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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 4320 OF 2006

(Arising out of SLP(C) No.11838 of 2003)

STATE OF HARYANA & ORS. APPELLANT( S)

VERSUS

SAT NARAI N ... . RESPONDENT( S)

O R D E R

Del ay condoned.

Leave granted.

Even t hough t he service was conpl eted
t he

r espondent was absent on 28. 08. 2006 and again on

22.09. 2006. The matt er was directed to be listed on

28.09.2006 for final heari ng. Today al so, t here is no

representation on behalf of the respondent.

We heard the argunents of |earned counsel appearing



on behal f of State of Haryana.

CQur attention was dr awn to t he or der i mpugned in
this appeal . The Di vi si on Bench of t he Hi gh Court
fol |l owi ng t he full Bench Judgnent of t he sai d court

2
r ender ed in t he case of Vijay Kumar & Os. vs. State of

Punjab & Ors., 2002 (1) S.L.R 694, disposed of the Cvil

Wit Petition with t he direction to t he respondent s

therein to treat the Wit Petition as a representation on

behal f of t he petitioner and pass speaki ng or der in
accordance with law keeping in m nd t he Ful | Bench
Judgnent of t he sai d court r ender ed in t he case of Vijay

Kumar & Ors. (supra).

At the time of hearing, our attention was al so drawn

to t he Judgnent of this Court in State of Haryana &

Os.Vs.Charanjit Singh & Os. etc. etc. reported in (2005)

8 Scal e 482. The said appeals were filed by the State of



Haryana and Os. questioning the correctness of the or

der

of t he Hi gh Court in ot her simlar matters. Thi s Court
after hearing the respective parties issued a direction to
t he Hi gh Court in par a 17 of t he sai d Judgnent . In
concl udi ng portion, this Court in par a 22 al so made t he
foll owi ng observations : -
"Thus it cl ear t hat per sons enpl oyed on

contract cannot claimequal pay on basis on equa

pay for equal wor K. Faced with this situation,

it was submitted t hat al | t hese per sons wer e in

fact cl ai m ng t hat their respective appoi nt ment s

3

wer e regul ar appoi nt ment s by t he regul ar process

of appoi ntnment but that instead of giving regular

appoi ntments they were appointed on contract with

the intention of not paying them regular salary.

It was admtted t hat t he Petitions may be badl y

drafted and such a contention not put forth

specifically. The Hi gh Court has di sposed of

t hese petitions al so on t he footing t hat t he

principle of equal pay for equal wor k appl i ed.

W therefore set asi de t he i mpugned orders in

t hese cases al so and remt t he matters back

t he Hi gh Court for di sposal . The Hi gh Court

shal | permt t hese Petitioners to anmend t he

ir

Petitions to make necessary avernents and will

al so perm t t he Respondent s in these cases

file replies to the anended Petitions."

to

t he



In view of t he above Judgnent , we remt t he pr esent

appeal back to t he Hi gh Court to di spose of t he same in

accor dance with t he observations and directions i ssued by

this Court in State of Haryana & Ors. vs.Charanjit Singh &

Os. etc. etc. reported in (2005) 8 Scale 482. The appea

st ands di sposed of accordi ngly. There shal | be no or der

as to costs.

....................... J.
( Dr.AR LAKSHVANAN )
...................... J.
4
( A K MATHUR )
NEW DELH ;
SEPTEMBER 28, 2006.
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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).11838/2003

(From the judgenent and order dated 22/05/2002 in OCW No. 7994/2002 of The H GH COURT OF

PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

STATE OF HARYANA & ORS. Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

SAT NARAI N Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and with prayer for interimrelief and office report)

(For final disposal)

Date: 28/09/2006 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE Dr. JUSTI CE AR LAKSHMANAN

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A K. MATHUR

For Petitioner(s)
M. Ajay Siwach, Adv.
M . Par deep Dahiya, Adv.

M. T. V. George, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

M. Rameshwar Prasad Goyal , Adv. (NP)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Del ay condoned.

Leave granted.



The appeal is disposed of in terns of the signed order.

There shall be no order as to costs.

( Satish K. Yadav ) ( Phoolan Wati Arora )

Court Master Court Master

( Signed order is placed on the file )



