X0l TEM NO. 204 COURT NO. 11 SECTI ON | VA
SUPREME COUORTO-FI NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).4928/2007
(From the judgenent and order dated 05/07/2006 in WA No. 101/2006 of

The H
| GH COURT OF M P AT JABALPUR)

GAJANAND SAHU Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF M P & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP, exenption fromfiling
OT.,permssion to file rejoinder affidavit and office report ))

WTH SLP(C) NO 15091 of 2006

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
SLP(C) NO 17391 of 2006

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
SLP(C) NO. 19516 of 2006

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Date: 07/08/ 2009 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE V. S. S| RPURKAR
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE B. S. CHAUHAN

For the appearing parties Vi vek Tankha, Sr. Adv.

Rat na Kaul, Adv.

Har sh Pat hak, Adv.

K. N. Madhusool dhanan, Adv.
. Sidharth Gupta, Adv.

M. T.G Narayanan Nair, Adv.

SSSFS

M. Raj Kumar Gupta, Adv.
M. Mikul Dubey, Adv.
M. Praveen Chaturvedi, Adv.

M. B.K Satija, Adv.
M. Gautam Awast hi, Adv,
M. Balaji Srinivasan, Adv.

-2

M. Vivek Kr. Tankha, Sr. Adv.
Ms. Ratna Kaul, Adv.
M. Prashant Kumar, Adv.

MS. Ap & J Chanbers

M. B.S. Banthia, Adv.
M. Dharam Bir Raj Vohra , Adv

M. Naveen Sharma, Adv.
M. B.S. Banthia, Adv.



M . Suryanarayana Si ngh, Adv.
Ms. Pragati Neekhra, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

SLP (C) No. 4928/2007

Del ay condoned.
Leave granted.

The Civil Appeal is disposed of in ternms of the signed order.

SLP(C) Nos. 15091/2006, 17391/2006 & 19516/ 2006

Leave granted in all the above SLPs,

The Civil Appeals are disnmissed in ternms of the signed order.

(Hemal at ha Mohan) ( Shashi
Sr.P. A Court

(signed order is placed on file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 5311 COF 2009
(Arising out of SLP(C)No. 4928 of 2007)
GAJANAND SAHU PEI TI | ONER( S)
VERSUS
STATE OF M P & ORS. RESPONDENT( S)
W TH

ClVIL APPEAL NO 5312 OF 2009
(Arising out of SLP(C)No.15091 of 2006)

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 5313 CF 2009
(Arising out of SLP(C)No.17391 of 2006)

ClVIL APPEAL NO 5314 OF 2009
(Arising out of SLP(C)No.19516 of 2006)

CRDER

ClVIL APPEAL NO 5311 OF 2009
(Arising out of SLP(C)No. 4928 of 2007)

Leave granted.

Bala Vij)
Mast er

The Parties agreed that Wit Appeal No.101/2006 shoul d

be heard again by the Division Bench since the concerned

appel I ant before us had nothing to do with the controversy |ying

before the Division Bench as also the | earned Single Bench. In

that view of the natter, we set aside the order in so far as it



pertains to the dismissal of Wit Appeal No.101/2006 titled
Gaj anand Sahu vs. State of MP. and we request the Division

Bench of the Hi gh Court to dispose of this appeal as early as
possi ble. Al

.2/ -
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questions shall be open to the parties which are available to
themin law as well as in facts.

The Civil Appeal is disposed of accordingly.

CIVIL APPEAL NO 5312 OF 2009

(Arising out of SLP(C)No.15091 of 2006)

ClVIL APPEAL NO 5313 OF 2009
(Arising out of SLP(C)No.17391 of 2006)

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 5314 CF 2009
(Arising out of SLP(C)No.19516 of 2006)

Leave granted.

Al'l these appeals involve only questions of facts. The | earned
Si ngl e Judge set aside the order of the Hon ble Mnister who had
all owed the revisions filed by the appellants. It was found
subsequent|ly that the whol e selection process was |acking in
transparency and the selections were hit by principles of bias as
nunber of persons who were in the Select Cormittee had their

interests in as much as their relatives appeared in the selection

process. This fact has been found by the Collector and the
Conmi ssi oner. However, that order cane to be set aside b y the
Hon’ bl e M ni ster. The | earned Single Judge as well as the Division

Bench have taken the view that the order of the Hon’ble M nister was

not correct inasnmuch as there was no proper appreciation nor there
was a proper consideration of the finding of the Collector and

t he

.3/ -
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Conmi ssioner. In our view both the orders are absolutely correct.



The appeal s have no nerit and are di sm ssed.

(Dr. B.S. CHAUHAN)

NEW DELHI ;
7TH AUGUST, 2009.



