| TEM NO. 103 COURT NO. SECTION XI'T A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 4214 OF 2003

A. P. PUBLI C SERVI CE COW SSI ON Appel I ant (s)

VERSUS

AKULA SHAI K AHVED & ORS. Respondent ( s)

WTH G vil Appeal NO 4215-4225 of 2003
(Wth appln.(s) for directions and with prayer for interimrelief and office report)
Cvil Appeal NO 6229-6230 of 2004

(Wth office report)

Date: 20/07/2006 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE H. K. SENVA

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A K. MATHUR

For Appellant(s)

M. @Quntur Prabhakar, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

M. P.S. Narasimha, Adv.

M. Sridhar Potaraju, Adv.



M. Avijeet K Lala, Adv.
M. Shriram P. Mirthy, Adv.

MS. P.S.N. & Co., Adv.

M. P.S. Narasinha, Adv.
M. Sridhar Potaraju, Adv.

M. John Mat hew, Adv.

M. M Srinivas R Rao, Adv.

Ms. Neeru Vaid, Adv.

M. G Ramakrishna Prasad, Adv.

M. B. Suyodhan, Adv.

M. Ranjit Kumar, Sr. Adv.

M. T.V. Ratnam Adv.

M. K. Subba Rao, Adv.

M. Y. Raja Copala Rao, Adv.

Ms. D. Bharathi Reddy, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Cvil Appeal Nos. 4214/2003, 4215-4225/2003

These appeal s are devoid of merit and are,

di sm ssed in

terns of the signed or der. Parties are asked to bear
costs. Interim

orders stand vacat ed.

Cvil Appeal Nos. 6229-6230 of 2004

accordi ngly,

their

own



The i nmpugned orders of A P. Adm nistrative Tribunal dated 6.9.2002 and the

Hi gh Court or der dat ed 27.1. 2004 are set asi de. These appeal s
are al | owed in

terns of the signed order. No order as to costs.

( RAVI P. VERMA ) ( ANAND S
I NGH )
Court Master Court M
aster
[ Signed order is placed on the file]
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I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 4214 OF 2003
A. P. PUBLI C SERVI CE COW SS|I ON APPELL
ANT( S)
Ver sus
AKULA SHAI K AHVED & ORS. RESPON
DENT( S)
W TH

ClVIL APPEAL NOS. 4215-4225/2003

ORDER



Havi ng heard the | ear ned counsel for t he parties, we  see
easons to

interfere in t he wel |l -nmerited and concurrent findi ngs r ecor ded by t he Andh
ra
Pradesh Adm nistrative Tribunal and confirmed by the H gh Court. These appeals
are devoid of nerit and are, accordingly, dism ssed. Parties are asked to bear their
own costs. Interimorders stand vacated.
............................ J.
( H K SEMA)
New Del hi; J.
July 20, 2006. ( A K MATHUR )
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I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 6229-6230 OF 2004
A. P. PUBLI C SERVI CE COW SSI ON APPELLANT( S)
Ver sus
N. VENKATA MURALI KRI SHNA & ORS. RESPONDENT( S)

ORDER

The challenge in these two appeals is to the order dated 6.9.2002 in O A



No. 6906/ 2001 & O A. No. 9501/2001 of the A.P. Adnministrative Tribunal and High

Court order dated 27.1.2004 in WP. No.24284/2002 and 24354/ 2002 affirming the

order of the A/P. Adnministrative Tribunal. Briefly stated the facts are as foll ows.

_ An adverti senent was i ssued on 19.2.1994 by t he A P. Public Se
rvice
Conmi ssion for filling up various posts in Goup-l services in the State of Andhra
Pr adesh. Anerit list was prepared on 23.2.1996 and the sel ected candi dates were
apppinted in t he respective posts as per Rul e 6 of t he A P. Public S
ervice
Commi ssion Rul es, 1988, which reads as under: -
"The ranking list prepared by the Commi ssion for selection in a
direct recruitnent shall remain in force for a period of one year
from the date on which the selection list is publ i shed on th
e
Noti ce Board of the Commission or till the publication of the new
5
sel ection Iist whi chever is earlier. The Conmi ssi on may sel ect
candi dat es from the r anki ng list in force in pl ace of t hose
who
relinquish the selection or who do not join duty within the tine
gi ven and al so new requi sitions (sent by appointing authorities).
However, t he Commi ssi on shal | have the right to freeze any
ranking list for reasons.”
A waiting list was pr epar ed whi ch was in force for one year from the



dat e of

publication of the nerit list. The waiting list, therefore, expired on 22.2.1997. The

respondents filed O A No. 9501/ 2001 and O A No. 6906/ 2001 bef ore t he A P.

Adm ni strative Tribunal praying, inter alia, that they may be appointed to the posts

as their names were in the panel of the waiting list. The prayer was allowed by the

Tri bunal . Aggri eved t her eby, t he appel | ant preferred a wit petition bef or
e t he

H gh Court which was disnissed by the inpugned order. Hence the present appeal

Undi sput edl v, t he respondent s filed t he petition only in 2001 f
or a

direction to appoint themas they were wait-1isted candidates. As al ready noti ced,

that waiting list was only for a period of one year and the sane stand expired on

22.2.1997. In catena of decisions of this Court, it is consistently held that once the

waiting list has expired the only way is to readvertise the posts so as to attract better

tal ents. It is al so consi stently hel d by this Court t hat once wai ting
list expires it
cannot be extended by issuance of wit of nandanus. In this view of the matter

both the A.P. Adnministrative Tribunal and the High Court erred in lawin giving a

direction for appointing the respondents to the posts on the basis of the waiting |ist.

The i nmpugned orders of A P. Adm nistrative Tribunal dated 6.9.2002 and

the H gh Court order dated 27.1.2004 are accordingly set aside. These appeals are

allowed. No order as to costs.



( H K. SEMA)

New Del hi; e J.

July 20, 2006. ( A K. MATHUR )



