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FIfAS, TAMHIAF FUR TUT TTHTIT 9T |

37TeRr
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HEAT-12/H10-06-11/2014 FTe 1179-FR@Us Wiaed IYfafd dar &
A TGATT SIGY, dchlelled e AT, A AR [THRraFIid g 3ncd |,
el U9 Hdcd AW, SR@US, AT &l 3eoh 4 UGEUTTel Fll & Nl dI & 9fa
ATRATE A T IJAEAGAS & 3R A FoAefT gy §&ar-13820, stieh-
17.12.2012 & carr fogR va 3ifsar snflaey @aw (geffeor, fagaor wa 3o
faaATael, 1935 & dgd doarel 9HId & fAefad forar = |

2.  douad AT ogX & %y oo digaifder fawm smavs, U &
gH7h- 350, f&stieh- 09.02.2013 GaRT ARY 97 Y9F- ‘&' H I(Sd N 3Teley AT 37T,
a# 3a% favey fAwT 39 aifsa far o= -
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() TAT q FEATT T8T 37T,

(i)  FAET q IFFIFEIT WEeT,

(i)  gAH-111, &0-01.10.2012 EIRT HRY IT TISEGRUT A SIATE gl
&,

(v) T aRE, goar sefhr Femer & ar 3Fdifed aagR & |

3. faumim feg@sr #Ear1550, fGah- 18.02.2013 GaRT AT SIgY &l foleisst
¥ HAFT X §U 3o¢ A el vd giAeTor fasmr, siR@vs, = & 3refie e @fg
% 9g W yEAad fonar am |

4. TG A S & Ay ST NG, IAH Uod FYSEHIOT, FAAT
SR TaHTeT & Hcled T Ut el & FHREIRIT [aHmig e §&dr- 9275,
f&eAieh- 19.09.2013 & caT AT 3 & fawqy o nfed ORI $r a2y -

(i) fAee,
(ii) s 3afr gq owes o & wfafed o o ¢ =7gr gem,
foreq fooraet 3afy &Y o dee TS dr ST FRe |

5. 3ad ARG fed & fawey A AR 3G, deaplells e dfIg garT
AT Gfaa-ag-37deld IIffeR & FAST e 30Uded gATa fear o, 5 e
AMR-1547, f&A1-18.02.2014 & gaRT ey ISR ganT 3dpd & fear 3 |

6. dcuRdd A IGATT IFY dedblelled ITod Ffad eanT fanmia ncer dear-
9275, f&slieh- 19.09.2013 garT IRRINT enfed va rdeliy TfieR garr 9 smeer
FUih-1547, f&a7ie-18.02.2014 &1 €T el & HAIT SIRWUS 3T AT, a0
H W.P(S)-1597/2013- TATY I §ATH FIRWUS Tsd UG 3 T faram arm, foras
HAAAT SIREUS 3Td A1aTeld, UAT & @RI Gelieh-14.09.2023 & feldstad 3eer ik
R =T § -

"16. In the aforesaid facts and circumstance, the impugned order as

contained in memo no. 9275 dated 19.09.2013 passed by the respondent no. 3 as
well as the appellate order as contained in memo no. 1547 dated 18.02.2014
passed by the respondent no. 1 are quashed.

17. Since about 10 years have elapsed from the date of passing of
the impugned order of punishment, | do not find it appropriate to 7 remand the

matter to the respondent no.3 to decide it afresh after such a long time also
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keeping in view that the charges against the petitioner were not so grave as well
as that the punishment imposed upon him was minor in nature.

18. The writ petition is, accordingly, allowed. The respondents are
directed to release salary to the petitioner for the suspension period by adjusting
the subsistence allowance paid to him."

8. I §FIF TAORIWId AT 3 & fawey frdl wor & foda sfaafadaar
3rar IR IMY gfdafea A8 @ vd AT SIRWUS 3T SArTery, Adr ganrt aikd
3Fd ARG & 3elih #H A AT G, dehlelied Hed df9d, ##H, @3 ua
gfraTor faseraFfa wue 3rcd 99, @« T9 Hdca e, siR@vs, I & ey
fasmelr smeer d@ar- 9275, falie- 19.09.2013 arT IfRIT aiffd wa el
WITIehR E@RT TR 3G Adieh- 1547, feaAleh- 18.02.2014 & RET &Id §T 3o
fees 3@afer faie-17.12.2012 & féaArh- 17.02.2013 d& &I &ded a9 i fomar
STl &

3Fd 3af A A SHT A HIAAT HI A e AT oA F AHST
9T AV Fehry dclel T $ITcAleT TohdT STTaT |

ST AT,
THR & 39 gRg |

37ef1aTeh, SAIRWUS ASThIT HEUMHH, Al GaRT JhIId va Hfa,
SIRW@US JTsie (3TATYRON 293 - 50



