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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of _ -
Review Petition No._ 1380/2024
No. " Date of order Order or-t-;?]er proceedings with glgnatur_ca judge
proceedings
1 2 - , R ) -
1 15/11/2024 | The Review Petition in appeal no.

516/2021 submitted today by Mr. Asadullah Khan
Yousafzai Advocate. It is fixed for hearing before
.'-\ Division Bench at Peshawar on 21.11.2024. Original file
be requisitioned. Parcha Peshi is given to the counsel

for the petitioner.
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BEFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KPK,
PESHAWAR,

Review Petition No. ( E%D 12024
IN
S.A.N0.516/2024

SherAhmad ............cooiiii e e . Petitioner

Versus

Govt. of KP through Chief Secretary and others..... Respondents

APPLICATION FOR HEARING OF THE
ABOVE TITLED REVIEW PETITION AT
PRINCIPAL SEAT, PESHAWAR.

Respectfully Sheweth;

1} That the titled review petition is being filed before this Hon'ble

Tribunal at principal seat, Peshawar.

2)  That the petitioner has engaged the counsel at principal seat,
Peshawar and also paid the agreed fee and cannot afford
travelling expenses from Peshawar to Swat, which may be

calculated at Rs.20,000/- per trip.

3)  That the counsel for the appellant is practicing at principal seat
Peshawar and also frequently appearing before the Hon'’ble
Tribunal at Peshawar, therefore, it is also inconvenient for the
counsel to appear in the instant review petition at Swat on

each and every date.

Keeping in view, what has been stated above, it is,
therefore, humbly prayed that the titled Review Petition may
kindly be heard at principal seat, Peshawar in the best interest

of just and equity.

Dated: 15.11.2024

Petitioner
Through

Asad Ullah Khan Yousafzai

Advocate High Court
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Review Petition No. I ECBD /2024
IN
S.ANo.516/2021

Sher Ahmad.......cccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieic e, Petitioner
VERSUS
Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through
Chief Secretary and others......... ......ccoevnenell Respondents
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Khshe r t‘ ak htnkh\l\’-
meaty Fealrurtid
O Jaugy INL2., ?%é

Review Petition Nol 35 /2024 g

IN Vated 15 ,,
S.ANo.516/2021

Sher Ahmad S/o0 Mardana Khan

Office Assistant DC Office, Lower Chitral.

.......... Petitioner

VERSUS

l. Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KPK), through Chief
Secretary, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

2. Secretary Finance Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil
Secretariat, Peshawar.

3. Commissioner Malakand Division at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

4. Deputy Commissioner/ DC, Chitral.

..... Respondents

REVIEW PETITION U/S 7-A OF THE

KHYBER PAKH A SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 (AMENDED IN
2024)

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:-

1. That petitioner is the bonafide resident of District Lower
Chitral and is serving as Assistant (BPS-16) in the Office

of Deputy Commissioner Lower Chitral.

2. That petitioner filed S.A No.516/2021 challenging his
demotion order dated 05.11.2020 passed by Deputy
Commissioner Chitral as well as order dated 10.12.2020
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passed by Commissioner Malakand whereby
departmental appeal of the petitioner was dismissed.

3. That this hon’ble Tribunal after hearing the parties,
partially accepted the appeal filed by petitioner in the
manner that demotion / reduction order was ordered
to be continue for 05 years. (Copy of judgment dated
25.09.2024 is attached)

4. That being aggrieved of the impugned order dated
25.09.2024, the petitioner seeks review of the same,

inter-alia on the flowing grounds:-

GROUNDS

A. That it nor went escaped from the eyes of this hon'ble
Tribunal while passing the impugned order that the
petitioner was wrongly punished, because there was no
evidence on the record nor any evidence was
produced by the prosecution during the inquiry, which
connect the petitioner with the commission of alleged

offence.

B. That the impugned order is very harsh in its nature and
the punishment awarded to the petitioner that will be
fulfilled after the retirement of the petitioner, because
the petitioner is going to be retired on 10.09.2025 and
he will suffer the rigger of punishment for the whole
life, which will adversely affect his pension and
pensionary benefits also.

C. That as evident from the record that the petitioner has
not committed any wrong nor signed the alleged
document, but he himself become complainant and

filed a complaint to the high-ups, wherein, the accused




®
were properly charged in a criminal case registered
u/s 419/ 420/ 468/ 471 PPC, which shows the bonafide

of the petitioner and in consequent whereof the

precious state property was protected.

