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AMAN CHAUDHARY, J. (ORAL)
1. The prayer made in the present petition is for directing the

respondents to complete the service book of the petitioner, so that he may be
granted all arrears of increments and proficiency step up etc.

2. In para 16 (i), it being the grounds of the writ petition, it has been
averred that the petitioner was exonerated from the charges in the comments given
by the SDM, East on 30.03.2001 and again on 30.08.2001 as also on 23.10.2001.
3. In the preliminary submission No.1 of the written statement filed by
the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana on behalf of respondent nos.1, 2 and 4, it has
been specifically stated that the second chargesheet dated 06.02.2002, Annexure
P-11 has been issued on account of the grave misconduct that the petitioner
himself in connivance with Sh. Yashpal Gopal, Clerk in the office of SDM,
Ludhiana (East) has fabricated letters dated 30.03.2001 and 23.10.2001 as reports
and fradulently got signed from the SDM, Ludhiana (East). These letters were

fabricated in order to show himself exonerated from charges leveled against him
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in the previous disciplinary enquiry. On the report of the SDM Ludhiana (East),
respondent No.4 issued two difference chargesheets to the petitioner and Yashpal
Gopal, Clerk. The petitioner duly replied both the chargesheets and has been
participating regularly in the disciplinary proceedings pending before the
disciplinary authority and the enquiry officer. The petitioner is being given
sufficient and reasonable opportunity to defend his case and he was also directed
to obtain the required record by respondent No.4.

4. There is no replication filed to rebut the aforesaid stand.

5. Disposed of, reserving the petitioner with a liberty to get it revived, in

case need arises.

(AMAN CHAUDHARY)
JUDGE
15.02.2025
M.Kamra
Whether speaking/reasoned ; Yes / No
Whether reportable : Yes / No
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