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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 2514 OF 2002
J. E. DAWSGON ... APPELLANT
VERSUS
NATI ONAL MUSEUM & CRS
RESPONDENTS

ORDER

Heard the parti es.

The controversy involved in this appeal is with regard to the
pronotion fromthe post of Deputy Keeper(Archaeol ogy) to the post of
Cur at or/ Keeper (Archaeol ogy). Under the Rules the post of Deputy
Keeper (Archaeol ogy) is a feeder post for pronotion to the post of

Cur at or/ Keeper (Archaeol ogy). Under the relevant recruitnment rules

t he requisite qualification is five years serving as Deput y

Keeper ( Ar chaeol ogy) .

The question raised in this appeal is, as to whether the
appel I ant possessed requisite qualification for the pronotion to the
post of Curator/Keeper(Archaeol ogy). Undisputed facts are that the
appel | ant was appoi nt ed as Deput y Keeper ( Ar chaeol ogy)
01.04.1992. He was pronoted to the post of Curator/Keeper
(Archaeol ogy) on 22.06. 1999.

The Rul es clearly provi des t hat for t he post
2

Keeper ( Archaeol ogy) the appointnent is nade by way of pronotion
failing which by direct recruits. The Tribunal also found that the
requisite qualification is five years in the grade. The Tribunal has
al so recorded a finding that the respondent was not Deputy
Keeper (Archaeol ogy) and, therefore, he is not entitled to be pronoted
to the post of Curator/Keeper (Archaeol ogy).
The appel | ant was appoi nt ed as Deput y
Keeper (Archaeol ogy) with effect from 01.04.1992 and he was
pronoted to the post of Curator/Keeper(Archaeol ogy) on 22.06.1999.

We are of the view that the appellant has possessed requisite
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qualification of five years in the grade.

In that view of the matter, the conclusion recorded by the
H gh Court and the Tribunal that the appellant did not possess
requisite qualification is clearly erroneous and is accordingly set

asi de. The appeal is allowed. No costs.

............................ J.
( MARKANDEY KATJU )
NEW DELHI ,
FEBRUARY 21, 2008.
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M. Lalit Srivastava, Adv.
M. B.V. Bal aram Das , Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Heard the parti es.
The concl usion recorded by the Hi gh Court and the
Tribunal that the appellant did not possess requisite qualification is
clearly erroneous and is accordingly set aside. The appeal is allowed
in terns of the signed order. No costs.

( PAVAN KUVAR) ( ANAND SI NGH)



COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(signed order is placed on the file)