D. That as transpires from the service record the petitioner
has an unblemished service record and in such
eventuality the impugned punishment of 05 years is
very harsh and arbitrary in nature.

E. That the prosecution has miserably failed to produce
the cogent evidence regarding the guilt of the
petitioner, but even then the order passed by this
hon’ble Tribunal is based on surmises and conjectures
and not on strong and cogent grounds, therefore, liable

to be reviewed and be set-aside.

F. That any other ground not specifically taken will be
argued at the time of hearing with prior permission of

this hon’ble Tribunal

It is, therefore, humbly requested that, on
acceptance of this review petition order dated
25.09.2024 may please be reviewed by setting aside

the impugned order/ judgment.

Any other relief deemed fit_may also be

graciously granted. ﬁ?
Petitionet

Through %

Asadulllah Khan Yousafzai

Advocate High Court
CERTIFICATE

Certified that order dated 25.09.2024 is fit for review, and no
such like other application/review has been filed before this Hon'ble
Tribunal.

Advocate




in Re: Review Petition No. /2024
IN
S.A.No0.516/2021
Sher Ahmad ... e Petitioner
Versus

Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary & others

....... Respondents

AFFIDAVIT
I, Sher Ahmad son of Mardana Khan, Office Assistant DC Office,

Lower Chitral (petitioner), do hereby affirm and declare on oath that the
contents of the accompanying Review Petition are true and correct to the

best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this
Hon’ble Tribunal

_ Deponent
CNIC No.15201-0561243-9
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Review Petition No. /2024
IN
S5.ANo.516/2021
" Sher Ahmad.......ccoovvviiiiiiiiiiiii e, Petitioner

VERSUS

Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through

Chief Secretary and others......... ......cocevveenen. Respondents

MEMO OF ADDRESSES
PETITIONERS

Sher Ahmad S/o0 Mardana Khan
Office Assistant DC Office, Lower Chitral.

RESPONDENTS

1. Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KPK), through Chief
Secretary, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

2. Secretary Finance Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil
Secretariat, Peshawar.

3. Commissioner Malakand Division at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

4. Deputy Commissioner/ DC, Chitral.

Petitioner
Through

Asadullah Khan Yousafzai
Advocate High Court
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PESHAWAR

SewlceAppeal No Zé /2021

Sher Ahmad .
-S/o Mardana Khan - &
R/O Assnstan DC Offlce lower Chmal Chltral

VERSUS

at le Secretarrat Peshawar

bt

R e T2 Secretary . Fmance Government of K:P.K
‘ Ce Peshawar Yoo '

" 4. Deputy Comm13510ner/DC Cmtral

.. : .t L . . o tavesavet v aansuan
Lo I . [ . . . .

-.-BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL kpk AT

‘ hl “hér I"'nkhtukhwg
. ‘-u.n \Jidl_ Tribunal -

iy i O3 ..
DltLd 8/0,/2{)2.'

...'.:.'......._...Appellanl

T Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KPK) through Chlef Secretarj;{ o
t Civil Secretariat,
3, Comn&issionérﬁdaiakand Division ai'saiqix Sharif, Swat, -

.;....‘....ReSpondents

'Am)eal U/S 4 of I(hvber Pakhtunkhwa Servide' Tribtina] Act'

Y o 1974 read: W1th all those other appllcable prov1510ns of . Iaw _

govermng the sublect matter for settmg aside the 1mpugr_1ed

.|ndto dqyorder dated 05. 11.2020 Dassed bv the Deputv Commlssloner -

: 0?'{0f I 7d3’ reductlon/demohon mto a lower post of sc

R%’Et?dl‘ Chltral wherebv the a pel]ant was awarded a mallor penalty“-’ofi

ale from BPS-‘tG "t.o.

’ BPS 14 has been lmposed upon the appellant and 1mpugned

'order dated 1012, 2020 passed by the Commrssroner Malakan'd_ .

Praver

~ who dlsmlssed the departmental apveal of the appellant.

That on. acceotance of the sublect Servrce Appeal the',

1mpugned order dated 05 11. 2020 Dassed bz the Deputv

P g F THUNER”
' .\.h)‘ln. 1
Kkl
trt-uL ‘P y "khw'

...,,.,FQ{;;"'“’ Cornm1551oner Chltral and .thev Impu'gned order. dated |
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Saidu Sharlf Swat mav klndlv be set asrde declare as null and

void and agalnst the fundamental rlgbts of the appellant and

consequentlv the appe llant may kmdlv ‘be allowed to contmue o ..

