@ TEM NO. 114 COURT NO. 9 SECTION |V
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
ClVIL APPEAL NO(s). 1318 OF 2006

VEENA Appel lant (s)
VERSUS

UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth office report )

WTH Civil Appeal NO 1337 of 2006
(Wth office report)

Dat e: 24/02/2011 These appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE B. SUDERSHAN REDDY
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SURI NDER SI NGH NI JJAR

For Appell ant(s)
Tarun Gupta, Adv.
Bal raj Dewan, Adv.

==

For Respondent (s)
M. Ajay Pal, Adv.

S. S. Shamshery, Adv.
Jati nder Kumar Bhatia

==

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
The appeals are disnmissed in terns of the signed
order.
(Sukhbir Paul Kaur) (Renuka Sadana)
Court Master Court Master
(Signed Oder is placed on the file)
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO 1318 OF 2006
VEENA Appel | ant (s)
Ver sus
UNION OF | NDI A AND ORS. Respondent ( s)
Wil TH

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 1337 OF 2006



ORDER

The appel |l ants herein were appointed as Staff
Nurse (Class Il1l) on contract basis on a consolidated
salary of Rs.7,200/- per nonth for a period of six
months in the General Hospital, Sector 16, Chandigarh
subj ect to vari ous terns and condi tions

appoi nt ment s wer e made on t he basi s of

The

t he

recomendat i on of t he Depar t ment al Recr ui t nent

Sel ecti on Commi tt ee, Heal t h Depart nment, Chandi gar h

Admi ni stration. The Chandigarh Adm nistration vide its
deci sion dated 24th July, 2002 decided that the posts

of Staff Nurses were not required to be filled up by

direct recruitnent, and i nst ead t hr ough service

provi ders.

Aggri eved by t he sane, t he appel l ant s

approached the Tribunal and thereafter the High Court
seeking for their continuance in thezservice.
The Hi gh Court vi de its i mpugned
di smissed the Wit Petition on the ground that the
appel | ant was not a menber of t he service or
enpl oyee of the Administration
In the present appeals, |earned counsel for
t he appel I ants ur ged t hat t he deci si on of
respondents is highly arbitrary in its nature because
one contract enpl oyee cannot be replaced by anot her
contract enpl oyee. Learned counsel for the appellants
is right in making the subni ssion. However, no relief
could be granted to the appellants at this stage since
the appellants are stated to have been relieved from
the contract of service. W cannot issue any direction
now to re-appoint the appellants on contract basis.
For t he af oresai d reasons, t he appeal s

accordingly, stand dism ssed.

order

an

t he



.................... J.
( SURI NDER SI NGH NI JJAR)

New Del hi ,
February 24, 2011



