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                               JUDGMENT  

 

                         DATED:  APRIL 21, 2023 
 
 

 Present claim petition has been filed for seeking the following 

reliefs: 

“(i)  To quash the impugned order dated 

23.01.2020 passed by Senior Superintendent of 

Police, Nainital awarding censure entry to the 

petitioner and to quash the order dated 11.05.2020 

passed by learned Deputy Inspector General of 

Police, Kumaon Zone, Nainital whereby the appeal 

against order dated 23.01.2020 has been 

dismissed. 

(ii)     Grant any other relief, order or direction, 

which this Hon’ble Tribunal deem fit and proper in 

the facts and circumstances of the case. 

(iii)    Award the cost of the petition to the 

petitioner. ” 

 

2.  The facts of the case, in brief, are that the petitioner while posted 

as Constable in civil police at P.S. Mallital District Nainital, on 05.10.2019, 
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he was assigned duty at Riksha Stand Mallital for routine checking. On 

being inspection of S.I. B.C. Masiwal, the petitioner was found absent from 

his duty and consuming liquor, he abused Mr. B.C. Masiwal under 

influence of liquor. Thereafter preliminary inquiry was conducted by 

Superintendent of Police, Crime/Traffic, Nainital, who recorded the 

statements of witnesses and submitted his report to the S.S.P., Nainital on 

23.11.2019. In the preliminary inquiry report, no specific time has been 

mentioned. The petitioner placed under suspension from 18.04.2019 to 

23.10.2019. After completion of preliminary inquiry, show cause notice 

dated 04.12.2019 was issued to the petitioner. On receipt of show cause 

notice, petitioner submitted his detailed reply to S.S.P., Nainital, denying 

the allegations leveled against him. The petitioner specifically mentioned 

in the reply that when he was at Barrack, he asked Constable Anand 

Prasad regarding sending his medical papers to the S.S.P. Office, but the 

said Constable did not give any suitable reply to the petitioner therefore, 

some talks took place between them, which was informed to S.I. B.C. 

Masiwal by the Constable Anand Prasad. It was also mentioned in the reply 

that the petitioner is under treatment of dengue in September 2019 and 

he was hospitalized at Soban Singh Jeena Base Hospital. 

Thereafter without considering the reply furnished by the petitioner 

and without proper application of mind, the S.S.P., Nainital vide its order 

dated 23.01.2020 imposed punishment of censure entry upon the 

petitioner. On 25.01.2020, the S.S.P., issued another show cause notice 

regarding suspension of the petitioner. The petitioner replied to this show 

cause notice, praying for grant of full salary and allowances for suspension 

period. Aggrieved by the order dated 23.01.2020 passed by S.S.P., Nainital, 

petitioner preferred appeal before DIG, Kumaon Region Nainital, 

specifically placing on record the true and correct facts and praying for 

setting aside of order dated 23.01.2020. That too by means of a cryptic 

order, without examining the validity of the inquiry and of the punishment 

order held that the factum of petitioner consuming liquor is proved in the 

medical examination report and found the petitioner guilty of misconduct, 
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the appellate authority thus dismissed the appeal vide order dated 

11.05.2020.  Hence the claim petition. 

3.   Counter Affidavit has been filed on behalf of respondents and have 

stated that on 05.10.2019, the petitioner was directed to discharge his 

duties at Riksha Stand, Mallital from 8:00 AM to 20:00 p.m. Due to 

election, the Senior Sub Inspector was on checking, who found the 

petitioner absent from the place of duty and when inquired from other 

police person, present on duty, they informed that the petitioner has gone 

for eating food at Police Station. The Senior Sub Inspector, when visited 

the Police Station, he was informed by the police personnel that the 

petitioner consumed liquor and is using filthy language. Having knowledge 

of the same, the Senior Sub Inspector informed his superior officer i.e. 

S.H.O and C.O and also sent the petitioner for medical examination. In the 

medical report, the petitioner was found intoxicated (Consumed Liquor). 

The act of the petitioner was found indiscipline and negligent. The 

Superintendent of Police, Crime/Traffic Nainital was appointed as enquiry 

officer to conduct the enquiry. The inquiry officer in its report found the 

petitioner guilty of consuming liquor and absent from duty and also of 

misbehavior in Police Station. Thereafter, the petitioner was served a show 

cause notice no. N-235/2019 dated 04.12.2019, which was replied by him 

on 12.01.2020. The disciplinary authority after going through the reply, 

found it unsatisfactory and after going through the records and reply of 

the petitioner pursuant to the provision 4(1)(B) (4) of U.P. Police Officers of 

the Subordinate Ranks (Punishment & Appeal) Rules, 1991 Adoption and 

Modification order 2002, passed the punishment order censure entry. 

