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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Cl VI L APPEAL NCS. 2727-2729 OF 2000

COW SSI ONER & SECRETARY TO GOVT. OF T.N., R DEPT. & ANR

APPELLANT( S)
. VERSUS:

S. KANNAN AND ORS.

RESPONDENT( S)

(Wth Application(s) for intervention/inpleadnent and pernission and stay)
W TH

CONTEMPT PETITION (CIVIL) NOCS. 144-146 OF 2002 IN C A NGCS. 2727-2729/ 2000

(Wth appln.(s) for pernmission and stay and exenption fromfiling
OT. and Ofice Report)

(WTH I.A NGCS.25-27, APPLI CATI ONS FOR PERM SSI ON FOR | MPLEADVENT
AS PARTY RESPONDENT)

W TH
CONTEMPT PETI TION (Cl VIL) NOS. 147-149/2002 IN C. A 2727-2729/ 2000
(Wth I.A No.32 - exenption fromfiling OT.)

Date : 13/08/2003 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE BRI JESH KUVAR
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARUN KUMAR

For Appellant (s) M. K Ramanoorthy, Sr. Adv.
M. P.N Ramal i ngam Adv.
M. V. Balaji, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. A V. Rangam Adv.
Ms. A. Subhashi ni, Adv.

Buddy A. Ranganadhan, Adv.

A. Ranganadhan, Adv.

Subr anoni um Pr asad, Adv.
R Gopal akri shnan, Adv.
M. Abhay Kumar, Adv.

M
M
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M
R Mohan, Sr. Adv.

M A. Krishnanoort hy, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Application for inpleadnment is disnissed.

The appeals are disnissed and the contenpt petitions are finally disposed of in terns of the
si gned order.

(A.S. BISHT)(V.P. TYAQ)
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

Cl VI L APPEAL NOCS. 2727-2729 OF 2000

COW SSI ONER & SECRETARY TO GOVT. OF T.N., R DEPT. & ANR

APPELLANT( S)
: VERSUS:

S. KANNAN AND ORS.

RESPONDENT( S)
W TH

CONTEMPT PETI TION (Cl VIL) NOCS. 144-146 OF 2002
IN C A NCS. 2727-2729/ 2000

(Wth CONT. PET.(CIVIL) NOCS.147-149/2002 IN C A 2727-2729/2000)

ORDER

Cl VI L APPEAL NOCS. 2727-2729 OF 2000

It is not disputed by the | earned counsel for the appellants that the SLP was filed in this Co
urt after the decision in L. Chandra Kumar VS. Union of India & ors. (1997 (3) SCC 261). Tha
t being the position, the order inpugned in these appeals should have been challenged in the H
igh Court under Article 226 of the Constitution. In view of that position, we decline to ent
ertain these appeals and give liberty to the appellants to approach the High Court.
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CONTEMPT PETI TION (Cl VIL) NOCS. 144-146 COF 2002
IN C A NCS. 2727-2729/ 2000

(Wth CONT. PET.(CIVIL) NOCS.147-149/2002 IN C A 2727-2729/2000)

It is pointed out by the respondents that the grievance of the petitioners has been set right
since they have al so been given pronotion. This fact is not denied. These petitions are, ther
efore, rendered infructuous and are finally di sposed of as such.

( ARUN KUMVAR )
NEW DELHI ;
AUGUST 13, 2003.