~his serv1ce 1n BPS- 16 alorg_wrth all back benefits. Anv other

reltef whlch deems lust and proper may also be granted to the

appellant keem g n wew facts and c1rcumstance of the case

Resnectfullu Sheweth ‘ .-..

v Appeal are as under

1. That the appellant 1s bonafrde resrdent of District Lower Chrtral

and. is servrng as Assistant BPS- 16 in the Office of Deputy

Commrssloner Lower Chr tral.

2. That Prior to. the present posrtlon the appellant was servin'g' as -

* Incharge ret:ord room JLICIIClal Counal

R That a person namely Muhammad Ali Shah prepared a bogus '
. document pertamlng to 1904 each and another person namely .
. " Syed Jalal Shah (son of the former Gwernor Northern Area) got_

the copy.of the same bogus document and presented before: the
appellant for attestation as Incharge record room.

4. That when the appellant gone through the old record/reglster it

transplred that the copy of the document presented for attestation’

" was bogus and not matching to the record, theref0re the appellant

<
W

.refused to attest the same. : : AR

consequences, furthermore he filed a&. complamt against the. .
appellant before the worthy Settlement Officer (SO) Chltral-_
whereby the - appellant was summoned by the SO and the”
appellant clarrﬁed his posmon before the worthy SO in ac_cordance :

with facts narrated about

Comm1551oner Lower, Chitral for initiating criminal’ proceedmg

' Sakhiukhiae

Chrtral dlrected the concerned authorities to initiate crimina_l

Ty - . ' 1

10 12.2020 passed by the Commlssroner Malakand Dlwsron at'_l ) :

_'That brlef facts and grounds gwmg I‘lS(—.‘ to the 1nstant Serv:ce'l'

" 5. That Mr. Syed Jalal Shah threatened the appellant of worse'.

"{'!"!'"l-‘.:‘;’l;_t'@) That the appellant submltted an appl:cabon before the Depu ly.

{new against both the persons who prepared a bogus Sanad and also’
_ .r.. crivwndtied to get its attestation’ by applying coercive- measures against |
. the appellant but the worthy Deputy Commissioner Lower, -
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proceedmgs agamst-one Muhammad Ali- Shah consequent upon' e
FIR No. 547 dated 20.09:2019 U/Ss 417, 420, 468, 471 PPC, Rolice™ -~ -
“station Chttral was lodged agamst him, wherein appellant i the”

.'.:-':-' . complalnant whtle the, other person namely Said'Jalal Shah, was.

. exonerated by the Deputy Commissioner Lower - Chitral. o
: (Copies of appllcatlon and FIR are attached as Annexure- ”A") S

-7. That in the meanwhtle dls(:tphnary proceedtngs were also lntttated
against the’ appellant and-one Amin ur Rahman (Naib Q’\Sld) a
prellmrnary and final 1nqu1ry was conducted 'ngamst the: appellant

.~ .and the ma)or penalty ‘of reductlon/demotton to 'a lower post-of

. Scale, i.e. BPS:16 TO .PBS-14 was; 1mposed upon. the appellant,
while the Natb Qasnd "Mr. Amin ur. Rahman was awarded minor.
penalty of censure vide 1mpugned order dated 05.11.2020. -~
(Coptes .of ’ 1nqu1r1es, 'show - cause, reply and. order daled" '
OS 11.2020 are attached as Annexure "B") - ' - '

8. That agamst the 1mpugned order; the appellant filed departmental .
_ appeal’ before the. worthy Comrmssmner Malakand Wthh too as -
dismissed 'or10.12:2020. . | |
(Coples of departmental appeal and order dated ‘10;1-5.2020, 'i.s'

attached as annexure “C")

9, That th_e hnpugned.orders are llable to be set a_slde in.'ter:alia'o'n the

'followin'g grounds.

t

A.-That the appellant has commltted no wrong as he refused to attest
the bogus docurnent prep’tred by both Mr. Muhammad Ali Shah
5/0 l—Iayabl Shah and Mr. Said jalal Shah S/O Said Karam Ali Shah
(Ex Governor Northern Areas) and. tried to grab the valuable state
property ‘of about. thousands of Kanals, 'm the grab of a bogus and

rnampulated document

B That the appellant saved the state property menttoned 1bove by S

e

refusmg the 1ttestahon of ‘the said document which’ was not
entered m the old regtster of 1904 of the Judicial Counc1l Chttral