Aggrieved by the punishment order, the petitioner submitted the statuary 

appeal before the appellate authority, who after going through the 

evidence and record and by following the law and procedure rejected the 

same vide order no. COK-Appeal-24/2020 dated 11-05-2020 and 

maintained the punishment of censure. In respect of the payment of the 

allowance of suspension period w.e.f. 18.10.2019 to 23.10.2019, the 

disciplinary authority passed the order for payment of the allowance of 
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suspension period, which has been paid to the petitioner. The orders 

under challenged are just and prefect and hav been passed by the 

respondents with due transparency and also by following the law and 

procedure and also given the opportunity of hearing to the petitioner. 

Thus, on this count the claim petition is devoid of merit and liable to be 

dismissed with cost. 

6.   No Rejoinder Affidavit has been filed on behalf of the petitioner.  

7.   I have heard learned Counsel for the parties and perused the 

record. 

8. Learned Counsel for the petitioner has argued that after completion 

of preliminary inquiry, show cause notice dated 04.12.2019 was issued to 

the petitioner. On receipt of show cause notice, petitioner submitted his 

detailed reply to S.S.P., Nainital whereby he was denied the allegations 

that when the petitioner was at Barrack, he asked the Constable Anand 

Prasad regarding sending his medical papers to the S.S.P. Office but the 

said Constable did not give any suitable reply to the petitioner, therefore, 

some talks took place between the said Constable and the petitioner. The 

same was informed by the Constable Anand Prasad to S.I. B.C. Masiwal. 

The petitioner was under treatment of dengue in September 2019 and he 

was hospitalized at Soban Singh Jeena Base Hospital. The S.S.P., Nainital 

vide its order dated 23.01.2020, without considering the reply of petitioner 

and without proper application of mind, minor punishment of censure 

entry was imposed upon the petitioner. Aggrieved by the order of censure 

entry dated 23.01.2020 passed by S.S.P., Nainital, petitioner preferred 

appeal before the DIG, Kumaon Zone Nainital, which was also by means of 

a cryptic order, without examining the validity of the inquiry and of the 

punishment order held that the factum of petitioner consuming liquor is 

proved in the medical examination report and therefore, the petitioner is 

guilty of misconduct and the appellate authority dismissed the appeal vide 

order dated 11.5.2020. The orders passed by the respondents are 

perverse, which have been passed without application of mind.  
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9. Learned A.P.O. on behalf of the respondents has argued that on 

05.10.2019, the petitioner was directed to discharge his duties at Riksha 

Stand, Mallital from 8:00 AM to 20:00 p.m. Due to election, the Senior Sub 

Inspector was on checking, who found the petitioner absent from the 

place of duty and when inquired from other police person present on duty, 

they informed that the petitioner has gone for eating food at Police 

Station. The Senior Sub Inspector, when visited the Police Station, he was 

informed by the police personnel that the petitioner consumed liquor and 

is using filthy language. Having knowledge of the same, the Senior Sub 

Inspector informed his superior officer i.e. S.H.O and C.O and also sent the 

petitioner for medical examination. In the medical report, the petitioner 

was found intoxicated (Consumed Liquor). The act of the petitioner was 

found indiscipline and negligent. The Superintendent of Police, 

Crime/Traffic Nainital was appointed as enquiry officer to conduct the 

inquiry, who in its report found the petitioner guilty of consuming liquor 

and absent from duty and also of misbehavior in Police Station. Thereafter, 

the petitioner was served with a show cause notice no. N-235/2019 dated 

04.12.2019, which was replied by the petitioner on 12.01.2020. The 

disciplinary authority after going through the reply found it unsatisfactory 

and after going through the records and reply of the petitioner, pursuant 

to the provision 4(1)(B) (4) of U.P. Police Officers of the Subordinate Ranks 

(Punishment & Appeal) Rules, 1991 Adoption and Modification order 2002 

passed the punishment order of censure entry. The appellate authority 

after going through the evidence and record and by following the law and 

procedure, rejected the appeal of the petitioner vide order no. COK-

Appeal-24/2020 dated 11.05.2020 and maintained the punishment of 

censure. The orders under challenged are just and proper and have been 

passed by the respondents with due transparency and also by following 

the law and procedure and also given the opportunity of hearing to the 

petitioner. 

