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CQI FOREST AND. WILDLIFE. (A) DEPARTMENT |

e Sirste, TCH 340, (RtINO,247/2002 /F&WLD. Dated, Thiruvananthapuram, 30,7.20"
* Read:- (1) Order No,G1-3035/97 cated 13.12.2000 of! the
Conservator of Forests, Central Cirecle,i Thris aur,
(2) Order No.B4.6029/2001 dated 13072001 ay tloe -
Conservator of Forests (Administration), Thiruwv: -

nanthapusram,
(3) Review petition dated J349.2001 suimitted by
Shri P .N .Bhanu, Porecter {Retir:
(4) Letter No.24,6029/2001 dated i- ... 02
Conservator of Forests (Adminic*r. +ion)
nanthapuram,

ORDER

3 The ‘Congervatoriof. Forests; CentraliCi e Thrissun

iaﬁed“ﬂiSCiplfhérY”ﬁcﬁioh;déaihéﬁ'Shfi}P.N.Bhanﬁg'Fdresté'b

Retired) for the failure to protect Government property and

m'dakﬁor rendering assistance for the ganja cultivators, while he
. .. was working in Kuttampuzha Range of Malayattoor Divieion, As

B r rthe order read as first paper above, disciplinalby action
'f,m

¥ finalised awarding the following punishments to Shiri.P.u.
nua: : R :
Ll Barring of 3 annual increments with cumulative effeos
= B (2) Recovery of 15,3000/~ towards loss sustained by Government

(2} The appeal petition filed by Shri.P.7.Bhan N
ﬂm,A% the Chief Conservatcr of Forests (Administrniion) was Tedartarn
fﬁﬂ? as per the order read as second naper above,

(3) Sh-i.0.N.2hanu then filed resr o petLition
betore the Governmeont, The main contentions ~f the potit. .
are as follows:

) : S i

} { i
‘ébgm {l} The petitioner was not given apportunity to peruse N
y ;. records during enquiry and he iolation. of
”pfiﬂcipleS*dﬁ?nafﬁfél Justice

The enquiry officer exonerated the petitioner against the

._L\-h— s
charge of his knowledge and consent with the ganja
cultivations, but concluded the report that charges (1)
and (2) are proved, Mgy '

(3) The petitioner was not given an opportunity ©f being heard
at the time of finalising the appreal,

(4) Withholding of incremént'cannot be imposed after retiimme:
Treating the period Of ‘suspension as Leave Without Al o ;
is not 3 penalty under KCS (CC&A) Rules. Sinos no oo

caused by the petitioner. imoosing a penaléw mF 9 A 7
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