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                             APPEAL NO--------------------------2017
  
                 Name
, S/o, D/o 
Father Name      , resident of _____________________.

                                                        


                            APPELLANT

                                  V/S                              
1. Chief minister Punjab Trough Secretary to Govt. of The Punjab, Population Welfare Department 58- Abu Baker Block Garden Town Lahore.

                                                          

                                    RESPONDENTS                                                                                 
APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF PUNJAB SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 READ WITH SECTION 19 OF THE PEEDA ACT 2006 
Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That on an anonymous unsigned complaint Annexure ‘A’ the appellant was proceeded against departmentally under the PEEDA Act 2006 , and doctor nasir javed, chief executive officer urban sector, planning and management services unit (private) limited ,P&D department was appointed as inquiry officer to proceeded against the appellant vide order dated 03-03-2015 on the charge mentioned therein. 
2. That the inquiry officer conducted the inquiry and submitted his inquiry report to the authority on 24-07-2015 stating that none of the charge is proved against the accused and recommended his exoneration. 
3.  That the inquiry report was placed before the competent authority/Chief Minister of Punjab who held that the inquiry officer has not conducted   the inquiry with due diligence and ordered for denovo inquiry and consequently   appointed Mr, Hassan Ali Rizvi member (inquires -1) S &GAD, Lahore as inquiry officer to conduct denovo inquiry in the matter vide order dated 10-12-2015 Annexure ‘B’ 

4. That  on the basis of inquiry report the competent authority awarded the following penalties in the appellate  vide order dated 13-12-2016 
(1) Minor penalty of reduction to two lower stages in the pay scale 

(2) Major penalty of recovery of house rent allowance @45 % p.m. drawn during is posting in regional training institute faisalabad plus deduction of 5% house rent p.m. Annexure ‘C’ 
5. That the appellant filled a review petition dated 15-01-2017 as per Annexure ‘D’. He also filled his additional defense at time of personal hearing before the hearing officer on 18-04-2017 as per Annexure ‘E’
6. That the review petition was rejected by the Chief Minister Punjab vide order dated 31-07-2017 Annexure ‘F’
7.   Any other ground at the time of arguments 

8. That the impugned orders dated 13.12.2016 and 31.07.2017 are illegal, unlawful, arbitrary, harsh and are liable to be set aside on the following amongst other 
GROUNDS

A. That the disciplinary proceedings were initiated against the appellant an anonymous / unsigned application is contravention of clear govt. instructions.
B. That the disciplinary proceedings were not conducted in accordance with the proscribed procedure. Inquiry was conducted in haste by hit and trial method. Regular departmental inquiry was indispensible in view of the charges leveled against the appellant.
C. That the appellant was not associated in the so called inquiry, he was not allowed to cross examiner the witnesses. 
D. That the copy of inquiry report was not supplied to the appellant before affording him charge of personal hearing as required under section 13(4)(d) of the PEEDA Act 2006.
E. That the appellant was recommended to be exonerated by the first inquiry officer who head him innocent in his case but the authority did not agree to these recommendations which shows that department wanted to punish him at any costs.
F. That the  appellant was not occupying /provided any residents of his status, as such major penalty of recovery of house rent allowance @45 p.m plus deductions of 5% house rent p.m and minor penalty of reduction to two lower stages in pay scale is not justified in any circumstances.
G. That harsh punishment was awarded to him appellant on the basis of a fact finding inquiry. 
                                 PRAYER

  In view of above submissions, it is prayed that the appeal may kindly be accepted. The impugned order dated 13.12.2016 and 31.07.2017 may kindly be set aside. 
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As per instructions of my client this 1st appeal in this Hon’ble tribunal.
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