10.   In view of the above discussion, the Tribunal finds that on 

05.10.2019, when the petitioner was assigned duty at Riksha Stand Mallital 
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for routine checking, on being inspection of S.I. B.C. Masiwal, it was found 

that the petitioner was absent from his duty and consuming liquor and the 

petitioner abuses Mr. B.C. Masiwal under influence of liquor. The 

preliminary inquiry was conducted by the S.P., Crime/Traffic, Nainital on 

23.11.2019. During inquiry, the statements the petitioner and also of 

departmental officials were recorded.  During inquiry, S.S.I., Bhuwan 

Chandra Masiwal given his statement that- 

c;ku o0m0fuå Hkqou pUæ eklhoky dksrokyh eYyhrky ftyk uSuhrky us c;ku 

fd;k fd eSa Fkkuk eYyhrky esa ofj"B mifujh{kd ds in ij rSukr gw¡A fnukad 5-

10-2019 dks eSa {ks= esa ekStwn Fkk rFkk pquko ds lEcU/k esa {ks= esa lafnX/k O;fä;ksa 

dh pSfdax ds nkSjku gh deZpkfj;ksa dh fM;wfV;k pSd djrs fjD'kk LVS.M 

eYyhrky esa igqapk rks dkfu0 516 ukåiqå lqUnj yky viuh fM;wVh ij ekStwn 

ugh Fkk ckn esa Fkkus ij okil vk;k rks deZpkjhx.kks }kjk crk;k fd mä dkfuå 

lqUnj yky 'kjkc ds u'ks esa engks'k gS rFkk deZpkfj;ksa dks Hkíh Hkíh xkfy;k ns 

jgk gSA ftl lEcU/k esa ,l,pvks egksn; o lhvks egksn; dks VsyhQksu esa ek/;e 

ls lwfpr fd;k x;k rFkk mPpkf/kdkfj;ksa ds vkns'k ls mä dkfuå dk esfMdy 

ijh{k.k djk;k x;k ftlesa 'kjkc ihus dh iqf"V gqbZA esjs }kjk mlds lkFk dksbZ 

ekjihV o vHkæ O;ogkj ugha fd;k x;kA ;gh esjs n;ku gSA  

       Constable 723 CP Anand Prasad, Kotwali, Mallital given the statement 

before the inquiry officer, as follows: 

