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Zil ey Singh Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS

Chairman, GB., CV.S., Delhi Univ. & Os. Respondent (s)
(Wth office report)

Date : 30/01/ 2003 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SH VARAJ V. PATIL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARI JI T PASAYAT

For Appellant (s)
Zil ey Singh-in-person

For Respondent (s)
M. A Mariarputham Adv.
Ms. Aruna Mathur, Adv.

UPON hearing parties the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The appellant-in-person resuned his arguments at
10. 35 a.m and concluded at 10.55 a.m Thereafter,
M . Mari ar put ham | earned counsel for the respondents, nmade his
submi ssion for about ten m nutes.

The civil appeal is disposed of wth costs of
Rs. 10, 000/ - on the appellant, in terns of the signed order.

. SP1
(N.  Annapur na) (Shelly Sen Gupta)
Court Master Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file.
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Zil ey Singh ... Appel | ant

Ver sus

Chai rman, Governi ng Body, Coll ege of

Vocational Studies, Delhi Univ. & Os. ... Respondent s
O R D E R@@
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Heard the appellant, party-in-person, and the

| earned counsel for the respondents.

The appellant was appointed as a clerk-cumtypist
on Cctober 10, 1979. His services were termnated on
Decenber 11, 1984 by the respondents on account of certain

irregularities. For the post which fell vacant on account
of term nation of services of t he appel I ant, an
adverti senent was made. Pur suant to the said

advertisenent, another candidate was appointed, after
sel ection, on August 11, 1986. The appellant nade a
representation, after a period of five years fromthe date
of termnation of his services, to the respondents. When
he did not get any favourable response, he filed a wit
petition, C WP.No.3517/1992, in the Hi gh Court. A |earned
Single Judge of the Hi gh Court disposed of the wit
petition declining to grant relief of reinstatenent,
however, directed that the appellant be paid his salary
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from the date of termnation of his services till the post
was filled wup, i.e., for the period between Decenber 11
1984 and August 11, 1986.

The appel | ant, aggrieved and not satisfied with the
order of the |learned Single Judge, filed L.P.A No.14/1994
before a Division Bench of the Hi gh Court which cane to be
di snmissed. He pursued the matter by filing a special |eave
petition in this Court which also net the sanme fate.
Thereafter, he filed a review petition which was also
di smi ssed. Not stopping at this, he had one nore round of
litigation by filing a wit petition, after exhausting the
renedy of review, but unsuccessfully. Thus, the relief
granted by the learned Single Judge in the wit petition
regarding paynment of wages/salary became final, so also
refusal of the relief of reinstatenent. The respondents
filed a separate L.P.A  against the very order of |earned
Singl e Judge made in Wit Petition No. 3517/ 1992
Unfortunately, the Division Bench of the High Court passed
an order allowing the L.P.A and dismssing Wit Petition
No. 3517/1992 finding fault with the order of the |earned
Single Judge that the wit petition ought not have been
entertained on the ground of delay and |l aches. This result
could have been avoided had only the Division Bench of the
H gh Court disposed of both the L.P.As. together, one
filed by the appellant and the other filed by the
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respondents. Be that as it may, since the order of the
| earned Single Judge passed in Wit Petition No.3517/1992
had attained finality after reaching this Court, the
Division Bench of the High Court, in our view, was not
ri ght and justified in passing the inpugned order
dismissing the wit petitioninits entirety.

Having heard the appellant and the | earned counse
for the respondents and | ooking to the facts and
circunstances of the case, we think it just and appropriate
to nodify the inpugned order so as to maintain consistency

with the earlier order passed. |In that, the order of the
| earned Single Judge made in Wit Petition 3517/1992 stands
restored.

Learned counsel for the respondents states that
some anount was deposited in the High Court pursuant to the
direction at the tine of granting interimstay. |If that be
so, the ampunt so deposited shall be adjusted while making
paynment of the anount pursuant to the order passed by
| earned Single Judge in Wit Petition No.3517/1992

The appeal stands disposed of in the above terns.

Before parting with the case, we nust place on
record that the appellant has nade irresponsi bl e statenents
in the affidavit and application naking allegations agai nst
the High Court and the Registry. Wen his attention was
drawn, he tenders unconditional apology and states that due
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to sone m sunderstandi ng, he made such statenents. W do
not wish to pursue this matter any further but, at the sane
time, we warn the appellant not to nmake such irresponsible
statenments in future.

In this view, we inpose costs of Rs.10,000/- on the
appel | ant . This anount also shall be adjusted from the
anount to be paid to himpursuant to the directions of
the | earned Single Judge.
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