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The case comes upon applications under Section 5 of  the

Limitation Act for condonation of delay in filing the appeals.

Learned counsel for the appellants submits that the delay in

filing the present appeals is bonafide and unintentional. 

Learned counsel for the respondents is not in a position to

oppose the contentions raised in the applications under Section 5

of  the  Limitation  Act  preferred  by  the  appellants  and  the

submissions made by learned counsel for the appellants.

Considering the submissions made before this Court and the

contentions raised in the applications for condonation of delay, the

same are allowed and the delay in filing the present appeals is

condoned.

Heard learned counsel for the parties on the applications for

consideration of the stay and main appeals.

Learned  counsel  for  the  parties  submit  that  in  identical

appeals, following order was passed by this Court on 29.11.2023.
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“1. It  is  submitted  by  learned  counsel  for  the
appellants that though several issues have been raised
by the appellants before the learned Single Judge, which
have been noticed while enumerating the arguments of
the  parties,  the  same  have  not  been  dealt  with.
Submissions have been made that judgment in the case
of  Prof.  Yashpal,  which  has  been  referred  to  for
dismissed  the  writ  petitions,  apparently  has  no
application to the present case.

2. In  view  of  the  submissions  made,  Admit.
Issue notice.

3. As  respondents  are  duly  represented  by
learned AAG, no need to issue notice.

4. It  is  submitted  by  learned  counsel  for  the
appellants that during the pendency of the writ petition,
interim orders were passed for keeping posts vacant and
that the recruitment is still on and the said posts have
not been filled up so far.

5. In  view  of  submissions  made,  in  case  the
posts for which the interim orders were passed during
the  pendency  of  the  writ  petition  before  the  learned
Single Judge, have not been filled up so far, posts to the
extent of the number of the appellants, involved in the
present appeals, shall be kept vacant.

6. List the appeals for hearing on 16.01.2024.”

In view of the statement made, the appeals are admitted.

Notice need not be issued to the respondents as they are duly

represented by their counsel.

Meanwhile,  in case the posts for which the interim orders

were  passed  during  the  pendency  of  the  writ  petition  before

learned Single Judge, have not been filled up so far, posts to the

extent of the number of the appellants, involved in the present

appeals shall be kept vacant.

In  view  of  the  above  order  passed,  the  application  for

consideration of the stay is disposed of. 

List the matters on 19.02.2024, as prayed.
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