c;ku dkfu0 723 ukåiqå vkuUn çlkn dksrokyh eYyhrky tuin 

uSuhrky eksåuå 9412980690 us c;ku fd;k fd eSa dksrokyh eYyhoky es dkfu0 

DydZ ds in ij rSukr gw¡A fnukad 5-10-2019 dks esa Fkkuk dk;kZy; esa ekStwn Fkk 

rks le; yxHkx 13-00 cts dkfu0 516 ukåiqå lqUnj yky ftldh fM;wVh 

eådkå lq"kek usxh ds lkFk fjD'kk LVS.M esa yxkbZ x;h Fkh og fM;wVh LFky 

fjD'kk LVS.M esa u gksdj 'kjkc ihdj Fkkuk dk;kZy; esa vk;k Fkk esjs lkFk xkyh 

xyhp o vHkærk djus yxk fQj eSus mlls dgk fM;wVh es pyk tk og fM;wVh 

esa u tkdj cSfjd es tkdj 'kksj 'kjkck djus yxkA ,l,l vkbZ ch lh eklhoky 

eYyhrky fjD'kk LVS.M es fM;wVh pkSd Fkkus vk;s rks mUgs fjD'kk LVS.M esa fM;wVh 

esa fu;qä dkfu0 516 lhih lqUnj yky fM;wVh esa ugh feyk Fkkus dh oSfjd esa 

pkSd djk;k rks 'kjkc ihdj 'kksj 'kjkck djrk o lksrk ik;k x;kA ,l,l vkbZ 

ch lh eklhoky }kjk thMh esa xSj gkftjh ntZ djkdj fpëh et:ch cukdj 

dkfuå 876 ukåiqå ct̀eksgu o dkfu0 799 ukåiqå çse çdk'k ds lkFk dkfu0 

lqUnj yky dks esfMdy ijh{k.k gsrq chåMhå ik.Ms vLirky Hkstk x;kA ckn 

esfMdy ijh{k.k djkdj esfMdy  fjiksVZ o lsEiy okilh thMh esa nkf[ky djk;k 

x;k Fkk rFkk esfMdy fjiksVZ esa M‚DVj }kjk “kjkc ihus dh iqf"V dh Fkh ;gh esjs 

c;ku gSA izdj.k-ds lEcU/k esa fuEu ç'u iwNs tkrs gS& 

     vkids }kjk dkfu0 lqUnj yky ds esfMdy ijh{k.k ds nkSjku fy;s x;s 

CySM lSEiy dks ijh{k.k gsrq dc Hkstk x;k\  

mÙkj& dkfuå lqUnj yky ds esfMdy ijh{k.k ds nkSjku fy;s x;s CySaM lSEiy 

dks ijh{k.k gsrq Hksts tkus mä frfFk esa gså eksgfjZj lqjs'k jk.kk dk ekSf[kd :i ls 

djkdj eky[kkus esa j[k fn;k x;k FkkA ;gh esjs c;ku gSA 
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           Head Mohirrir Suresh Rana  gave his statement in respect of the 

blood sample that ……………… CySM lSEiy ds ckjs esa eq>s fdlh ds }kjk ugha crk;k 

x;k tc Jhekuth dk i= Fkkus vk;k rc eq>s CySM lSEiy ds ckjs esa tkudkjh gq;hA 

          The statement of Constable 876 CP Brijmohan was also recorded by 

the inquiry officer, which reads as under: 

c;ku dkfu0 876 lhih ct̀eksgu dksrokyh eYyhrky tuin uSuhrky eksckbZy 

uaå &9411335258 us c;ku fd;k fd esa eYyhrky esa ekg tqykbZ 2019 ls rSukr 

gw¡A fnukad 05-10- 2019 dks us Fkkuk dk;kZy; esa Fkk rk ,l,lvkbZ chålhå 

eklhoky fjD'kk LVS.M ij fM;wVh pd dj Fkkus vk;s rks mUgsa fjD'kk LVS.M esa 

fM;wVh esa fu;qä dkfu0 516 lhih lqUnj yky fM;wVh esa ugh feyk Fkkus dh 

oSfjd esa pSd djk;k rks 'kjkc ihdj lksrk ik;k x;kA ,l,lvkbZ chålhå 

eklhoky }kjk thåMhå esa xSj gkftjh ntZ djkdj fpVBh et:ch cukdj eq>s o 

dkfu0 799 lhih çse çdk'k ds lkFk dkfuå lqUnj yky dks esfMdy ijh{k.k gsrq 

chåMhå ik.Ms vLirky Hkstk x;kA eS rFkk çse çdk'k dkfuå lqUnj yky dk 

esfMdy ijh{k.k djkdj yk;s esfMdy ijh{k.k fjiksVZ o CySM lSEiy okilh 

thåMhå esa nkf[ky djk;k Fkk rFkk MkDVj us 'kjkc ihus dh esfMdy fjiksVZ esa 

iqf"V dh FkhA ;gh esjs c;ku gSA i<dj gLrk{kj djrk gw¡A 

         The inquiry officer also recorded the statement of Lady Constable 

486 Sushma Negi, who was on duty with petitioner on 05.10.2019 at 

Riksha Stand, Mallital on the date of incident. During inquiry, the inquiry 

officer asked the question in respect of the matter, as under: 

 iz”u& D;k dkfu0 516 uk0iq0 lqUnj yky fM;wVh ds nkSjku “kjkc dk lsou fd;s 

gq, Fks \ 

mRrj& fM;wVh ds nkSjku  eq>s ugh yxk fd “kjkc dk lsou fd;s gq, Fks eS rFkk 

mDr dkfu0 fM;wVh ds nkSjku fjD”kk LVS.M esa vyx&vyx [kM+s FksA ftl dkj.k 

eq>s ugh irk f dos “kjkc dk lsou fd;s gq, FksA ;gh esjs c;ku gSA 

The inquiry officer also recorded the statement of the Dr. Hasim Ansari, 

B.D.Pandey Hospital, Nainital, who examined the petitioner, which reads 

as under: 

