¢l TEM NO. 117 COURT NO. 10 SECTION |V

SUPREME COURT CF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
ClVIL APPEAL NQO(s). 1699 OF 2002

HARYANA AGRI CULTURAL UNI VERSI TY Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
DEVI PRAKASH & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report )
Dat e: 30/04/2009 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE HARJI T SI NGH BEDI
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE B. SUDERSHAN REDDY

For Appellant(s) Dr. Krishan Singh Chauhan, Adv.
M. Chand Kiran, Adv.
Ms. Gyan Mtra, Adv.
M. K C Lanba, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. G an Singh, Adv.

M. Kusum Si ngh, Adv.
M. Chetan Kumar, Adv.
M. R C. Kaushik, Adv.
Rr - Ex- Parte
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

The appeal is dismssed in ternms of the signed order.

( Ravi P. Verma ) ( MS. Negi )
Court Master Court Master
[ Signed order is placed on the file]
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 1699 OF 2002

HARYANA AGRI CULTURAL .. APPELLANT( S)
UNI VERSI TY
Ver sus
DEVI PRAKASH & ORS. RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER

We have heard | earned counsel for the parties. The appeal is
directed against a judgnent of the Punjab & Haryana High Court in a
second appeal. No question of |aw was rai sed before the H gh Court. The

finding of fact recorded by the District Judge which were endorsed by the



Hi gh Court is that the respondents were technical hands and were

matriculates with ITI certificates and were entitled to a pay scal e of

1200- 2040. The | earned counsel for the appellant has sought to produce

before us a docunment dated 18th Septenber 1991. Thi s docunent is
subsequent to the suit and in any case was not exhibited in the present
proceedi ngs. We, therefore, decline the prayer of the | earned counsel for

the appellant to take this on record.

2. In view of the above, we find no nmerit in this appeal. It is,

accordingly, dismssed.

( HARJIT SINGH BEDI )
New Del hi; J.
April 30, 2009. ( B. SUDERSHAN REDDY )



