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HEAT--5/31R9-1-711/2014-426 (HRMS)-- S &I 9hrer, SMOT0H0 (Hife HeATh-
852/03, I TAem-1h), dewlelldd y@vs fIwm verfeny, #swEng, 0 HeH & fawg
SUrgEd, AT RigsH, TEaE & HiH-37/M0, A 10.02.2004 E@RT GII-F H
IR ST I 3T FAT 3T, THH A I & [9vg g FEATT & P A
HAFTATAT Tl RABIT W IUGFT @RI TiddesT HAES W &g S aur & daer #
A0 SRYUS 3T Aol H R SleAfed JTfehr # 9fday oF gk e & 3ieddel
gfadesT 9HT AT 3UasY o & IRIT yfaafea foar =)

3Fd IR & forw femeir Toheu T0-4748 feaAi 31.08.2007 caRT & U & fawg
e Ry gufaa & 7, Saa 3, Flogle YHUSH, TISETET HT HeTelel
TeIfOerl fAgerd fhar aram| Faree gerfawrY eart A geher & fawg faftad femeia
FIIATEr FATfld A 3Te0 TFi-72 el 28.01.10 garT JAig fddest AT fhar |
Tl TRl & 9ed i 9fddeed & FHERed 4T garer & fawg fetifeha gus
R fohar a3 g:-
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(1) & dae gig I HHAACHS THEd & Ueh;

(2) oAt Fr T TAfT & 397er ar a¥ d& Yeadid W UH;

3Fd ¢Us & fawg A S EART AU, SFRWUS & FHET el H3qdeA FAfT
frar arar, S UsguTea ATy, SIR@US & YAR-2025, f&eTie 20.07.2011 arT fasmer
HT GTed g3 A GHIT @RT FANT el 3r3ardeT i Faherm v =, Saed qrar =
fF 3otoh g@rT VAT FIg T2 3ifRd Adr fRar AT §, ST gus FRR9Ur & @AY @R A
qd H 39y AT g1, 3 faNniE 3w wdie-3999, feie 28.04.2012 G@RT Sl
AT 31ATACsT I WISl TohdT a1

3ad IRRINT qus & Awg AN I ORI AT ITd Ao, SIRYUS H ATfdr
(W.P.(S) N0.-5608/2012) X I =01, [0 AT 3Td AT ¢aRT &siih 10.07.2019
HI =G IR fohar aram, ST Operative part f@#Tad -

"Having heard learned counsel for the parties and on perusal of documents available on record, it
appears that the enquiry report was not served upon the petitioner before imposing impugned
punishment, which caused serious prejudice to the petitioner and for that he is not able to reply
suitably. Furthermore, provisions of the Civil Services (C.C. & A) Rules has not been complied with.
The appellate authority aso did not take into consideration of these facts.

For the reasons aforesaid, the impugned order of punishment, the impugned order of punishment
dated 05.07.2011 as aso appellate order dated 28.04.2012 is hereby quashed and set aside.

However, it is open to the respondents to proceed for a de novo enquiry, if so legally advised, but
after following the principles of natural justice and affording opportunity of hearing to the petitioner.

With the aforesaid observations and directions, the writ petition stands disposed of."

Id: AT 3T AT, SIREUS GaRT w.p(s)No0.5608/2012 H et 10.07.2019 Hr
qia =araTeer Ud 3 39T, STR@us & wivd Aded & 3ol & AFifea o o
ST §-

(&) A gerer & Awg Al ddhed H0-3660, E=-05.07.2011 EaRT 9IRA gUsIGer
Tq fqemmeli Jmeer #Aaeh-3999, fewtieh 28.04.2012 EaRT 3rdiel 31aTdesT HEdihiad Fal
foreta amcer & foram arar g1

@) A gHIT & OFg IR@US WHRT Hask (Feffeeor, faFor vg 31dier) fAg#ATgen,
2016 & fATH-17 & Fedeld A3 Y & Furhy sdardr dafea Far arar g1 [
HRAAET & Helell g A IR et TS, Farfoiged HIOW0R0, faemiar i gerferenry,
SRYUS, AIR YATHA ael, TISH., IMordeay, Ydi, VN H Holoel Uedsl Td
fders, o@n, e vd wfediee, 9t g, amarar @ Suede  garieny
TifAd R Srar B
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SATYA PRAKASH

JHK/IAS/89

(F) A TcT IHRT & favg QNI Hhea T0-3660, feeAieh-
05.07.2011 carrT wiRd gusieer Ud faermel 3meer
ATAT6-3999, feeAish 28.04.2012 @RI el 3HATAG
et adr fovefa meer ® famam S B

(@) I & fOvg SNGUs WHRI Tge (Fefieeor, fagFor
g 3de) AgAEel, 2016 & AIH-17 & 3edea a3 ™
o i sRaRr ganfad far sar g1
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