c;ku Mkå gkfle valkjh chåMhå ik.Ms vLirky uSuhrky us c;ku fd;k fd 

fnukad 05-10-2019 dks dko lqUnj yky iq= Jh ch vkj vk;kZ dks dkfu0 

c`teksgu o dkå çse çdk'k esfMdy ijh{k.k gsrq le; 3-30 cts ch Mh ik.Ms 

vLirky yk;s Fks mä dkfu0 lqUnj yky u'ks dh gkyr esa çrhr gks jgk Fkk 

lqUnj yky dk CyM çs'kj o Iyl ukeZy Fks rFkk mlds eqg¡ ls 'kjkc dh cncw 

vk jgh Fkh rFkk o Bhd ls cksy Hkh ugh ik jgk Fkk ijUrq og cgqr T;knk cksy 

jgk Fkk og viuk uke Hkh ugh fy[k ik jgk Fkk] mldh pky Hkh yM[kM+k jgh 

Fkh og cgqr xqLls esa Fkk mlds }kjk ijh{k.k ds nkSjku viuk vaxwBk Hkh ugh yx 

jgk Fkk rFkk esfMdy ijh{k.k esa dkQh O;o/kku iSnk dj jgk FkkA mlds esfMdy 
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ijh{k.k esa u'ks esa çrhr gks jgk Fkk u'ks dh iqf"V gsrq CySM lSEiy fy;k x;k tks 

lkFk vk;s dkå lg dfeZ;ksa ds lqiqnZ fd; x;k ;gh esjs c;ku gSA 

11.    After completion of preliminary inquiry, show cause notice dated 

04.12.2019 was issued to the petitioner, to which he has given detailed 

reply. In para 10 of his reply, the petitioner has stated that- 

10- MkDVj }kjk esfMdy fjiksVZ esa ftu rF;ksa dk mYys[k fd;k gS mlls 'kjkc ds 

lsou dh iqf"V ugha gksrh gSA D;ksafd ,Ydksgy dh cw vkuk 'kjkc ds lsou dh 

iqf"V ugha djrk gSA D;ksafd ,syksisfFkd ,oa vk;qZoSfnd nokbZ;ksa esa ,Ydksgy dk 

feJ.k gksrk gS] rFkk çkFkhZ us vius chekjh ls lEcaf/kr nokbZ mlh le; [kkus ls 

iwoZ rFkk [kkus ds ckn dh nokbZ dk lsou fd;k tkrk gSA tc rd ejht dk ew= 

,oa [kwu dh fof'k"V tkap ugha dh tkrh gS rc rd ,Ydksgy ds lsou dh ek=k 

dh iqf"V ugha gksrh gSA blfy, MkDVj }kjk dh xbZ esfMdy t‚p dh fjiksZV ls 

çkFkhZ ds fo:) dksbZ vkjksi fl) ugha gksrk gSA 

         The S.S.P., Nainital vide its order dated 23.01.2020, without 

considering the reply of petitioner and without proper application of 

mind, minor punishment of censure entry was imposed upon the 

petitioner. Thereafter, the petitioner filed appeal against the order of the 

S.S.P., Nainital dated 23.01.2020 before the respondent no. 2. In para 1 of 

the appeal, the petitioner has specifically mentioned that- 

tkap vf/kdkjh dh tkap vk[;k ds vuqlkj loZçFke çkjfEHkd tk¡p fuEu dkj.k 

ls viw.kZ @ekU; ugha g]S fd tkap vf/kdkjh fpfdR;kf/kdkjh] chåMhå ik.Ms ¼iq#"k½ 

fpfdRlky] uSuhrky dh esfMdy tkap fjiksVZ ds vk/kkj ij dk;kZokgh ugha fd 

x;h] ftlesa fpfdRld }kjk lSEiy ijh{k.k gsrq fy[kk x;k gS] ftldk bUækt 

dkaUl 182 låiqå lquhy dqekj }kjk Fkkus dh thåMhå esa ckn ijh{k.k djkdj 

Fkkuk okil ykus o 01 fdrk esfMdy fjiksVZ e; 01 'kh'kh CyM lSEiy Fkkuk 

dk;kZy; esa nkf[ky fd;k x;k] ysfdu CyM lSEiy dks fof/k foKku ç;ksx'kkyk 

ijh{k.k gsrq u Hkstuk bl ckr dh iqf"V djrk gS fd Fkkus ds vf/kdkjh@deZpkjh 

bl ckr ls lger Fks fd çkFkhZ@vihykFkhZ }kjk 'kjkc dk lsou ugha fd;k Fkk] 

