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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
CIVIL APPEAL NO. 805 OF 2004
N.  AYYAPPAN Appel lant (s)
VERSUS
K. V. THOVAS AND ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth office report)
WTH
ClVIL APPEAL NO 806 of 2004 (Wth office report)

Cl VIL APPEAL NO. 807 of 2004 (Wth office report)

Dat e: 23/09/2010 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE DALVEER BHANDARI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DEEPAK VERNA

For Appell ant(s)
(in CA 805/04)

L. Nageswara Rao, Sr. Adv.
E.MS. Anam Adv.

Fazl ur Anam Adv.

I. Abrar Ml Abdul | ah, Adv.
(in CA 806/04) V. Gri, Sr.Adv.
Jayant h Mut hur aj , Adv.
P. V. Di nesh, Adv.

G Prakash, Adv.

For Respondent (s) C.S. Rajan, Sr. Adv.
A. Raghunat h, Adv.
For UPSC Ranjit Kumar, Sr. Adv.

Bi nu Tant a, Adv.

For State of
Ker al a

D nesh Dwi vedi, Sr. Adv.
G Prakash, Adv.
V. Senthil, Adv.
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Ms. Malini Poduval , Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Heard the | earned counsel for the parties.

The i npugned judgnment is set aside and the appeals
are allowed in terns of the signed order. However, in the
facts and circunstances of these cases, the parties are
directed to bear their respective costs.



(A S. BISHT) (NEERU BALA VIJ)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER

(Signed order is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

aviL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 805 OF 2004
N. AYYAPPAN Appel | ant (s)
: VERSUS:
K. V. THOVAS AND ORS. Respondent ( s)

(WTH C. A Nos. 806/ 2004 and 807/ 2004)

ORDER

1. These appeal s have enmanated fromthe common

judgnment delivered on 20th March, 2003 by the High

Cour t of Ker al a at Er nakul am in O P. No. 1985 of
2003. The controversy in these appeals relates to

the sel ection and appoi ntnent of the appellants for

t he years of 2000 and 2001 (in G vil Appea
Nos. 805/ 2004 and 806/ 2004) , to t he I ndi an
Adni ni strative Service.

2. This Court by an interimorder passed on 5th

May, 2003 stayed the inpugned judgnent and by virtue

of the stay order the appellants have served for al

t hese years and now t hey have super annuat ed from
servi ce.
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3. M . Nageshwar Rao, | ear ned seni or counse
appeari ng on behal f of t he appel | ant in C A

No. 805/ 2004 has taken us to the inmpugned judgnent.
There are serious infirmties in t he i mpugned
j udgnent and for this reason t he same cannot be

sust ai ned.



4. Accordingly, t he i mpugned j udgnent is
asi de and the appeals are all owed. However, in the
facts and circunstances of these cases, we direct

the parties to bear their respective costs.

( DEEPAK VERMA)

New Del hi
Sept enber 23, 2010.
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