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Dear ') n  yK AS—

Please refer to your monthly letter of 10" June, 2010 in response to my D.O
letter of 4™ May, 2010. At the outset let me again request that a monthly D.O letter
reporting the progress of action has been asked for and it is important that the
monthly schedule is adhered to.

0z. I have gone through your reply in detail, and while I can see that there is
some effort to get things moving in GSI, the progress reported in your letter is still
guite poor, with many unexplained gaps and assertions.

03. I would therefore request that in the monthly D.O letter for the month of June
(which may be sent by 10" July), a specific response to each of the following issues
may kindly be forwarded.

i) Status of Pending Reports:- Despite the assurance made in the
HoD meeting on 30th December,2009, pendency of reports of upto FSP-2006-
07 has not been eliminated, and you have given the rurrent status. I am
rather surprised that you have not taken disciplinary action against the
defaulters so far, as promised in the HoD meeting on 16™ April, 2010
attended by Special Secretary (Mines). I understand that some instructions
have issued regarding obtaining of N.0.C in respect of pending reports for
deputation/ retirement etc, but I find no mention also, of any instructions
from you to the HoDs for making entry in this regard in the®ACRs of the
officers concerned for 2009-10. For the last two years and more, we have
been”asking DG, GSI to change that lax and permissive approach to such
matters. which has brought GSI to this stage and it is a matter of regret that
there is still no effort within GSI to make the change.

I must, With equal regret, say that it has therefore been decided in the
Ministry that in future, the National Mineral / Geoscience Award will not be
awarded to any defaulter, and action is being taken to withdraw the award
in all cases and recover the award money.

I also feel that your reporting 'not submitted’ in Annexure — II B in respect
of many persons have not given the report, as though it is not GSI's

responsibility to ensure submission of the report is unfortunate. I expect that
in the next monthly'D.O letter you will inform me of chargesheet issued to the
defaulters, and what other administrative action has also been taken against

them, including withholding of dues.
|
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i)

i)

(2)

GSI Portal: - I am glad that as a result of the intensive and
continuing pressure, the Portal is at last coming to life. There are still some
serflous problems however including the following, and I would like you to
specifically report in your next D.O letter on the steps taken to remedy the
deficiencies: -

a)

b)

d)

e)

f)

HRMIS data is incomplete and flawed and there appears to be no
mechanism to register and attend to the errors pointed cut,

FSPMIS data is incomplete, with details of the geoscientists
involved, EA, accession no. of reports etc missing in a number of
cases,

Portal Phase 111 project proposal is long overdue.

Though it has repeatedly been pointed out that there is need to
increase bandwidth between the WAN nodes in order to manage
data traffic even for current level of usage, I do not see any
concrete action.

Putting out only 92 cases studies in a 150 year old organization is
actually a shame.

The DIDs and Miscellaneous publication on the portal are old and
out of date. There appears to be no effort to update these
important publications.

M & E (Ships & Craft)

a)

d)

Ocean going research vessel: - It may be ensured that
funding arrangements as agreed are operationalised. Needless to
say, the progress is poor even with reference to revised PERT
Chart, according to which by May end the Ship buiding tender
ought to have been evaluated whereas actually RFP is now being
issued.

Geotechnical Vessel: - Your letter does not indicate the status
with regard to the revised PERT Chart. May I remind you that as
per the revised PERT, the contract with international Consultant
.should have been signed in September, 2009 and not May, 2010.

Heliborne Geophysical survey system: - Here too, I may
point out that as per revised PERT chart the sensors should have
been received by June, 2009 whereas pre-despatch inspection is
now gong on.

Action initiated for the coastal launch and replacement of TOASS
which was to commence in 2010 in order for purchase to fructify
in the XIIth Five Year Plan has not been indicated. I hope it is not
because action in the matter is at standstill? Progress in these
two items during each of the last 3 months may be given in the
next D.0. letter.
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