;fn ,slk gksrk rks CyM lSEiy rks ijh{k.k gsrq Hkstk tkrk tks çkjfEHkd tkap esa 

eq[; deh gS D;ksafd ;fn tkap vf/kdkjh bl rF; dks laKku ysrs rks CyM lSEiy 

fof/k foKku ç;ksx'kkyk gsrq rRdky u Hksts tkus esa cjrh x;h ykijokgh ds fy;s 

lEcaf/kr vf/kdkjh@deZpkjh dh ftEesnkjh Hkh fu/kkfjZr djuk vfuok;Z gksrk ftls 

tkap vf/kdkjh }kjk utj vUnkt dj ,d rjQk çkjfEHkd tkap dh x;hA tgka 

rd fpfdRlkf/kdkjh }kjk 'kjkc dh cncw vkus dk mYys[k fd;k gS mlds lEcU/k 

esa çkjfEHkd tkap  ds nkSjku tkap vf/kdkjh dks vius dFku esa crk;k fd 

çkFkhZ@vihykFkhZ Msaxw dk mipkj djkdj okil MîwVh esa fnukad 01@10@2019 

dks vk;k gSA LokLF; lgh u gksus ds dkj.k chekjh ls lEcaf/kr nokbZ dk lsou 

fd;k FkkA 'kjkc ihus dk dksbZ ç'u ugha Fkk] ;fn çkFkhZ@vihykFkhZ dk CyM 

lSEiy ijh{k.k djk;s tkus ij fjiksVZ esa bl ckr dh iqf"V gksrh rks 'kjkc dk 

lsou fd;k x;k gS ogh ç'uxr vkjksi dk Bksl@eq[; vfHkys[kh; lk{; gksrk 

tks ugha gSA  
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In respect of the aforesaid grounds mentioned by the petitioner in 

para 1 of the appeal, the appellate authority in his appellate order dated 

11.05.2020, para 2 of page no. 2, it has been stated that-   

viykFkhZ }kjk vihy ds mä çLrj esa vafdr dFku Lohdkj fd;s tkus ;ksX; 

ugha gS A i=koyh ij miyC/k vfHkys[kksa ls vihykFkhZ }kjk 'kjkc dk lsou dj 

fM;wVh ls xk;c gksus Fkkus esa vkdj vi'kCnks@v'kksHkuh; 'kCnksa dk ç;ksx fd;s 

tkus dh iw.kZr% iqf"V gksrh gS A çkjfEHkd tkap esa fpfdRld }kjk vius c;kuksa 

esa vihykFkhZ ds eqag ls 'kjkc dh cncw vkus rFkk mlds Bhd ls cksy rd u 

ikus dk mYys[k fd;k gSA blls Li"V gS fd vihykFkhZ ij yxk;s x;s vkjksi 

lR; gS rFkk fn;k x;k n.M mfpr gS A 

The appellate authority dismissed the appeal vide order dated 

11.5.2020 without examining the validity of the inquiry and of the 

punishment order and held the factum of petitioner consuming liquor is 

proved in the medical examination report and found the petitioner guilty 

of misconduct.  

12.     In view of the above, the Tribunal finds that no proper medical 

examination has been conducted. Though, blood sample was taken by the 

doctor but the same was not sent for chemical examination, which is also 

clear from the statements of the witnesses during inquiry. The contentions 

made by the petitioner in the reply to show cause notice or in the appeal 

have also not been discussed. The medical examination has been made the 

basis of punishment. However, the medical examination nowhere suggests 

or prove the petitioner to be under influence of liquor and the smell 

cannot be made final test for proving consumption of liquor. To 

substantiate the fact of consumption of the liquor can authentically be 

proved, after the laboratory test report. In the absence of such report, it 

cannot be proved that the petitioner was under intoxication, which 

supports the case of the petitioner. Hence, the order passed by the 

punishing authority is perverse. The appellate authority also did not 

consider the grounds taken by the petitioner in the appeal and passed an 

arbitrary order without appreciating the facts and examining the validity of 

the order passed by the punishing authority. Hence the impugned 
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punishment orders are liable to be set aside and the claim petition is liable 

to be allowed.  

ORDER 

The claim petition is allowed. The impugned punishment order 

dated 23.01.2020 passed by the Senior Superintendent of Police 

(respondent no. 3) and appellate order dated 11.05.2020 passed by the 

Deputy Inspector General of Police (respondent no. 2) are hereby set 

aside. The respondents are directed to expunge the censure entry 

recorded in the character roll of the petitioner within 30 days from the 

date of this order. No order as to costs.  

 

            (RAJENDRA SINGH)  
             VICE CHAIRMAN (J)                                              

 DATE: APRIL 21, 2023 
DEHRADUN 
KNP 


