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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C No(s).4972/2010
(Arising out of inpugned final judgnent and order dated 18/08/2009
in WP No. 1528/ 2006 passed by t he Hi gh Court 0] Chhati sgarh At

Bi | aspur)

TULENDER SAGAR & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF CHHATI SGARH & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln. (s) for deletion of the names of respondent nos.12 and
13 and interimrelief and office report)
W TH SLP(C) No. 14375/2010 (Wth office report)
SLP(C) No. 2453/ 2011 (Wth appl n. (s) for i ntervention and of fice
report)
Date : 20/03/2017 These petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE S. A. BOBDE
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE L. NAGESWARA RAO

Counsel for the parties
M. Vivek K. Tankha, Sr. Adv.

M. Neeraj Shekhar, Adv.

M. O Kumanan, Adv.
Sachin Pujari, Adv.
R V. Prabhat, Adv.

M. Kunal Verna, Adv.
Yugandhara P. Jha, Adv.
Gaut am Kurmar, Adv.
Prasanna Mohan, Adv.

M . Dharnendra Kumar Sinha, Adv.
Shant anu Kumar, Adv.
Narsi ngh N. Rai, Adv.

Dr. Harsh Pat hak, Adv.
Farrukh Rasheed, Adv.
Si ddhart ha Sukl a, Adv.
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Shavet a Mahaj an, Adv.
Mohit Choubey, Adv.

Sharni | a Upadhyay, Adv.

Ani ruddha P. Mayee, Adv.
A. Selvin Raja, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng

ORDER

Hear d | ear ned counsel appeari ng for t he parties and per used
the record.
For the reasons stated in the interlocutory applications, the
nanes of r espondent nos. 12 and 13 in SLP(C) No. 4972 of 2010, are
del eted fromthe array of parties at the risk of the petitioners.
The special |eave petitions are di sm ssed.
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However, in the facts and ci rcunst ances of t hese cases, we

consider it appropriate to direct the respondents i.e. the State of

Chhattisgarh and t he Public Service Conmi ssi on, not to bar t he
petitioners on t he ground of age, i f t hey apply for t he posts of
Pri nci pal , in pur suance of adverti senent of fresh recruitnent. e

order accordingly.

No orders need be passed on t he application for i ntervention

filed in SLP(C) No.2453 of 2011

As a sequel to t he above, pendi ng interlocutory appl i cations,

if any, stand disposed of.
(Sanjay Kumar-11) (Indu Pokhriyal)
Court Master Court Master



