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REPORTABLE
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO 4660 OF 2006
(@SLP(C) No. 14461 OF 2005)
NARMADA PD. YADAV . ... APPELLANT
VERSUS
STATE OF M P. & ORS. . ... RESPONDENTS
JUDGMENT
Dr. AR Lakshmanan, J.
Del ay condoned.
Leave granted.
We have heard M. A K. Chitale, | ear ned Seni or Counsel
2
for the appel |l ant and M. B. S. Banat hi a, | ear ned counsel for t he
respondents. e have per used t he char ge framed agai nst t he

appel | ant and t he reports submitted by t he I nquiry O ficer, t he

orders of t he Director Ceneral of Pol i ce, t he M P. Admi ni strative

Tribunal and al so of the Hi gh Court.



The charge franmed agai nst the appellant reads as foll ows:

"On 25.1.1993 by det ai ni ng Shri Ram Si ngh s/o

Deshr aj Si ngh Par t har wi t hout any reason and

keeping his license, cycle and Rs.50/- with him and

demandi ng Rs. 1000/ - for giving the item back and

receiving t he noney. In this way you have

ut nost di srespect t owar ds your duty and by

showi ng corrupt behavi our you have proved

yourself not fit for the departnent.”

A perusal of the Inquiry Oficer’s report would clearly go to

3
show that no i ndependent Wi t ness had been exam ned to
the denand and taki ng noney by the appellant in his hand nor is
there any evidence of detaining the applicant in a half constructed
house. Wen the matter was taken on appeal before the Director
Gener al of Pol i ce, he reduced t he penal ty of di smi ssa
the Superintendent of Police and reinstated the accused and al so
reverted the appellant to the post of Constable fromthat of Head
Constabl e as a penalty for a period of two years from 16. 11. 1993
to 16. 11. 1995. Aggri eved agai nst t he i mposition of t he
penal ty, t he appel | ant preferred ori gi nal application before
Adnmi ni strative Tri bunal in O A No. 875/ 1994, whi ch af firnmed

gi ven

prove

gi ven

said

t he

t he

by



penal ty i mposed by t he Deput y | nspect or Gener al of Pol i ce and

the Director Ceneral of Police.

The matter was taken to the Hi gh Court by the appellant by

filing a wit petition under Article 227 of the Constitution of India.

The Hi gh Court af firmed t he orders passed by al | t he ot her

Aut hori ti es. Bei ng aggri eved, the appel |l ant preferred the above

civil appeal in this Court.

e have al r eady r epr oduced in par agr aph supra the

charge franmed agai nst t he appel I ant . There is absol utely no

evidence in regard to the demand of bribe of Rs.1,000/- or receipt

of t he same by t he appel I ant . No satisfactory evi dence was
adduced to prove t he char ge in questi on. Under such
ci rcunst ances, t he penal ty i mposed by t he Director Gener al of

Police de-pronbting himfromthe post of Head Constable to the

post of Constable cannot at all be countenanced. I n our opinion

the case on hand is a case of no evidence. It is also a matter of

record that the appellant had an unbl em shed service record of 21

years and t he sai d factor has al so not been consi der ed by t he

Aut horities while inposing the penalty.

We, therefore, have no hesitation in setting aside the punishnent



inflicted on the appellant and allow this appeal. The period of two

years nentioned herei nabove will be treated as the appellant was

on duty as Head Constabl e and the appellant will also be entitled

to all the nonetary benefits for the said period.

In t he result, the judgnents of t he M P. Adm ni strative

Tribunal and the H gh Court stand set aside. The Civil Appeal is

all oned. No costs.

(Dr. AR LAKSHVANAN)

( TARUN CHATTERIJEE)
New Del hi ,

Novermber 3, 2006
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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).14461/2005

(From the judgenent and order dated 16/09/2004 in W, No. 1572/2002 of The

H GH COURT OF M P AT | NDORE)

NARMADA PD. YADAV Petitioner(s)



VERSUS

STATE OF M P. & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP,c/delay in refiling SLP, exenption fromfiling OT.

,and prayer
for interimrelief and office report ))

(FOR FI NAL DI SPOSAL)

Date: 03/11/2006 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE Dr. JUSTI CE AR LAKSHVANAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE TARUN CHATTERJEE
For Petitioner(s) M. A K Chitale, Sr. Adv.
M. N raj Sharnma, Adv.
M. Vikrant Sharma, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. B.S. Banthia, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Del ay condoned. Leave granted.

The Givil Appeal is al | oned in terms of si gned
ortabl e Judgnent

pl aced on the file. No costs.

( A D Sharm ) ( Phoolan Wati Arora )
Court Master Court Master

(Si gned Reportabl e Judgnent is placed on the file)

Rep



