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OA 506/93 

PRABHU DAYAL • • • APPLI CAl"'T • 

vs. 
UNI1..)N DF Il'-DIA & ANR. • • • HC.:3PuND2NTS • 

c . .JI:U\M: ..._......__..._ 

HON. hiR. GOPAL Kii.ISHNA, Mc: .. mER (J). 
1-L)N. MR. 0 .P • 3HAH.':lA, Mc:-liBJ:i.i. (1-\) • 

For the Applicant ••• SHr{l H .N. MATl-lUP •• 

For the Respondents ••• 

PeR HON. MR. GJE•~L KHI.:3f·INA 2 M.:NlBd.R f J \ • _______ ...., __ ...,.__. _ _,_____,.,..,. • ..,._,...,. • • -~:..1.. 

The applicant, Prabhu Dayal, has tiled thiS OA 

u/s 19 of the Administrativ<: Tribunals Act, 1985, praying 

therein that the respondents be directed to reinstCtte 

him in service V!l.e .f. 14.4.83 and to give seniority, 

promotion, salary and all other benefits since ·the siilme 

date as if he is continuing in service since then. 

2. The tacts of this case may be briefly stated as 

follows. The applicant was holding the post of St..ation 

Pump Attendant (Electric} on 15.4.83, when he vv.as apprehendoo 

by the Police in a criminal Ci'.se ufs 302 I. P .c. The 

applicant was convicted .after the trial of the case by the 

Sessions Court and the ap p(~al filed by him «~gains t the 

judgement of the trial court was rejected by the Hon'ble 

Hi;;h Court. During the pendency of the Special Leave Peti-

tion in the Hon' ble Supreme Court, the ilpplicant had 
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submitted an application to the respondent No.2 with a 

request to allow ~im to join duty iifter· t1e v~as re 1r~c1sed 

on bail by ¢in order of the Hon' ble Supreme Gou rt. Hmvaver·, 

·the respondent No.2 by an order dated 7.8 .86 remov.ad the 

;pplicant tr~n service. Thereafter, the applicant filed 

.;m 0.'> 192/86 but the same was dismissed on 23.9.87 on the 

ground of his conviction for committing oftence u/s 302 

:)f the Indi,;an Penal Code by the Sessions Court as well ;;s 

Hon'ble High Court. However. it was obsarv.:::d by the 

Tribunal that in the eve·nt of his acquittal he vvould be 

entitled to reinstatr,;ment with all consequential benefits. 

The applicant 'Nas acquitted of the offence punishable 

u/s 302 of the Indian Penal Code by an artier of the l-ion. 

Su1)reme Cour-t dated 22.4.93. Despite iCquittiAl of the 

applic.ant in the afor,:::s aid criminal case, the respondents 

are not taking him back in service • However, the applicant 

has alr~;}ady made a repres::::ntation to the concerned 

authority vide Annt~xure A-1 dated 6.5.93, \Nhich has not 

been disposed of till date. 

3. In the circumstances, tnis OA. is dis posed ot 

v11ith the to.llowirig directions; 

The respondemt No.2 

representation dated 6. 5. 93 (Annexure A.-1) on merits 

through a speaking order Within a period of tvJO months 

from the date of race'ipt ot a copy ot this order. The 

respondent No.2 i::; turther directed to take i.1ppropri<iilte 

decision r3garding the consequential benefits cl<ilimed by 

tne applicant within the aforesaid period. 

4. The JA stands dispos.:::::d ot accordingly, at· the: 

stage- ot- admission.. 

' ~~!'(· 
( GOPAL'K.RI3HNA ) 

MiN182H (J) 


