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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil)....../2013
                             CC 11960/2013
(From the judgement and order  dated 31/05/2013 in WA No.29475/2013,
 of The HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

BHANU PRATAP SINGH                                Petitioner(s)

                 VERSUS

RAM SAJAN VERMA & ORS.                            Respondent(s)
(With appln(s) for permission to file SLP and prayer for interim
 relief)

Date: 24/06/2013  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATNAIK
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE RANJAN GOGOI
                              (VACATION BENCH)

For Petitioner(s)       Mr. S.D. Singh, Adv.
                        Mr. Jitender Singh, Adv.
                     Ms. Bharti Tyagi, Adv.

For Respondent(s)       Mr. C.L. Pandey, Sr. Adv.
                        Mr. Y.P. Dhingra, Adv.
                        Mr. Dipesh Kumar, Adv.

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R

           Permission to file SLP is granted.
           In this special leave petition, the High  Court  while  allowing
      the writ petition of Respondent No. 1 challenging his suspension,  has
      directed that the Respondent No. 1 be  reinstated  in  the  post  from
      which he was suspended.
           The grievance of the petitioner before us is that it is for  the
      Government to decide where the Respondent No. 1 should be posted after
      reinstatement from suspension.
           We have heard learned counsel for  the  petitioner  as  well  as
      learned senior counsel appearing for the Respondent No. 1 and we agree
      with the learned counsel  for the petitioner that it is for the  State
      Government to decide about the place of posting of the Respondent  No.
      1 pursuant to his reinstatement.
           With the aforesaid observations, the S.L.P. stands disposed of.

|    (G. SUDHAKARA RAO)                 | |   (SHARDA KAPOOR)                    |
|COURT MASTER                           | |COURT MASTER                          |
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