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               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                        RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

  Civil Appeal Nos.8295-8298 of 1995 @@
  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

  State of Punjab & Anr.                                Appellant (s)

                                Versus

  Prem Lata Katyal & Ors.                               Respondent (s)

( With appln. for ex-parte stay and Office Report )
  WITH

  CA.Nos.7988-7990/1996 - With Office Report,@@
  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
  CA.Nos.7981-7987/1996 - With appln. for ex-parte stay & O/R@@
  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
  CA.No.2740/2001 - With appln. for substitution of L.Rs. of the@@
  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
  deceased respondent and substituted service@@
  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
  CA.No.8300-8301/1995 - With Office Report@@
  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
  CA.No.........@ SLP(C)No.1238/96 - With appln. for c/delay in@@
  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
  filing SLP and stay@@
  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
  CA.No.......@ SLP(C)4058/96 - With appln. for substitution to bring@@
  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
  on record the LRs. of deceased Respondent Nos. 74 & 29 and for@@
  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
  setting aside the abatement/c/delay in filing substitution appln.@@
  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
  CA.No.......@ SLP(C)15214/97 - With appln. for c/delay in filing@@
  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
  substitution appln.@@
  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
  CA.Nos..........@ SLP(C)20127-28/96 - With appln. for exemption@@
  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
  from filing O.T. and appln. for deletion of the name of LR.No.2 of@@
  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
  deceased respondent No.115 in SLP(C)No.20127/1996@@
  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

Dated:  30/04/2003:  Thess matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM:

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DORAISWAMY RAJU
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE D.M. DHARMADHIKARI

  For Appellant (s)     Mr. Atul Nanda, Addl.Adv.Gen.Punjab
                        Mr. RS. Suri, Adv.

  For Respondent (s)    Mr. AK. Ganguli, Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. PN. Puri, Adv.

                        Mr. Naveen Singh, Adv.
                        Ms. Minakshi Vij, Adv.



                        Mr. Sanjay Sarin, Adv.
                        Ms. Deep Shikha, Adv.
                        Mr. Ashok Mathur, Adv.

                        M/s RK. Kapoor, BR. Kapoor,
                        MK. Verma, SK. Khatri, Advs.
                        Mr. Anis Ahmad Khan, Adv.

                        Mr. RD. Upadhyay, Adv.

                        Mr. Rao Ranjit, Adv.
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                UPON hearing Counsel the Court made the following
                                  O R D E R@@
                                  BBBBBBBBB

........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T....J

.SP2
                Delay condoned.
                substitution allowed.
                Application   for  deletion  of   the  name  of  legal
        representative   No.2  of  deceased   respondent   No.115   in
        SLP(C)No.20127 of 1996 is allowed.
                Leave granted.
                The appeals are dismissed.  No costs.
.SP1

        (S.Thapar)                                (Sarojini Malkani) @@
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
      PS to Registrar                            Assistant Registrar@@
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

                The signed order is placed on the file.
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L.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T....R
                    IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                     CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                 CIVIL APPEAL NOS. 8295-8298 OF 1995@@
                 CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

  State of Punjab & Another                             Appellant (s)

                                Versus

  Prem Lata Katyal & Others                             Respondent (s)

  WITH CA.Nos.7988-7990/1996,7981-7987/1996,2740/2001,8300-8301/1995,@@
  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
  CA.No.........@ SLP(C)No.1238/96, CA.No.......@ SLP(C)4058/96,@@
  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
  CA.No.......@ SLP(C)15214/97, CA.Nos..........@ SLP(C)20127-28/96@@
  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

                              O R D E R@@
                              CCCCCCCCC

........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T....J

.SP2
                SLP(C)Nos.1238/96,4058/96,15214/97,20127-28/96.@@
                CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
                Delay condoned.
                Substitution allowed.
                Appln.   for  deletion  of  the name  of  L.R.No.2  of
        deceased  respondent  No.115  in  SLP(C)No.20127  of  1996  is
        allowed.
                Leave granted.

                C.A.Nos.  7988-7990/1996,  7981-7987/1996,  2740/2001,@@
                CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
        8300-8301/1995,        CA.No..............@  SLP(C)No.1238/96,@@
        CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
        CA.No.......@  SLP(C)4058/96, CA.No.........@  SLP(C)15214/97,@@
        CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
        CA.Nos..........@ SLP(C)20127-28/96.@@
        CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

                Substitution allowed.
                Heard  Mr.   Atul Nanda, learned  Additional  Advocate
        General,  for  the appellants and the learned  senior  counsel
        appearing for the respondents.
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                Though  elaborate  submissions  have been  made  after
        making extensive reference to the historical background of the



        problems   in   these   appeals  and  the   various   judicial
        pronouncements  governing the matters under consideration,  in
        our  view, the issues involved for determination stood already
        finally  and  firmly  settled by the decisions of  this  Court
        reported  in  State  of Punjab and Another Vs.   Kirpal  Singh@@
                      CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC       CCCCCCCCCCCCC
        Bhatia  &  Others [1975 (4) SCC 740], Punjab Higher  Qualified@@
        CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC                     CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
        Teachers  & Others Vs.  State of Punjab & Others [1988 (2) SCC@@
        CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC      CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC              
        407],  Chaman Lal & Others Vs.  State of Haryana [1987 (3) SCC@@
               CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC      CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC              
        113]  and  Wazir Singh, JBT Teacher and Others Vs.   State  of@@
                   CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC       CCCCCCCCC
        Haryana  through Its Secretary, Education Department &  Others@@
        CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
        [1995  SUPP.(3) SCC 697].  In the light of the principles laid
        down  therein,  no exception whatsoever can be taken,  in  our
        view,  to  the decision arrived at in all these cases  by  the
        High  Court.   We see no merit in these appeals.  The  appeals
        shall stand, therefore, dismissed.  No costs.

.SP1

                                           ..........................J
                                           (Doraiswamy Raju)

        New Delhi,                         ..........................J
        April 30, 2003                     (D.M. Dharmadhikari)


