\ 216/ 1 TEM NO. 103 COURT NO. 7 SECTION |V

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CIVIL APPEAL NO(s). 6983-6985 OF 2001

C. L. PREMY & ANR Appel lant (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB & ORS. Respondent ( s)

WTH R P.(C NO 1324 of 2000
Givil Appeal NO. 6986 of 2001

G vil Appeal NO 6989 of 2001

(Wth appl n(s) for stay)

Date: 29/11/2005 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE H K. SENA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE P. P. NAOLEKAR
For Appellant(s) M. R K Kapoor, Adv.
M. Mikesh Kumar Verma, Adv.
M. N K Gajua, Adv.
M. Anis Ahmed Khan, Adv.
M. Raj eev Sharma, Adv.
M . Chander Shekhar Ashri, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. H'S. Minjral, Adv.

M. Arun K. Sinha

M. Anis Ahned Khan, Adv.



Ms. Naresh Bakshi, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

The Appeal s and Review Petition are disposed of in ternms of the signed order

(Ganga Thakur) (Radha R Bhati a)

PS to Registrar Court Master

Signed order is placed on the file.

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

ClVIL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

Cl VI L APPEAL NOCS. 6983-6985 OF 2001

C. L. Preny & Anr.
. Appel | ant (s)

Ver sus

. Respondent

State of Punjab & Os.

Wth C A Nos. 6989/01, 6986/01 & R P.(C) No. 1324/00.

ORDER



All t hese appeal s ari se out of common  j udgnent and ord
er passed by t he Hi gh

Court of Punjab and Haryana dated 1st June, 2000.

By the aforesaid order, the High Court has directed to pronote Respo
ndent No. 2

Harbans Singh G 1| to the post of District Devel opnent and Panchayat O ficer from 11.10
. 1988

and Deput y Di rector with ef f ect from 18.6.1997. Thi s order has been
chal | enged by one M.

Prenmy and Anr. by filing C. A Nos. 6983-6985/01.

It appears that Harbans Singh was appointed to the post of DDPO on 11.09.

1982

and Premy and anot her were appointed in 1984. This would clearly show that Harbans Sing
h1

Respondent No.2 is senior to Preny and another in the post of DDPO and therefore Preny a
nd

anot her cannot raised any grievance to the pronotion of Harbans Singh, The Cvil Appea

8983-6985/01 filed by C L. Preny & another are accordingly dismssed.

So far as with regard to G vil Appeal No. 8986/ 01 fi
| ed by Jogi nder Si ngh, t he

princi pal gri evance rai sed in this appeal is t hat the aforesaid dire
ction of t he Hi gh Court is

adversely affecting the service career of the appellant Joginder Singh w thout m
aking himas

party in Wit Petition No.17665/99.

W f ound from the Wit petition itself t hat he has n
ot been arrayed as party

respondent. The serious disputed contention has been raised before this Court with re
gard to

the pronotion to the post of DDPQ Deputy Director in respect of Jogi nder Singh qua Harbans



Si ngh GIlI. Si nce t he Hi gh Court has di sposed of t he wit petition with
out maki ng Jogi nder

Singh as party-respondent we do not want to enter into this disputed contention at t
his stage.

As we are renmitting the matter back to the H gh Court to consider afresh after naking Jogi nder

Si ngh as party-respondent in Wit Petition No. 17665/ 99. The i mpugned order
of t he Hi gh

Court is accordingly set aside and Wit Petition No.17665/99 is restored to its original fi
le. W

make it clear that Joginder Singh shall be inpleaded as party respondent in Wit Petitio
n No.

17665/ 99.

Si nce t he matter is pendi ng from the year 1999, t he H
i gh Court is requested to

di spose of the wit petition expeditiously. |In the meantime the pronotion that has al ready be
en

made in respect of Joginder Si ngh and Har bans Si ngh shal | not be di sturb
ed. However, the

same shall be subject to the final outcone of the wit petition
The appeal s are accordingly di sposed of.
R
P. (O No. 1324/2000
SLP(C) No. 16536/200 filed by the State of Punjab has becone infructuous, in
vi ew of the order passed by this Court as aforesaid.

The Review Petition is al so disposed of.

(H K. SEM
A



New Del hi

Novenber

29, 2005.

(P. P. NAOLEK



