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Const-able
R/o o*lst,
New (isrnan
Delhi

S;ingh Ncl. 1080S/DAp
D. Colony,

,\

.,.,Appllcant

....Respondents

centrar Adminlstratlve Tribunal, principal Bench

O. A. No. 1 AZ3 of Z00S

New Delhi, this the ZTLh day of February,?004
Hon'ble ltr. Justice V.S.Aggarwal, ChalrmanHon -bte Mr. s. K. Nairlrr,"r6.itel

Hawa
M,C

PLI r,

( By ,Adtiocate: Shri Sachin Char_rhan )

Versus

a

Ciovt. o'f N" C
fhrough i ts
SachivaLaya,
Neh, Oelhi

.r.D.
Secre t ar y,
I. P. Estate,

2

3

Conrnri ss i on er
Delhi,
I. P. Estate,
New DeIhi.

of Police.

M.S"0. Building,

Dy, Commissioner of9th Brr, D,A.p.
Pi tarn pura pol ice
Delhi

Police,

Lines,

{By Advocate; Shr-i A jesh Luthr.a )

Bv Just ce V-

A--B----D*l-fJgBAL)

.^.gglef_h,.-e"l*9._h.il..r_marrs.

I

The applicant had fited O. A. 9 jB/2001 . He had
challenged the orders passecl by the dlsciplinary and the
apperrate authority dismissirrg him.from service. r.his
Tr'1buna1 0rr 6.2-zaD2 hacl quashecr the sai,J or.crers. ,r-he

respc,rrdents were direc;ted to reirrstate the applicant in
service with conseglrential benefits as per- the rules within
t hree months,

2 In

1 0, 4 .200?

pursuance oI'the rlir.ecLions of
the resporr rjen ts harj passed

this.

the

Iribunal,

following
c, rl

AV
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Ctr del' r
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"In purr;uance o.f "iudgenrerrt passed byHorr b1e centrar Arjministrat-ive Tiihurrar, prirrc;ipal
Benr':h announced orr 6"?.?00? in f:-n. flr. glg/ZA0lEx. Corrst, Hawa Si rrgh Vs. LJOI & Others andD}P/Vigilance Delhi-s rremoNcr,3A01/ p. Cell/Vig. (p*V) cjated i 4. S, ZAOZ, this,:'f f ice orrjer No. ZZB51*930,rp14p{ p_ii if pCf. riated5' 11.98 vide which purrisrrmerrt .f dismissal awarrjedtr: Ex. 0onst. l.laiwa .Singh No.Zf ZA/ndn arrd order.rJated I4. 9,99 passed by the appeliuiu autrrori tyregarding re:iec;ti.n r:f appeal are lrereby quashedarrcJ set aside' corrst. Hawa singh t{o. z 126/pcR is
l?::91 re*.i rrstarecJ in ser'vice wi*r inrnrerJiateerrect. He is errtit leci for all consequen tiatbenefits. H1:. int-ervening peri*d fr*m the clate ,fdisrri ssal to t he date .f ie-i nstatemerrt i s deci rJecras per'ir:d spent on dr_rt.y u.itlrr:rrrt, back waUes. Thesrspensi*n f rom 23. 7. gB t. 5, r r . gg i s ars.a rleci ijetlas period spenL orr rjuty withorrt arry 

"iji**. as j tis lef t to the discretiorr of tf,* appoin tingarut'h.ritv sinc;e there is n. order as t. trre factfrorr the Hon-ble C. A. T. , Delhi.

. T'he period from the dale of igslreor der to lhe clate of joining his ;ra;c.'ourrted as L. K. D. provicieri tfrjt h; =f-,.ifduty wi thirr two days I'rom t he date of i t*.crtherrr,ise lhis orrjer. st;rnd canc:ellerJ.