C. That \/Ir Sald ]alal Shah who is high polttlcal figure of Northern o
" Areas mﬂuenced the dtstrtct ‘administration _for initiating the
dtsc:1plmary proceedmgs agatnst the appellant and got exonerated -
himself; -of the criminal- proceedmgs against him tnttnted on the
complalnt of the appellant agatnst both the persons menttoned . ‘

;uhn:khnr

.S'Ll vice i o abOVE

P«&\hn-..f o
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L

"+ D. That; the appellant ,has been dxscnmmated in the 1mpugned order - |

1«

-ms mwaneadinog. ag one Amln ur - Rahman ('\"ub_




penalty of reduttlon/demotlon from BPS-16 To BPS 14 was h
1mposed agamst the appellant ' '

| . That the appellant has an unblemished servrce record smce his. - g
appomtment as Junior Clerk back in. the year- 1989 and nelther

~such like. complarnt has been’ lodged agamst h1m nor has been

guilty of any rmsconduct A ‘ T,
R L S R ' ) e
: That the appellant s hkely to. be retired of hlS ser\nce m the near

_future’ and such llke rnajor penalty would be deemed as snatchmg y
of bread of his famlly

. That no, opportunlty of _personal hearmg, and recordlng statement' TR
. was prov1ded to-the-appellant durmg 1nqu1ry hence the rmpugned :
orders are llable to be set a51de on this scoré alone '

.-That nelther the appellant has commltted any wrong nor gunlty of
mls-condL_lct_ r_ather ‘the appellant proved- himself, as a’ best
custodiar of'public record, and an  honest person.’ '

+

o That the appellant is quxt mnocent bccause nelther he . made 2
bOgus/fake document as a part of the record, ‘rather hlmself
' -became a complamant and mmate crlmmal proceedmg aga:nst the'
culprlt, buteven then full doze has'been gwen to him by 'lwardmg
ma]or penalty Wthh is untenable in the eyes of Iaw and llable to B : r
be set~as1de ' g )

That in light of the afare mentioned situation-the imposed penally '
is not Only arbitf'ary'and illeg’al-but‘ also harsh and un natLira»l‘. Lo ,

. That the acts and omission of respondents is agamst the thl-"'-' e
Service Act: 1973, ‘Efficiency and Disciplinary Rulesiand 1pp11cable R
: Fundamental and Supplementary Rules. N

L ‘That any other ground which’ has not specrﬁcally béen t'lken may.:_ -
. also be allowed to be argued o ,

It 1s, therefore most humbly prayed that the mstant Appeal"

may:. kmdly be allowed as prayed for. . ;; g? 7 . L

Appellant.

-

‘ .T-hroug_h E ! S | BRI
" Asad Ullah Khan Yousafaz? co [1EN
Advocate Pcshawar R

Venflcatlon : : ‘
Verified on Oath that the contents of the above appeal are true al~
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KHYBER. PAKHTUNKHWAS RV]CE TRIBU\" ;
‘ PESHAWAR \

BEFORE: AURANC ZER I\HATTAI\
‘ T URASHIDA. BANO . [ .. ,..._1\1131\1_131]2 (Judiciat) "

L4

SCI’\'ICC Appc 1l No: 516/2021

o D’mq of’ plcsenntmn of/\ppcal.., ....... '....OS 01.2021
" . . Date of Hearing.lo o0 PN -.25.09.2024 -
L T Dalr_ 0! Deumon..‘._..:..'..-...' ........... ..... 25.09. 70')4
e e T "-.hu 'z\lnu il 876 Matddna [\han thcc Assistant. DC Office, Lowm
. _-'(hllldl .......... futreeecacaacnantennaren eevreas e .../Ippc!l(mf
: o Versus
;’ ‘ . . . .
. ‘ l.‘;-CovunmcnI of Khybei Pakhlunkhwa (I\PI\) lh:ouoh Ch[ef Secacta:y
. “al Civil Scuct'm'it Peshawar:’
! kY -Suu.hnv Finance Govcmmcnl of K.P.K at Civil Sec:ct.andl Peshawm
o 3. Commissioner Maldl\and Division at Saidu Sharif, Swat.
!F : s Deputy (.onnmss:oner/DC Chma] ....... ke Cererlvenens (Re&ponrlents)
. S Preseit:
IR oM Asad Yllah Ixhnn Yousqum A SO For appcliant . .
i N M. Naseer-ud- Dln Shah Asmstant Advocate Gcneml .....For respondents.
" RN .IUDGMENT'.‘
; . AURANGZE B kllATTAl\, MEMBER (IUI)ICIA m “The. faéts -of.
- ¢ \% : the case. as na_u'r_a-l'ed by I’hC'E!pp@[lElﬂl in_his memorandum of appeal, are’
wRD T TR
= S -0 that.he Joined services in.the -rcspondent depart.ment as Juntor' Clerk in-
Y s ' o L . : o _
A 4 : >
! ST . the year 1989, l’non to his cuirent posmon he served as In- chalne ot the )
N t‘j1 . ' N R .

