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"In this view of the matter, it transpires to this Court that the punishment
order is absolutely bad in law and in complete violation of the rule established
under CCA Rules, 2005 and similarly, in the appeal also, that basic violation of law
“w—has-also-not been taken into consideration. Therefore, the order contained in
contained in Memo No0.630 dated 13.03.2018 (annexed as Annexure-I/C) and order
contained in Memo No0.1979 dated 28.09.2018 (annexed as Annexure-l/D) are
hereby set aside. The respondent authorities shall be at liberty to proceed further
against the petitioner on the basis of charge memo which has been issued with a
view to impose minor penalties but, everything shall be completed within six
months form the date of production of the order if, respondent authorities decides
to proceed further.

Accordingly, with the aforesaid observations, the present writ petition stands

allowed."
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"On perusal of order dt.04.07.24 in CWJC-4819/2020, it is evident that
proceeding against the petitioner was initiated contemplating major penalty
proceeding. If it was major penalty proceeding, obviously procedure prescribed
under rule 17 of Bihar CCA Rules have to be observed. However, that was not done
if procedure was not followed, it will give opportunity to the writ court to interfere .
Precisely this is how the writ court has interfered. In the notes on Page 12 to 13. N.
the same stands admitted.

Be that as it may, writ court has remitted the matter for a fresh consideration
within six months from receipt of order. Thus defect as pointed by writ court may be
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cured and proceeding may be taken up in accordance with the direction to be

concluded in stipulated time period.
In view of above facts there is no necessity of filling LPA."
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