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SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.11982/1998

(From the judgenent and order dated 18/05/1998 in WP 12630/ 97

of The HI GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

HARI SH KUVAR Petitioner (s)

VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS Respondent (s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief)
( For Final Disposal )

W th SLP(C)No. 14628/ 1998, SLP(C) No. 16875/ 1998, SLP( C) No. 17637- 17638/ 1998

Date : 17/11/2000 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE A.P. M SRA
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE DORAI SWAMY RAJU

For Petitioner (s)

SLP(c) No. 11982/ 98: M. Shree Pal Singh, Adv.
SLP(c) Nos.17637-38 M . Neeraj Kumar Jain, Adv.
of 1998: M . Adi tya Kumar Chaudhary, Adv.

M . Bhar at Si ngh, Adv.

M . A. P. Chhabr a, Adv.

M . Ugra Shankar Pd., Adv.
SLP(c) No. 14628/ 98: M . Praveen Jai n, Adv.

M . Raj esh Tyagi, Adv.

Dr . Apar na Bhar dwaj , Adv.
For Respondent (s)
in SLP(c) No. 16875 Ms. Hal i da Khat un, Adv.
of 1998 & petnr. in M . Abdus Sattar, Adv.
SLP(c) No. 11982/ 98: M. V. Sridhar Reddy, Adv.
SLP(c) No. 11982/ 98: M. Goodwill Indeevar, Adv.

SLP(c) No.11982/98 & Ms.K. Sarada Devi, Adv.
SLP(c) No. 14628/ 98:

SLP(c) No. 16875/ 98: M. Mahabir Singh, Adv.

SLP(c) Nos.17637-38 M . Prem Mal hotr a, Adv.
of 1998:
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

S.L.P.(c) Nos.11982 & 16875/1998: @@
660000006606 0600006606000006606000000;

Leave granted. The appeals are allowed in ternms of
the signed order with no order as to costs.

S.L.P.(c) Nos. 14628 &17637-38/1998: @@
6E0000006066000000660606000006606000000;

List these matters for final disposal in February,
2001.

(S. Sarangi) (V. P. Tyagi)
Court Master Court Master

Signed order is placed on the file.

I'N THE SUPRLEME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 6498 OF 2000@@
CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCeeeeeeee
(Arising out of S.L.P.(c) No.11982 of 1998)

Hari sh Kumar ... Appellant
Ver sus
State of Haryana & Os. - Respondent s
WI T H:

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 6499 COF 2000@@
(6606000000600 00000060000000000000
(Arising out of S.L.P.(c) No.16875 of 1998)

O R D E R@@

Leave granted in both the Special Leave Petitions.
Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

Both the appellants claimthat the selection made in
pursuance to the advertisenent dated 30.11.1996 on the ten
posts of Additional Ahlnmads by the District & Sessions Judge,
as per their merit list, they ought to have been selected.
Initially some of the petitioners challenged the very sel ection
on various grounds through a wit petition. H gh Court held
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appoi ntment of respondent Nos.3 to 12 in the wit petition
12360 of 1997 except respondent Nos.6 and 12 was validly rmade
and ot her appointnents,viz. fromrespondent Nos.13 to 23 being

2
in excess to the posts advertised not validly nade. Hence
their appointnments falling wunder this was quashed. Bei ng

aggrieved by this order of the Hi gh Court, the appell ants have
preferred these aforesaid appeals. For the purpose of disposa
of these two appeals, we are not entering into the nerits for
the reasons which are recorded hereunder

When the matter was taken up earlier on 3.11.2000 we
passed the foll ow ng order:
" Learned counsel appearing for
District Judge states that confusion
has arisen on account of there being
three Rakesh Kumar. He would like to
file a short affidavit specially to
clarify this and with reference to the
claim of Harish Kumar . Both are
petitioners, one is in SLP(c)
No. 16875/98 and anot her in SLP(c)
11982/98. He may file the same within
one week. List all these matters on
17t h Novenber, 2000."

There seens to be sone dispute regardi ng Rakesh Kunar
3

as there are three Rakesh Kunar in the list prepared of the
candi dates who have secured 10 or above narks in the objective
type test conducted for the recruitnent to the posts of
Addi tional Ahl mad.

In pursuance to this order dated 3.11.2000, an
affidavit has been filed by the District & Sessions Judge. The
fact which energes fromit, is that the appellant-Harish Kumar
is found to be at serial No.2 while the appell ant-Rakesh Kumar
is at serial No.7. |In pursuance to the said affidavit, they
are wthin the qualified list for appointnent. W t hout
entering into other questions which nmay be involved in the
appeals, in view of the said affidavit we direct that so far as
these appellants, if they have yet been not appointed, they are
entitled to be appointed fromthe due date when they ought to
have been appointed i.e. when others were appointed.

Wth the aforesaid direction, we allow these two
appeals with no order as to costs.

Sdf -

...................... J.

(A.P. Msra)

Sd/ -

...................... J.
New Del hi , ( Dor ai swany Raj u)

Novenber 17, 2000.