;- vecord room 0_’F_J.udicial Cbunéii,- Chitral.- He alleﬂed]v refuscd to altesl"a

S eannewelild d ied back ! m 1904, chncdh pmpmcd bv Mr l\fluhammad /\h Shah

. \,t‘r\ﬂa
lr'a.éhﬂwn" ' ' ' Lt .

I hx :cluml |Ld lo thc mllratlon of a comphml a"J

ainst him. Si:ll)Sé(]..i.I@l]l.H", ;

s d:sc:;ﬂmzlrv Jmf:eed'. US \WAres tlfiapaid N ' S
L P FrRCings were nitiated against him.- resufting ‘i, the:
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Hinsiald Fova nes *

- |mpoxrl|0n of 4 m'l]m pcnally oi rcductmn/demollon lo a lower post of
‘ scale '. Imm BPS 16 lO BPS- [4 vide. ondm dated 05,._] l.20'20," while the -

' Nmb Qasld /\mm ur Rahman tecewed only a mmcn penalty of'cemmc

lqun“ 'aggljle\jqd, he - sublmlled a dcpannwmal 'lppea! ‘to 'lh;e

) (mmmxsmnc ol Malak’md whlch was dlSmlsscd on Dccembm -Q,

"’(J"’O Irom lm him 1o uhallcn e lhe im')u ned orders be_fére this
l p .’: g pug |

Tribunal.

2. The respondents \.\'UI'C sum mqnqd,. wha contested the appeal by way .
al filing their i‘esi)ccti-\" vnllcn IEpr/commcnls : e rh
. , ' . . . | . ’

”'IL Icamed counse] 10: the appcllant contended thaf ihe-appe”anl_ '

’ m.iu(! i the mwrut of'lhc bmlc by rei'lming 10 attest the boglls dOc'u'l'h'é'm,

-lhudw puwemm& the rilcml '1pp10puallon of staie ICSOLIICCS He next

contended that. the du:i:,lon to nnposc a m’IJOI pcnalty upon the appcllam

wirs diser iming ul(.u Y s the Nmb Qasrd lnvolved in the same procccdings

,|:ccc‘|\-'ccl nnl_\}""u' mmm ccnsuac dcspllc similar involvemenl In lhe

!

mudcnl g iurlhcr conlended th'u thc appelhnls suwce ret_md was.g

g.\'c_mpl:u'_\*. nmkmg_lhc scverily (')f"-lhc punishmenl umvarrant’éd‘: He algo '

umtcndul lhcll no oppmlumly ton a pcrsondl he'mnn was gwcn io lhc

.nppdlanl durmu lhc mquny proccss whlch mhmgcd upon. hm ngjht 10 a' :

far pmu.duu: ”L nc\t au_ucd that the mpellant was not uu:llv of any." -

- misconduct. dn(! was umustly alnelcd due to Lhe mﬂucncc wielded by,'

'\\ ed J; llal Slmh “(. funhm aruucd 1ha( the imposilién ofa mhjo'r penalty
th[lv holmc Lhc app&.llams ICIHCmCIﬂ could s:onrhcantly affecl hlS

w;xlvs hndnclal well bemg Hc also argue;d that the penalty imposed

Llp(‘m the 'lppcllanl was alblnaly hzu"sh and violated the-plﬁinciplgs'
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bl Pkiynd g o N,

""('.'ns‘l'u‘in"cd- Ty lhc Crwl Scwlcc At l‘)'h and  the I"f'ﬁcmncy 'mcl

l)lsuplmuv Rulu ?Ull ln th(, la«:l he alg,ucd th'u lhc appml i hand

N iy b I(.Lt.plL‘Cl'.I\ pmvul for.

