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SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Givil Appeal  No(s).  837/2008
RAJENDRA PRASAD PANDEY Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

THE PRI NCl PAL SECY (HOVE) GOVT. & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(with interimrelief and office report)

Date : 20/08/ 2015 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE DI PAK M SRA
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE R BANUNVATHI

For Appellant(s) M's. Santosh Singh, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Vi bha Dutta Makhija, Sr. Adv.
Rekha Pandey, Adv.

Sadhna Sandhu, Adv.

Sushma Suri, AOR

B.V. Bal ram Das, Adv.

SEEFE

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER

The appeal is allowed in terns of the signed order.

(@l shan Kumar Arora) (H. S. Parasher)
Court Master Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)

Signature Not Verified

Digitally signed by
@ul shan Kunmar Arora
Dat e: 2015. 08. 27

16: 03: 22 I ST
Reason:

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 837 OF 2008
Raj endra Prasad Pandey ... Appellant
VERSUS

The Principal Secy (Home) Govt. & Ors. ... Respondents

ORDER



In this appeal, by special |eave, the assail is to the order
dated 21.09. 2004 passed by the H gh Court of Delhi at New Del hi in

WP (C) No. 15339 of 2004.

On a perusal of the order, we find that the Division Bench of
t he Hi gh Court has af firned t he order passed by t he
Adnini strative Tribunal, Principal Bench in OA No.1246 of 2001 by
quoting a singular paragraph and concurring with the sane.
consi dered opinion, the High Court has not applied its independent

m nd and the order is absolutely bereft of reason.

In view of the aforesaid analysis, we allow the appeal, set
asi de the order passed by the High Court and renit the matter to
the High Court to deal with the controversy in accordance wth

| aw. There shall be no order as to costs.

(R Banumat hi)
New Del hi ;
August 20, 2015.
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