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Shri S.V.Sadavarte e
V/s.

1. The Secretary to the
Government of 'India, . _
Ministry. of -Defence, .
New Delhi. ‘

2. The Chief Eng1neer, - .
Head Quarters, -
Southern Command, :
Engineers’. Branch Y s
Pune -~ 411.00%1..~ - . -ﬂﬁﬁifi‘ é-¢--a Respondents.

By Advocate Shri %}K;Shggty SRR AR

- (ORALI(ORDER)

JPL VR
.1

. Per Smt.éhégta Shastry, Member(A)

TN
The re11ef sought~1n this app11cat1on by the applicant is
to reinstate h1m 1n serv1ce ‘with cont1nu1ty of services and pay
him the arrears of sa]ary from August 1984 to May 2000 and grant
other consequential reliefs inciuding pensionary benefits.
2. The applicant was serving aé Lower Division Clerk (LDC)
" the Office of the Chief Eng1neér(H0), Southern Command, Pune
in 1984 when he was arrested by. the’ C1v11 P011ce on 27/5/1984 for
kidnapping, abduction and comm1tt1ng rape Qf a m1nor giri. The
applicant was 1in police custody from 27/5/84 to 7/6/84. and was
acoord1ng1y suspended from serv1¢e under the Ru1e—10 of CCS(CCA)

\ ’

Rules 1965 vide letter dated 4/8/1984. The applicant was charged
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with offences under section 363, 366 and 376 of the I.P.C. 'The

Sessions judge Pune held the applicant guilty under Seotion 366

and 376 of the 1.P.C and convicted him for 7 and 2 yeare R1gorous

-----

e Impr1eonment as per the judgement delivered on 12/1}}1984 Oon

N

the bas1s of the aforesa1d conviction, the respondents dlsm1ssed
the appITcant from service under Rule - 19(1) of the CCS (CCA)
Ru]es, 1965 v1de letter dated 19/3/1985. The app11cant had later
f11ed an appea1 in the High Court of Bombay and the appeal was

dec1deq¢ in h1e favour setting aside the conv1ct1on by giving him

»_. .-‘

the benef1t of doubt as per judgemsnt dated ©19/3/1997. The

_app11cant therefore approached the respondents to reinstate him

in serv1ce. 'However, the respondente did’ not .. accede. to his

request He waS'given reply on 16/10/99..

¢

£ The case of the app11cant s that s1nce the High Court

e \i‘-

has acqu1tted':

p:.

\the app11cant the« app]1cant j¢ entitled for

.».‘

‘-re1netatement 1n eerv1ce o e

4,‘j“i The respendents however have taken the stand that though
the abb11cant was acquitted, he was acguitted by giving him the
benefit of doubt?and the evidence on reoord shows enough materia1
to estabTieh ;aﬁd iﬁter that 'the abblicant has committed the
of fences chareed_againet him or a]ternative1y' he had 1illicit
relationship W{thiﬁ minor girl by misueing his power as Guardian.
According to then.a man who has exhibited such conduct is cTear]y
not a f1t person to be reinstated in Government service and hence
l request for re1hstatement was reJected |

5. we' have heard the 1earned counsel for the applicant as
well as the.respondents. We do appreciate that the Hon’ble High
Court of Bombay has acquitted the applicant, however, it is by
giving the benefit of doubt. According to the Princip1es of

00031

——— g et sty P

g -

-

hin T em—

e

Py Rty iy —




e mn

.

|

. .,
)

e e &

Vitdﬂ ‘1.-;._’1_‘- v

a3 psysbreanod sverd Dbiuore &dngbnogesy enF  ,85rJj2ub [s9urE:

;aé[uw bne wel 1eq a6 Jnemedsianrel 107 Jneoariqae sl 0 Jzeupe!

13N ﬁo'jeaupe1reﬂj ‘betogien even Jon bfuode aJhsbnoqaew: anT.

B

od 1 *ff wﬁéj?l' wiedtem edd eninimsxe ylyegova Juordiw Ingoriqas

ed Joanbfubﬁé‘ fnﬁarqua erld Isnld werv and To 9718w 2insbriogasy
pluone (el .aqrvwee nr bsunr:noa ad Jon Dbfuordz 10 be:sJenrsw

vy L s '

DI gadT ‘}Qﬁf§§99301q vienilgai@ ey o 981u0391 nsﬂsi ovan

nasd =50 e& JnaoerQh ol 10 g260 and bsiosien 1I{15mmU8 9vaﬂ Jon
,‘L&¥ B i
brs €R\C!\3! bsisb 1sb10 erld ebras Jea bns dasup sﬂm?swaﬂj qw da

{
A3 rw sotvige ni bEJaJanrew oed [ledz Insoifqqs eddanQBwfb

8483 03 adnabnoqeow edd 03 nego adj{;ade 11 Josi§é'siﬁﬂbammr

.18338m scd v aofu1 bria wel 1eqfaa 3t% bemeeb 28 ﬁhrioﬁ eFdBJ;ua
f" ) " ‘f
erid  bns  Tessnitb adi nasw&ed gnrnevweanrzz botreq AT

Son Tynensth
Jnems affen

.Ol_ :

.....

.£1800 oM .* [ -1rb10098 ?u”haéoqerb er A edT mﬁ ’3nefsve1q brs

LS

. f \JJJ r 41

, (YAT2AHE ATHAHE . THZ)
MAMAIAHO 301V S (A)RIAMEM

{TIMRRIO ARauanIa)  #E

qdes

[ol1<t]é- Ay,

Dodiiipest nnunaabubﬁ*huz=ﬁy

(!)Iﬁﬁbuoqwa“‘nu - A o}
LB o

",