La On e olhcl:'lmn'cl. the luunod /\SSISIan[ /\clvoc.ate General For 'Ihe R

|L\pnmlcn[\ wnlended 1h¢1t thc app(.llant hlmscll had nclm:ltcd in l1lS

dpplu. tion (o the' Deputy Con'nmss:oner that he had enoneously attested :

th-. houm documcms and 1equcslcd l'emency lle next LOﬂlCl'](.lCd 1hat'»

inquirics, inilialopl al the bchcst of lhc

appellants appllcauon lia(l.-.' '

unmluxnmlv (lctclmmcd hrs lnvolvemenl in, thc alleslalioh ol"_allegcd'

. ' ’ . N
1 R

_"'k'lncu:npnls. necessinzifing disciplinary action. .He ﬁuthel contcnclul that -

- the appeltany's lelll‘l ol being lOtcecl mnto the sutuatlon was tml'ounclccl a_s ;

o\ulm.nu. pomlecl Iowa!dq a consuslcn[ pauerh of misconduct, He also

oo umluulcd that, as lhe in- charge of :eccncls thc appellanl boreé ulumdlc'

g IL\p(m |h|l|tv for lhe mthmy of the documcnts hclcl w;thm lhc record”, "

Sroony and (.OllbL‘L]Llcnll)’ was applopna[elv pcnah?cd He next argued .

“hat the cl-u_scnplm.uy p:ocaeclmbs were conduclccl in accordancc with .-
l i : S .
Vet D eNtablished” rules and protocols prowclmg the appcllanl wllh an

poenon _-oppouumw to clelcnd lmmell bul he larled to prove his mnoccncc

lumllv hc concluded by assertmg that [ht appeal m hancl n_*lay. be."

lemxacd with (.OSl

WL h e hwrcl [he arg,umen[s of fearned. counscl for lhc appellant

.-_1.\ well as lcamLcl /-\bSISlal'lf Aclvocqtc Gencral for the respondents ancl

hm ¢ puu:.cd lhe reco:d

0. _'Tlu: puusal of the tecmd shows that the. appelhnt wh]lc scwmU a‘i‘sr.,,u_'f;’f

-
M.

p"'“‘!'n
.ll.]—ulllll‘gt.‘ ol the Iecmcl room a Judncnal C‘ouncul in Chmal

béfore taking




o the roles of, "'A::'si:;l"zu'n"'B‘"PS'- 6 'in - lh\'.; (f.)'I"ﬁCE.‘ ol the DCP,UI)" L

CConumissioner o 5; !m\u (hmdf was (han_u.f in a Case of hnnpcnng
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. piece of evidenet in assessing.both the.merit of the disciplinary. action

iken and the propriety of .uphelding such actions upon appeal. In

o conetusion, the appeliant’s admission: in his application-to' the*Deputy . -
Commissigner *is a cornerstone of  the ‘case, providing "a - cledr -

’ ':\L‘Ii;zcx\_\fledgnwtile:ol‘_his role in the erroncous atiestation and forming an

exsential basis for-the disciplinary and legal outcomes that followed. This’

acknowledgment “ fot only :reflects the “appellant’s acceptance- of-
¢ accountability but also informs the “broader discourse on professional - -
ethics and résponsibilities in administrative functions,

7. Moreover, Inquiries were initiated in the matter at the behest of the
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~appellani’s application and after thorough examining the circumstances - -

" surrounding | the. attestation’ of alleged documents. The investigation .

'+ ultimately cohcluded that there was sufficient evidence to substantiate

the appetlant's involvement, which necessitated disciplipary aciion again :
: him due o -the .seridus nature” of “the allegations. Following .the
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.completion of the -inquiries, disciplinary proceedings were conducted i
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accordance with the rules. The appellant was provided opportupity 10
present his defense and réspond to the evidence against him but he failed
to prove his innocence. - . ) . : ) .
| 8, - The impugned order dated 05.11.2020, which resulted "in ‘the. ,
2 .appellant's major penalty of reduction 'in"pay scale from-BPS-16: to
; Ui BPS-14, héwever, raises - concerns regarding  compliance  with.

. - ATTESTED . ' , : . _
L Fundamental Rule (F.R.) 29. This rule stipulates that when a government ~ = © ™'

huestservant is reduced . to a lgwer grade ‘or’ post. due to misconduct or
_inefficiency.the authority must explicitly state the duration of.'the
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