Let him be i nformecl 6ccordirrg1v,.,

of this
will bejoin his
recei pt

t
3. Th i s pronrpterj t he afJpl ican t to f i le &fiother
o. A' 2037/z1az which h,d:q decirJecl on s.8.2002. T.his Tribunal
di rer:ted trra t thor-rqh vi rJe or crer of 1 0. 4 . zo0z, the appr ican t
has heen deniecl [he payment of pay arrd allorrrances of the
two periods. br.rt i t cloes not re-f er t(I any specif ir:: r.uLe"
The respclndents hrere rlirectecl to re*examine ilre matter in
the li.gtrt of F. R. s4 (A ) (rrr ) and pass a f resh orcler.

4 On 5. 1 1 . 2002. the .rder hras again passed whic;h
reads

" I n pur$uanc:e
5.8.2002 detivered
Administrative Triburr
Delhi in O.A.No.?031/Z
tJ. O. I. & 0rs. Arrtj

of the Judgernen t rla Ledby Lhe Hon'trle Centrald1, Pr i nci pal Bench. Neto002 Const. Hawa Singh vs.
DtrP/Vigi lanr:e. DeI hi . s rnernc)

A
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Nrr. 16i61 / P" t.e)l,i Vlr2. (p-V) dated 1S.9 .2002^ thisoff ice order no. 739s*7494/ HAp( p*r ) rlatecl 1i). + , ?a0ireqar ding re*instatement of const. iiwa sirrgrr
Ncr, 21 26/PCR (.now t 0B0S/DAp ) issuecl as p6ijudgenrent claLed 6.2^z0oz in c). A. No.9 tBlz}t)1 HawaSingh Vs. UOt is hereby re_examined, l.heintervening per'iod in respeot of constable Hawasinglr No.ziz5lpcR (Non r080-3/DAp) from Ir,,* date ofdisnrissal to the date of' re*in.i"t***nt i.e.5. 11' l99B to r 0.4. 200? and susperrsion perioo from?3.7.1999 to 4" r1.1g9g is herebv decidecj as peri,ds.pent .n duty with alI consequentlal benefits inaccor danc;e wi th provisions laid down unclerFR*5rI(A)(III).

Let the const. be irrformed accordi nqt). y. ,,

5. rt is no[ in dispute that in pursuance thereLo,
the payfirent of the ar.rear.s has been made"

6' The present grievance of the applicant is. that
his seniori ty and pr-omc,tion have still been ,Jenied.

7.

tha t
I ist

During the course of
the name of ilre applicanl

of doubtf u1 i rr tegr i lv.

submissions. i t
had been kept in

transpired

the secret

1-
B. [-earnerj courrser for. rrre appricant rras rJrawn our
att.en Liorr 1-o an order that rras been passed rJurirrg the
pendency of the present petltion daterJ 26. g. ZD013 rsrl6rTing
the applicarrt fronr the secret list of doubtful integrity
f rom the rJate oi': the jr-rdgement j. . e. Z. 1 I . gg.

L f he gr ievanc;e c,f the applicarrL
should have been renroved fr.orn the secret
i nc'ept iorr,

10. It woul d have treen better if t.he

one Lime arrd keeping in view

ts

list
that his name

from the very

ma t ter' had been

consi dered at the sequence of'
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events urlrir:;h we have r'eferr-ed to above. nafire of the

applicarrt should be considerecl to have heen removed from

the secret list from the very lrrr:eption and his r)arne should
have heerr considereci uri th respect tcl seniorit y and

pronrotion aLso. rt has unfortunately not been dc,ne.

11. All the same. the -respon derrts

accor darrce *'1 th

can do the same

1aw.

J

exerclsing their power in

12. rn face of the aforesaid arrd keeping in view.the
r"rrder that hers Lreerr frassed during pendency of t.he petition.
ue direct that [he applicorrt shall represerrt to the

r'espondents claiming serriori ty, promotion and the c.rther

reliefs referred to above, rf the said representation is
ntade' 1t would be afrlrropriate that the matter is conslclered

at the earliest keeping in rview the lorrg history of
pro.Longed ]itigation. LtA is disposed r:.f.

J^*"
t

( S. K. -Naik )
Member (A )

( V. S. Aggarwal )
Chalrman

ldkm/




