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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 683/1997

Mool chand K Ram Hospit al .. Appel lant (s)
Kar anchari Uni on

Vs.
Mool chand K. R Hospital & Anr. .. Respondent ( s)
DATE : 14.11. 2000 : Thi s/ These matter (s) was/were

called on for hearing today.
CORAM

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE S. RAJENDRA BABU
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE S. N. VARI AVA

For Appellant (s) Shayam a Pappu, Sr. Adv.
Asha Jai n Madan, Adv.
Mukesh Jai n, Adv.

Sushil K. Pat hak, Adv.

Gopal Jain, adv.
K. S. Rana, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

Suni ta Sharma, adv.
A. Subhashini, Adv.
B. V. Bal randas, adv.

SF% S5 5557

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
............ N
. SP2
The appeal is allowed in ternms of the signed order.
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(Meenu Set hi) (Meena Tri kha)

Court Master Court Master

Signed order is placed on the file
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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 683 of 1997@@
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Shri Mol Chand Kharati Ram .. Appel | ant
Hospi tal Karanthari Union

Vs.
Mool Chand Kharati Ram Hospit al .. Respondent s
and Anr.
O RDE Ra@
AAAAAAAAA
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A Wit Petition was filed in the H gh Court by the
appellant in relation to ternination of services of Captain
Gesodha and Shri Darshan Lal Mangai. That Wit petition came
up for hearing before a bench of two judges who disnissed the
same sumarily without indicating as to the reasons why they
are not giving relief sought for by the petitioners in that
wit petition or otherwise. This appeal is directed against
that order. On the face of it,it is clear that there was no
consideration of the matter by the H gh Court and, therefore,
we have no option but to set aside the order made by the High
Court on 14.3.1995 and renit it for fresh consideration. At
this stage the |earned counsel for the respondents subnits
that the Hi gh Court obviously dismssed the Wit petition as
it was not nmintainable against a private institution
However, it is unnecessary to exanine the correctness of the
contention raised on behalf of the respondents and it would be
appropriate for himto raise this contention before the High
Court when the matter is taken up for hearing . The order

made by the Hi gh Court is accordingly set aside and the nmatter
is remtted to the High Court for fresh consideration in
accordance wth law. Considering the fact that the matter is
pending for along tinme, it would be appropriate for the Hi gh
Court to dispose of the sane as expeditiously as possible.
The appeal is allowed accordingly.
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Novenmber 14, 2000.



