| TEM NO. 2 COURT NO. 6 SECTI ON XVI

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).10656/2004

(From the judgenent and order dat ed 23/ 03/ 2004 in MAT  No. 3528/ 2003
of The

H GH COURT OF CALCUTTA)

MAHADEB BHATTACHARYYA Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

HEADVASTER RABI NDRA S. VI DYANI KETAN & ORS Respondent (s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report )

(FOR FI NAL DI SPOSAL)

Date: 14/02/2007 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE H. K. SEMA

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. SUDERSHAN REDDY
For Petitioner(s) M. Chanchal Kumar Gangul i, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Pijush K Roy, Adv.

M. G Ramakrishna Prasad, Adv.



M. Avijit Bhattacharjee , Adv
M. Vikas Kr. Gupta, Adv.

M. Saunya Kundu, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Leave granted.

The appeal being devoid of nerit, we see no reasons to interfere.

Appeal stands dismissed in ternms of the signed order.

( Ravi P. Verma ) ( Anand Si ngh )

Court Master Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 761 OF 2007

[Arising out of SLP(C) No.10656/2004]

MAHADEB BHATTACHARYYA APPELLANT

(S

Ver sus



HEADMASTER, RABI NDRA RESPONDENT
SMRI Tl VI DYANI KETAN & (S

ORS.

ORDER

Leave granted.

Heard the parti es.

The appel | ant was wor ki ng as assi st ant Engl i sh

t eacher in Rabi ndr a Smriti Vi dyani ket an. By Board’s

resol ution dat ed 04/ 05/ 2002, a decision was taken to
institute a departnental enqui ry on ni ne grave char ges

I evel | ed agai nst t he appel I ant . Thereafter, t he appel | ant
was pl aced under suspensi on on 25/ 09/ 2002. The

appel | ant carried t he or der of suspensi on unsuccessful ly

before the single Bench and the Division Bench of the High

4
Court. Aggri eved t her eby, this appeal is filed by speci a
| eave.

The  school is gover nnent sponsor ed institution
(secondary). Rul es have been framed for Managenent of

Sponsored Institutions (Secondary), 1972. Rule 23 of 1972



Rul es enpower s t he Managi ng Conmittee to appoi nt, to
renove or disniss teachers and other enpl oyees. We are,
t heref ore, clearly of the view that t he power to renmove

di smiss al so includes the power to suspend.

The appeal being devoid of nerit, we see no reasons

to interfere. The appeal stands dism ssed.

( H K. SEMA)

New Del hi ;

February 14, 2007. ( B. SUDERSHAN REDDY )

or



