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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).6998/2007
(From the judgenent and order dated 05/07/2005 in CW No. 19714/2001 of
The H GH COURT OF A P AT HYDERABAD)
KULWANT S| NGH Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

PUNJAB AGRO | NDUS. CORPORATI ON LTD. & ANR Respondent (s)
(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP

Date: 27/04/2009 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE ALTAMAS KABI R
HON BLE DR. JUSTI CE MUKUNDAKAM SHARNA
For Petitioner(s) M . Aparna Bhat, Adv.
M. P. Ramesh Kumar, Adv.
M. David, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Rohit Sharma, Adv.
M. Gaurav Kejriwal, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Wi | e functioni ng as storeman under t he r espondent
Corporation, the petitioner was issued two charge-sheets and in a
regul ar Departmental enquiry, it was found that the petitioner had
enbezzl ed an anount of Rs. 69, 846/- and that he had al so remai ned
absent fromduty from24.1.1996 to 9.7.1996. He was also found to
have | ocked the sale centre and the | ock had to be broken and in

respect of which certain | osses have been incurred by the Corporation
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It appears that the petitioner’s services were ternminated and a
suit was also filed by the respondent Corporation for recovery of the
anount said to have been enbezzl ed by the petitioner. During the
pendency of the suit, the respondent Corporation on the basis of appea
before the Chairman, agreed to reinstate the petitioner on certain terns
and conditions. According to the petitioner the sane were not
acceptabl e. Subsequently, the suit filed by the respondent Corporation

ended in disnissal, and, thereafter, the petitioner nmoved the High



Court agai nst the order of dismissal fromservice and the Hi gh Court by
t he i mpugned order disn ssed the sane.

Ms. Aparna Bhat, |earned counsel appearing for the petitioner,
fairly subnmits that the petitioner ought to have moved the Tribunal
i nstead of noving the Hi gh Court but under the wong advice he had
chosen to file a wit petition which was ultimately dism ssed.

Havi ng heard | earned counsel for the parties, we disnmiss the
Speci al Leave Petition, but make it clear that the petitioner will be
entitled to nove before the appropriate forumfor redressal of his

grievances, if any.

(Ganga Thakur) (Jugi nder Kaur)
PS to Registrar Court Master



