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4. We are, thevefore, af the
opinion that the High Court hias peeorged
order of ﬂc(ulilfﬂl based on
record and on proper apprecnion nb oo
cvidence. We, therefore, [

of all the charges levelled against them.
Favtier, the appellants had been convicted by
the trial court under Sections 498A and 3048
1PC and sentenced 10 undergo rigorous
imprisonment for LWwo years under Section
498 A and 7 vears under gection 304B IPC.
However, the app-ilants in Criminal Appeal
No. 921/1994 whe a2 rogpordsnt 3 and 4
hefore Ug were reidus -t 28 provation under
) Seetion 4 of the Pr(;b_:ni'on of Offenders
Act. As carlier noticed. the High Court by
its impugned _‘|udgménl and order has
acquitted all of them of the charges levelled

\ cagainst them.
3. We have heard counsel for the parties
1 and we have also perused the records placed
belore us, W find ourselves agreement
Court that so far as the
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Section 498A is concerngd, the prosecution - dismissed.
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5. PUSHPA AND OTHERS Appedlonns
V§
SlVACHANMUGAVELU AND OTHERS Ruspomclen!
CORAM: R.C. LAHOTL Culs K.G. BAL!\KR\SHNAN AND G.P. MATTIUR D
SERVICES — RESERVATLONS — CONSTlTUTlON — ARTICLE 233, 2394, 241 & 347
Too— GOVERNMENT OF UNION TERRITORIES AGT, 1963 — SECTION 850 --
CONSTITUTION (PONDICHERRY),SCHEDULED CASTES ORDER, 1964 — GENERAL

\ CLAUSES ACT, 1897 — SECTION 3(8) — PONDlCHERRY _(ADM!NESTRAT!ON) AGT
' 1962 — SECTION 3 — Selection made of migrant Schedu!ed Caste candidaies againdt
\ the quota reservay aatadnled Castes on post of Selection Grads Teachers in
Jnion Territory cf Punmcheri‘y — Validity — Advertisement issued for recruitment
of 350 General Central Service Group ‘C' posts of Secondary Grage Teachers
' 56 posts were reserved for scheduled Caste candidates — Emp\oymcm oxchineg
. sponsrred seme names of 5¢ candidates from _neighbouring employment exchangn®
. as sufficient number; of SC.candidates were not availqp[t;‘_,i:r'n_éw_\._}.g'\h?_—p\_;_,'r\e;.ritory of
Pondicherry -— After holding interview 3 final selection el fwas prepastd — out of
55 finally selected SC candidates, 29 candidates had produced community certificates

by

e e

Bt o e

Vioa00s A Tos G-

§oindueyad Gated uhiear 7 ool MR withe € Mo



