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To, The Central Public Information Officer Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate 
Change Indira Paryavaran Bhawan, Jor Bagh Road New Delhi – 110003 

Subject: Application for information under the Right to Information Act, 2005, 
regarding delegation of powers and administrative procedures in the case of a charge 
sheet issued by the Director General, Forest Survey of India. 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

I wish to seek the following information under the Right to Information Act, 2005: 

1.​ Provide a certified copy of the specific rule or order under which the Director General, 
Forest Survey of India, is empowered to determine the authenticity or falsity of a 
certificate issued by a gazetted officer of the Maharashtra Forest Department. 

2.​ Provide a certified copy of any delegation of power from the Ministry of Environment, 
Forest and Climate Change to the Director General, Forest Survey of India, that 
allows him to initiate disciplinary action and issue a charge sheet to group C 
employee as per Section 12(4) in Central Civil Services (Classification, Control & 
Appeal) Rules, 1965).  

3.​ Provide a certified copy of any circular, office memorandum, or instruction that 
outlines the procedure to be followed by the Director General, Forest Survey of India, 
when a certificate issued by an officer of a State Government is disputed. 

4.​ Provide details of the specific authority that is competent to receive a report on such 
matters from a Head of Department, as per the Central Civil Services (Conduct) 
Rules, 1964, particularly in the context of a Class I officer of the Forest Survey of 
India. 

5.​ Provide the specific delegation of powers under the Central Civil Services (Conduct) 
Rules, 1964, that allows the Director General, Forest Survey of India (a subordinate 
office), to unilaterally prove a document from another government department 
(Maharashtra Forest Department) as fake, thereby defaming the issuing officer, 
without due process and all its certified copies.  

6.​ Central Civil Services (Conduct) Rules, 1964: Rule 24 of these rules specifically 
deals with the delegation of powers. The Government of India can, through general 
or special orders, delegate powers exercisable by it under various rules to 
subordinate authorities. This includes powers related to conduct, discipline, and other 
administrative matters. Provide the certified copy power delegated to Director 
General FSI Dehradun by the Ministry of Environment Forest and Climate Change 
under Rule 24 of CCS Rules 1964.  

7.​ Delegation of Financial Powers Rules (DFPRs): While primarily focused on financial 
matters, these rules often have a significant overlap with administrative powers, as 
financial sanctions are intrinsically linked to administrative approvals for expenditure 
and procurement. In this regards, please  Provide the certified copies of delegation of 
power to Director General Forest Survey of India Dehradun by Ministry.  

8.​ Provide me certified copy of appointment order of Shri Anoop Singh as Director 
General Forest Survey of India by Ministry , DOPT and Cabinet Secretariat.  

9.​ Provide me certified copy of Vigilance Clearance, Vigilance Declaration and Vigilance 
cases pending(if any) of  Director General Forest Survey of India since 2021. 



10.​Provide me certified copies of notesheet of Letter No 16017/01/1998-IFS-II dated 
26/8/2006  and all the related documents related to it. 

11.​Certified copies of all the relevant documents including Notesheet of each copies 
requested.  

I am a citizen of India and am not seeking any personal information. I am requesting this 
information for the purpose of clarifying a matter of public interest and administrative 
procedure. Denial of information would result into chaos that any Tom Dick and Harry in this 
case Central Government Official from anywhere in the India would violate jurisdiction and 
inquire and interfere into state departments. This will leads to precipitate pandemonium, 
engender disarray and induce tumult.  

You may refer to following cases  

●​ Bhagat Singh v. Chief Information Commissioner & Ors. [W.P.(C) 
No. 3114/2007] (Delhi High Court): This case reinforces the principle that 
citizens have a right to information related to public acts and functions, and that the 
only bar on information should be one that impacts public security. The court 
emphasized that exemptions to disclosure must be construed strictly, supporting your 
request for administrative rules and procedures. 

●​ Reserve Bank of India v. Jayantilal N. Mistry & Ors. [Civil 
Appeal No. 5440 of 2012] (Supreme Court): The Supreme Court rejected the 
argument that a "fiduciary relationship" can be used as a blanket reason to deny 
information. This judgment underscores the importance of transparency and can be 
used to counter any potential claim of confidentiality in administrative matters. The 
court held that the intent of the legislature was to make information from private 
bodies available to the public. 

●​ Akshay Kumar Malhotra v. Department Of Forest And Wild Life 
(Central Information Commission): This case highlights the importance of 
voluntary disclosure of information by public authorities. The Commission stated that 
a "voluntary disclosure of all information that ought to be displayed in the public 
domain should be the rule". The decision also pointed out that a citizen should not 
have to file an RTI application for information that should have been proactively 
made available to the public. 

 

Kindly provide the requested information within the stipulated time frame of 30 days. 

Thanking you. 

 



 

 
 




