2). The delinquent submitted that the enquiry report dated

2I.A5.2O21 is against the facts and principle of natural justice which is

liable to be set asidc being contrary to the facts of the case" s

The reprcsentation datcd 18.06.2021 of Sh. Manoj Gupta, Junior

Engineer was considered at length and it 'uva.s felt that the delinquent

ofhcial may be given an opportunity o[ personal hearing. Accordingly, he

'uvas called for personal hearing before the undcrsigned on 30.06.2O2I at

4:00 PM vide this office mcmo No. HBH/Admn-l/2021/5100 dated

28 "06.2021.

During hcaring on 30.06.202I, Sh. Manoj Gupta stated similar

version as taken in rcpresentation dated 18.06.2021. Beside above, he

stated that complainant turncd hostile during the evidence in the

Hon'ble Court and no recovcry of tainted currency made from him.

Therefore, he rcquestcd to exonerate him from the charges leveled as wcll

as provcd against him by thLe Inquiry Oificer.

I have gonc through the report of Administrator, HSVP, Hisar dated

13.06.2018, charge shcct datcd II.02.2019, reply dated I4.05.2O2I,

enquiry report datcd 21.Oi;.202I, rcprescntation dated 18.06.202I and

other documents placcd on filc, it is established that complainant was

not the rcal owncr of the booth no. 105, Scctor-2O (Part II), Sirsa.

Moreover, on tbe date of complaint i.e. 16.03.2018, no work was pending

with Shri Manoj Gupta, Junior Engineer regarding completion certi{icate

oI said booth. Irurther, it was highlighted in the report of the

Administrator, FISVP, Flisar that tainted moncy was not rccovered from

the posse ssion of .Junior Engineer Shri Manoj Gupta and frle of booth no.

105 was not. recovercd frorn his table rather the same was handed over

by Shri Shiv Shankcr, Record Kcepcr of Bstate Office, FISVP, Sirsa.

While giving prosecution sa.nction, thc comments of the Administrator,

HSVP, Hisar lvcre obtained in this matter vide Memo dated 13.06.2018.

The dctailed commcnts rcceivcd from FISVP Hisar whcrcby nothing



adverse reported against thb detrinquent rather Sh. Manoj Kumar, J.E.has compounded the case a.

or Rs 64,s2s / - as comp",,J; I"": ;1":;::l,";:: ;:r:"J "ffTjgiven to the owner Smt. Semgeetal Nanda and violations on the spot wereassessed and compounded 
1. per HUDA policy. Hence, theAdministrator, Hsvp, Hiseir ..",rf.r-"nded that sh. Manoj Gupta, J.E.was not at fault in this case' The Jnquiry officer failed to take cognizance

of material facts on record and nrpved alr the charges without going intodepth of the case. The Inquiry oftcer did not consider the report dated13'06'2018 of the Administrator, [svp, Hisar whereby he was not h.eldguilty in this case' As per final rcbort of FIR wherein recovery of taintedmoney was shown from different ita"e and thus the dc.rinquent did notviolate the provision of Servipe Rures, Flaryana civil. Services(EMPLOYEES' coNDucT) *ules , eo16. on the other hand, the Inquiryofficer has provcd all the r:harge$ against the delinquent without anye'iclence on record. Therefcrrg, thQ cnquiry report is not well reasonedand thus, I find no merit in the finfings concluded by the Inquiry officeras the can not be accepted containflng several infirmities and contrary tothe facts of the case' The officiail has discharged his ofhcial dutiessincerely, honestry and d'igentry ,afithout any contravention of Rules &Regulations. In these circurnstancds, I do not find anything adverse onthe part of the derinquent and thrJs, he can no be herd guilty in trrismatter thereby findings of the Inquiiy officer are declined being devoid ofmerit.

nsidered vie,uv that the official is not
s leveled against Sh, Manoj Gupta,
the ends ofjustice.

I order accordingly. 
\

k$uPANCHKULA DATED
rHE s"r ruty, iozl i l3*_l*.u53{_SINGH) rAS

CFIIEF ADMINISINAiON.
$y
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