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It! ·rt-IE CE.!:JrC'~1;L AD!'-'!INIZ':r~A'I'lVE '"f?. IBtJH~L 

JA I.PUR .8El\CH; .JAIPUR 

. . . 
versus 

Union of India &. Crs. • • • r.es pon.J.ents. 

Hr. K.C. Sha.nna, Counsel f·:.:c the applicant. 

CORAM: --
Hon' ble Hr. G..:,r:r5.l Krishn-'5., Vice Chctirrr.an. 

Hon' blE- Hr. TIJ.K. Verrn=t, A . .im. M?mber. 

• • • • 

ORDER -----
( PEP. HOH' BLE 1'-·f.· .• GOfAL 1l:..IS-HI:fr., VICE C:i-IAir·U'i\1'1 ) 

be dir·?Cted to reinE:tat.~ him in zervice with con-

sequenti3.l benefits. 

• • 2 •• 



'f 

I 

-----~---

- 2 -

Tho::: C•:.ntention •':If -!:h.:: al:'l:·licant i~ that thE; v.srl::Pl 
the 

Act, 194 7 (f(,r short, the Act)~ Since he t-?·:t:- not 

It is '3.lso 

3. 

-,- ----

comp.::nsation L=·r ior to his t.srmin::ttion from sen.:-ice. 

It i:::: alsc. stated that a not ice undE: r th~ pr.:.vie ions 

of Section ~5-F of the A .. -:t vra~ served ··.1p6n trH2 

a_pplic~nt, but he h3d ref1J.Sed to 9ive a receipt 

of the same. 

4. 
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s. It is pe~tinent to note th3.t the 

applic:tnt h:ts conc~~aled. cert·S.in rrP.te·ri:J.l fact.s 

retr..::nchme-nt comY-:-ns::ttion was paid to him. 

lie in the mouth of the f~~titioner to say that 

his services were verb3-lly t"='rminS.ted v1ith 

eff.=:ct frc.m 11.6.1993. It is borne out by 

one month' e fay .:tmou.nting to Rs _ 1440/- and 

retr:enchm:r~t CClmf.en~:ation of Rs. '2770/- toH·'3rd.s 

controverted by the ·!ipplic:tnt by \-Jay of filing 

rejoindo:::l- to the reply ·:'Jf. the respondents. N'e 

find th.:;.t the provi2 ions cc.nt=tir.ed in Section 

of the .. \ct 
~S-?L].1-:tve be(;;n Slt.bst21n·tially co·mplie:d \-Jithoe r-brc-

The impugne-d order of termination, th~refore, 
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6. In the, res 1-tl t, this appl icS tion 

is dismissed as being devoid of merit~:. 

7. Ni:i order as to costs. 

~it-~ 
( 11. R • V.EF:l1A ) 

i•mNBER (A) 

cvr. 

Cr~r-l 
(GOPAL KR:n?.;dt·Ih) 
VICE CHAlFt.MhN 
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