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WEAT-5/3RT-1-139/2014  H10-6029--4 Togd@x g WFaAgd Yoo
(FIfE FAH-176/03, g TArGaeR), dcpreilel J@US A TRy, Alasl, TEIEr
& TOFcYy IWRF TsI7 & UIEIS qdF Siell HEETd IR &I TSET JTHTOT
e s%E & edaia [Affea et J iy afaaf@Eaar skas Jar e ug
H GERIANT F AHfFHT I AT 3R o7 Ggae & IRT J 4 &g wd 3y
favcy AR U H1US HEAT- 48/92, URT 420/468/469/477(W)/120(s)/109 $Tog o o
U9 GRT 5(2) gfed 9RT 5(1)@) ISR Farer JfRfeas 1947 gRafdd 9rT 13(2) I8
gfSd ORT 13(1)(3) Hofdo3ifo 1988 gof Fir =Y |

2. 3%d (FRET g FIE To-48/92) #is H A Fum) fowmr, fer &
3T T0-1839/310, feAIH-28.05.2002 arT #t g & fovey Ao wefa v
$r T Td AT [V ey (FIRE), 9edr & SAEed # OWRIY 9T HO-
05/2002, feair 06.07.2002 FHATT fHar Im=m |




2 SREUS I[ele (IATYRUN) JHIR, 8 Seiayl, 2024

3 gferw 3l 9RET 3eawor sgU, f98R, 9ear & gdF-751, Tl
27.08.2014 ¢dRT TlRI UTAT HIUS HEAT-48/92 H AT TAAV ey AR,
qeeT aRT f&elieh- 30.03.2013 & 9Rd 3M¢er & 9fd 3ucsyr dg 915, fordenr
operative part f&ead g:-

“Considering the above facts and circumstances of the case and submissions
made on behalf of the parties, convicts namely 1. Chandra Shekhar Singh, 2.
Umesh Prasad Singh 3. Uma Shankar Yadav, 4. Manohar Prasad Gupta and 5.
Bageshwari Prasad Singh each of the convicts are hereby sentenced to undergo
Rigorous Imprisonment for a period of one (1) year under section 120-B I.P.C.
They are hereby further sentenced to undergo for a period of two (2) years
Rigorous Imprisonment U/S 420/34 |.P.C.. They are hereby further sentenced to
undergo Rigorous Imprisonment for a period of 3 (three) years U/S 468 I.P.C..
They all are hereby further sentenced to undergo Rigorous Imprisonment for a
period of 3 (three) years U/S 477-A I.P.C.. They all are hereby further sentenced
to undergo Rigorous Imprisonment for a period of (two) 2 years and a fine of Rs.
1000/- (Rs. One thousand) each only U/S 201 I.P.C and in default of payment of
fine three (3) months Rigorous Imprisonment. They are hereby further sentenced to
undergo Rigorous Imprisonment for a period of 2 (two) years U/S 5(2) of
Prevention of Corruption Act, 1947 corresponding to Section 13(2) of Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988. All the sentences shall run concurrently. The period already
undergone as under trial prisoners shall be set off from the period of sentences
passed today under the provision of Section 428 Cr. P.C”

4  THREN UET S5 HO0-40/92 H AT O s HeRwE, qear &
AT ¢arkT A g & gfisd fhd Il & FRUT 3oioh A%y IR@US U2 fAgATael
& AA-43(F) & FAd 3 THAT dad W A & gEdiad gus ) Femiy g
5927, f&siieh 24.07.2019 E@RT A &g & HROT TTOT T AT I TAT| $Hb T dTelel H
A g & 79, i 06.09.2019 EaRT HRUT YTBT HT Sialg AT fhar |

5- Y fHE arT AT SRUT §ToT & FHEITRIG fGHeha Hhed Ho- 8874, i
06.11.2019 aRT 3-1h ¥y RWUS Yo fAgaAr@el & AuaA-43(F) & iasta a6
FHET U 9 ek T gUs BRI fohar Srar § |

6. 3%d NG gus & favcy AN [ @ AT 3=d AT #d Re
TRl Ho-W.P.(S) No. 7281/2019 ERR Tl 7141, A AT 3Td #&ATT GaRI
feaArs 19.06.2023 & Ud =a@Ge # A g & Oy fqureda dsheu €-8874,
feetih 06.11.2019 EaRT IR@US Yol fAgaAT@el & AuE-43(®) & dga fofRa
HToltael Y2reT & Ueh & GUS &l GG Y AT I1AT| TS 1 SRS 320 FAretad &
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"In the case in hand, it is evident that the impugned resolution, withholding
the entire pension of the petitioner, has been issued invoking the power under rule
43(a) of the Rules, 2000 on the ground of passing of the judgment of conviction
and order of sentence in Vigilance P.S. Case No. 48 of 1992 which has instituted
during the service period of the petitioner and, therefore, the same will be treated
as his past conduct and not future conduct while receiving pension.

In view of the aforesaid discussions, the impugned resolution as
contained in memo no. 8874 dated 6th November, 2019 (Annexure-6) issued under
the signature of the respondent no. 2 by the order of the Hon'ble Governor,
Jharkhand cannot be sustained in laws and the same is hereby quashed.

The respondent- State is, however, at liberty to take appropriate
recourse against the petitioner, if the same is permissible under law.

The writ petition is accordingly allowed."”

7. 3Fd 9IRd I & 3Telleh A ARG geifaey 4 [ g dAarfaigd sroTodo
& %y FR@us e fgAEer & AIA-43(@) & ded I 09 X § i
HRAAE IRH A & eg W i faum] siREvs & Argd @ fdca Agifdear &1
WA gred fRar = § |

8. 3d: AT 3Td AT GaRl fealeh 19.06.2023 I UIRd ~ARIGY Ud
facarsr Agifaear & grcd WAY & 3Telid & A g & vy fosmhy dwea -
8874, f&slieh 06.11.2019 EaRT SIR@US Yed fATATE@elr & aH-43(F) & ded R
Aol 9T Uehed & HATHA GUSIGL I GG fohar STl & |

T ;- MY AT Far & 7 39 o9 & STRWUS TSIUT & ATYRT 3k H FehlAd
frar ST qur sEhr vk ufa A gegdEr g dAarfeigd seYede TA e
e P & S |
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T FAR @1,
THR & TYFd Ga |
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