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“Para- 60. While considering the present case in the light of the aforesaid
judgement this court finds no error, much less any mainifest error of law and
procedure leading to any injustice to the petitioner. It is well settled that judicial
review is an evaluation of the decision-making process, and not the merits of the
decision itself. Judicial review seeks to ensure fairness in treatment and not
fairness of conclusion. There is no allegation of any bias and no case has been
made out alleging gross unreasonableness of outcome. There is no scope for

reconsidering the materials produced before the enquiry-officer and coming to a
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having been decided in favour of the Respondents as aforesaid, there is no s¢
for any interference in the impugned order and proceedings under Article 226
the Constitution of India. Accordingly. the present writ petition 1s dismissed.”
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11. Therefore, while not interfering with the order of the learned Single Judge on
other aspects, we deem it appropriate to set aside the order dr.29.8.2013 of the
respondent no.2 and remit the matter to the 2 respondems/disciplinary authority to

look into the aspects indicated in para 9 supra.
The respondent no.2 shall issue notice to the appellant to make his submissions
on the quantum of loss aspect and also as 1o whether and to what extenl recovery of the

pecuniary loss should be made from the pension payable to him. A personal hearing
shall also be given to the appellant.

Thereafter, the 2nd respondent shall pass a reasoned order in accordance with
law and communicate it to the appellant.

This exercise shall be completed in three months' time from today.

If a determination is made by the 2nd respondent and it is found that the recovery
affected from the pension of the appellant is much more than the pecuniary loss, the
respondents shall refund the excess recovery made with interest rale 6% per annum
firom the date of recovery till the date of repayment 10 the appellant.

12. Accordingly the impugned order of the learned single Judge is sel aside to the
extent indicated as above and the Appeal is partly allowed as above. No costs.”
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“ 1. Since the order passed on 17.04.2025 by the 2nd respondent does not take into account
the last portion of the order dt. 15.10.2024 in L.P.A. No. 355 of 2022 and since it cannot be

e e b amount already recovered from the petitioner is much more than R&. 5.39.701.25
T TGN A e eatd amount



of Rs. 5.39.701.25 to the petitioner with interest « 6% per annum as directed in the order
dt. 15.10.2024 in L.P.A. No. 355 of 2022 within six weeks.”
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