I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

Petition for Special Leave to Appeal (O...... /2013
CC 9892/ 2013

C. DEVARAJAN Petitioner
VERSUS

SENI OR REG MNGR TAM L NADU C. S. C. LTD. Respondent

ORDER

Del ay condoned.

The petitioner had been discharged from service on the
ground of misappropriation of some amount of the respondent
Corporation due to which a crimnal case was |odged against him
He was finally acquitted which gave cause to the petitioner to
rai se an industrial dispute claining reinstatement in view of his
acquittal in the crimnal case

The Labour Court after adjudication was pleased to hold
that although the term nation cannot be held to be correct, the
conduct of the petitioner did not infuse any confidence in the
managenment due to which his reinstatement was not justified.
However, the Labour Court granted hi m conmpensation of Rs.37,000/-.
The petitioner feeling aggrieved with the sanme filed a Wit
Petition claim ng reinstatenment but the learned Single Judge as
al so the Division Bench held that the petitioner could not «claim
rei nstatenment on the ground that departmental enquiry had not been
initiated against himas he had not acquired a permanent status in
the job which he was discharging in the Fair Price Shop. The High
Court, therefore, refused to allow his wit petition

Havi ng heard the counsel for the petitioner, we find no
infirmty in the view taken by the High Court for although the
petitioner was acquitted by the Crimnal Court, yet was not
entitled to reinstatenment as a matter of right especially when he
had not acquired pernanent status. Besides, the Labour Court also
appears to be correct while observing that his conduct did not
infuse any confidence in the nanagenment so as to grant him
rei nstatement, which reason in our viewis sufficiently weighty as
the petitioner who was working on a stipend had not acquired
per manent status due to which it is not available to himto contend
that his services could not be dispensed with without an enquiry so
as to claimreinstatenent as a matter of legal right on the ground
that he having been acquitted by the Criminal Court and thereafter
no enquiry having been held against him he coul d cl ai m
rei nstatenment automatically.

The special I|eave petition is thus not fit to be
entertai ned and hence the sane is di sm ssed.



(J. CHELAMESWAR)
NEW DELHI
MAY 07, 2013
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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil)...... /2013
CC 9892/ 2013

(From the judgenent and order dated 17/09/2012 in WA No. 1955/2012, of The
H GH COURT OF MADRAS)

C. DEVARAJAN Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

SENI OR REG. MNGR. TAM L NADU C. S. C. LTD. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP)

Date: 07/05/2013 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE GYAN SUDHA M SRA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE J. CHELAMESWAR

For Petitioner(s) M. S. Nanda Kumar, Adv.

M. R Satish Kunmar, Adv.

M. Parivesh Singh, Adv.

M. S. K Bandyopadhya, Adv.
M. V.N Raghupat hy, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Del ay condoned.

The special |eave petition is dismssed in terns of the
si gned order.

( NAVEEN KUVAR) ( SNEH BALA MEHRA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(Signed order is placed on the file)



