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ITEM NO.26     Court 2 (Video Conferencing)        SECTION IV-C

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C)  No(s).  14722/2020

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  18-03-
2020 in WA No. 1586/2019 passed by the High Court Of M.P. at
Gwalior)

STATE OF MADHYA PRADESH & ORS.                    Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

RAJENDRA KUMAR SHARMA                              Respondent(s)

(FOR ADMISSION and I.R. and IA No.125295/2020-EXEMPTION FROM FILING
C/C OF THE IMPUGNED JUDGMENT and IA No.125296/2020-EXEMPTION FROM
FILING  O.T.  and  IA  No.125294/2020-PERMISSION  TO  FILE  ADDITIONAL
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES )
 
Date : 23-08-2021 This petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE UDAY UMESH LALIT
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY RASTOGI

For Petitioner(s) Mr. Saurabh Mishra, AAG
Mrinal Gopal Elker, AOR

                   
For Respondent(s) Mr. Prashant Shukla,  Adv.

Ms. Anushree Shukla, Adv.
Ms. Pratibha Yadav, Adv
Kavinesh RM, Adv.
Mr. Divyesh Pratap Singh, AOR                  

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

While  accepting  the  petition  preferred  by  the  respondent

herein, the  Single Judge of the High Court by his order dated

05.03.2019  directed as under:

“6. Consequently,  the petition stands allowed to
the following extent:-

(I) The  impugned  order  dated  6/7/2005  vide  P/1
passed by the respondent No.1 stands quashed.
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(ii) The quashing of Annexure P/1 shall lead to with-
holding of two annual increments with reinstatement.

(iii) The petitioner is thus directed to be reinstated
in service with continuity in service but without back
wages in view of delay and laches in approaching this
court.”

The order passed by the Single Judge has been confirmed by the

Division Bench which order is presently under challenge.

Heard  Ms.  Saurabh  Mishra,  learned  AAG  in  support  of  the

petition.

We see  no reason to take a different view in the matter.

However,  considering  the  fact  that  2  ½  years  have  elapsed

since the passing of the order by the  Single Judge,  it will be in

the interest of justice if direction No. 3 in the order passed by

the Single Judge is modified to the extent that the respondent be

reinstated in service  in continuity but without back wages.

The petitioners are directed to reinstate the respondent in

service on or before 10.09.2021.

Thus,  the  back-wages  upto  to  such  reinstatement  of  the

respondent need not be made over to the respondent but he shall be

entitled to continuity in service.

With the aforesaid modification, this Special Leave Petition

is dismissed.

Pending applications, if any, shall stand disposed of. 

(INDU MARWAH)                                   (VIRENDER SINGH)
COURT MASTER (SH)                                BRANCH OFFICER
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