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                                                          A/N MATTER 

                S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

   Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No.11654-11655/2003

   (From the judgement and order dated 27/08/2002 in CWP 3903/00
   and order dated 28/01/2003 in RP No.9/03  of The HIGH COURT OF 
   PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH)

  RAVINDER KUMARI                                           Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  STATE OF PUNJAB & ORS.                                    Respondent (s)

(With Appln(s). for c/delay in filing SLP and with prayer for interim relief)

  Date : 03/02/2004  This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE BRIJESH KUMAR                 
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN KUMAR                    
                                                             

  For Petitioner (s)Mr. Gurnam Singh,Adv.
Mr. Kuldip Singh,Adv.
Mr. Raj Kumar,Adv.
                    
  For Respondent (s)Mr. Ranbir Yadav,Adv.
Mr. Jatinder Kumar Bhatia,Adv.
                    

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R  
Delay condoned.
Leave granted.
The appeals are allowed and the impugned orders are set aside in terms of the signed order.

 
(A.S. BISHT)(PROMILA NAGPAL)
     COURT MASTER                    COURT MASTER

[Signed order is placed on the file]

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CIVIL APPEAL NOS.772-773  OF 2004
[Arising out of S.L.P.(C) No.11654-11655 OF 2003]



RAVINDER KUMARI
.....
APPELLANT(S)

:VERSUS:

STATE OF PUNJAB & ORS.
.....
RESPONDENT(S)

O R D E R

Delay condoned.
Leave granted.
It is informed that the bunch of writ petitions which have been remanded by the order dated 23
.12.1998, passed by the Division Bench of the High Court, are pending and they are likely to b
e heard, as informed by the learned counsel for the respondents, sometime in this month.  In t
he facts and circumstances of the case, we deem it appropriate that the appellant should also 
get that opportunity and her writ petition may also be heard on merits along with the bunch of
 other writ petitions pending in the High Court after remand by the Division Bench.    
....2/-
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We, therefore, allow the appeals and set aside the impugned orders with the direction that wri
t petition No.3903/2000, filed by the appellant in the High Court, shall also be heard along w
ith the bunch of other similar petitions.  In so far the request of the appellant that she may
 also be allowed to work as Anganwadi supervisor, we would only like to observe that it would 
be open for the appellant to move any such application before the High Court where the hearing
 of the bunch matter is to take place.  

......................J
( BRIJESH KUMAR )

......................J
( ARUN KUMAR )
NEW DELHI;
FEBRUARY 3, 2004.


