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FACTS

1  Hus Hmlde Tribund has oommittied error apparent on de ̂  of
the record that Shn S.C Maravi was a main offender and the ai^iticant we&

implecated as a Go-offender and accordingly he was <x}nyiclied for foiir years

RI and fine amounting to HOOQ^ which he has already under gone and

suffered and ocnsequenliy he is out of the Jail and feeefixmisinsfamentB.

2  That the apfdicant is governed by Ride 69 of GCS

{PensLon}Rules, 1972 and aocordii^y he is enlided for provisional Penaiefi

duting the pendency of die Ckiminal Appeal M> 3083/1998m die ll^ Cburt

of Jixficature at Jabelpur. Therefore^ the apidicant oamot be pivudied tvno^

for die same dfeiioei In odier woids, dieapplicanthasalreac^ iiadBrgBB^^

pension and grsta^ pemiaHeidy wdl be liou^ k also

against die qpiit of Art 21of die Qxisdtulion of ttdii^ whereu^^

Hvii^ is a fundamental light

3  ThatdieChmindji^ipealNo.

High of Judicaiture at Jehehsir. In das eonneeicn^

iqxm die Ju(%ement dated 07 JUL 1993 dehvered by Sifresie^Cba^ Ihia

in case of State of Mhamddra v/s Chandrdbhan us

Sipmie Court 8^ wihereunder die Hxilde Supreme Cburt has^idd^^diBt

Govt Servant who is convicted by a competent Gourt

is void as it offends Ait H 14 21 andulso 311

India

die Gons^^ien of
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GROUisns

1  Hie ̂ cant relies iqxm Rule 69 of CX^S {I^on} mea, 1972,
which auliKxises pasment of provisional pension, whoe judicial pceoeding^ ae
pewihg. ft is pertinent to nKiitimlhat the criniinalapped hfo. 3083 of

is stiU pending in tiie Qjuit of Ju<ticatiire at Jab^.

2  No petsai can be punished twice towards the same offence, ft is

pertinent to niention that the api^cant has aireacfy suffered 4 yeare HI
amounting Rs. HOOQ/^ as per special Case No. 24/94 as tiled hy tiie CBI.
Jabdpur. It is also pertinent to mention that even after havii^ gone throu^
and suffered this sentence and tine, deayrf of pgfwrk^
pendency of die Chminal -Appeal as aforesadd is not justified in i^ mieiest of
Justice.

PRAYER

hi view of the facts and promidft^

HorfUe HtiMnal may kmd^ be |deased naji ^

suitalde dkections may kindly be issued to the

payment of provisionel pensicm and 50 percent of grahii^ under 69 of
CXS {Pension} Rules, 1972 pending criminal .^jpeal Noi 30©^

cc^ ^ch is amieKBd as RA-2

VERIFICATION

I, aian[|>eshwar age 66 years scm of late Shri Nalfausao Son^

retired on superEnnuatian with ̂ ect fixm 31 AUG 1995 firam die post of

Postal Assistant vUe woddng in Qty Post Office^ Jahalpur {MR} and

residing at Ward No. 4 behind Paras Pcdia Mdl, Kbsmi, Belagat (Ki^}, do

herd^y verify that die oontente of this apfdicationfixxn para 1 to are tnie to

ny personal knoi^edge and infoimalkn received.

Jahalpur -^cplicant
EMe Z, I tAP^M004 ^ 0^^

{Chac^^iwar Sonwane}
.  ̂ Counsels for apphceni
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