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1. Mr. Devansh Mishra, learned advocate appears for petitioner and
submits, his client has challenged judgement and order dated 09th June,
2026 of the Tribunal. It was on late disclosure of his assets, being a
government servant. There were minor and major penalties awarded.
Against the penalties his client filed claim petition before the Tribunal. By
impugned judgement and order the maor penalties were set aside but
minor penalty of censure entry, confirmed. His client has, therefore, to
that extent challenged said judgement and order.

2. On query Mr. Mishra submits, there was initially requisition upon his
client to make the declaration. He refers to one of the reasoning
paragraphs in impugned judgement and order, reproduced below.
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He relies on above finding of the Tribunal that relevant Government
Orders (GOs) were not intimated to his client. In the circumstances, it
cannot be said his client is guilty since declaration was made, though
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belatedly. The award of minor punishment was bad. He seeks
interference.

3. Dr. D.K. Tiwari, learned advocate, Additional Chief Standing Counsel
appears for State. He opposes the writ petition. The Tribunal upon hearing
petitioner and giving reasons passed impugned judgement and order.
There be no interference.

4. There does not appear to be any dispute that petitioner was initialy
under requisition to make the declaration. He did not. On further query we
have ascertained, no further notice or communication was made, which
prompted petitioner to belatedly disclose. In the circumstances, there was
omission on part of petitioner. The Tribunal has maintained the minor
punishment of censure entry. It is not based on any reasoning which we
find to be perverse.

5. Mr. Mishra submits there be observation made recording that State has
supported impugned judgement and order. On query Mr. Tiwari submits,
he does not have instruction that there has been step taken to challengeit.

6. Thereisno merit in the writ petition. It is dismissed.

(Arindam Sinha,J.)

(Indrajeet Shukla,J.)
October 8, 2026
S.P.
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