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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

G vil Appeal No.5304 of 1997

S. PENCHALI AH Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

RAMA MURTHY & ORS. Respondent (s)

Date : 04/09/2003 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE S. N. VARI AVA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE H. K. SEMA

For Appellant (s) M. Bhagwan Das, Adv.
M. A Miarputham Adv.
Ms. Aruna Mathur, Adv. for
M s Arput ham Aruna & Co.
For Respondent (s)M. S. Udaya Kumar Sagar, Adv.
Ms. N. Annapoorani, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the appellant for ten m nutes.

The appeal is disnissed in terns of the signed order. There wll

(K. K. Chaw a)
Court Master

(Radha R Bhati a)
Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SEDI CTI ON

Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 5304 OF 1997

S. PENCHALI AH Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
RAMA MURTHY & ORS. Respondent (s)
ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the appellant.

be no order as to costs.



This appeal is only against a portion of the judgnment passed in a contenpt petition wherein it
is directed that a severe reprinmand be maintained in the record of the Appellant in respect o

f his conduct. It nust be nentioned that a punishnent of fine has been inposed on other respo
ndent s.

Earlier the High Court had held that the Appellant was not qualified and could not have been a

ppointed. In spite of such categoric findings, the Appellant was again appointed to act as te

acher. The Appellant al so accepted the appointnment knowing that it is already held that he cou

I d not be appoi nted.

In our view, the Hi gh Court has taken a very lenient viewin nerely stating that a severe repr

i mand be maintained in his records.

We see no reason to interfere. The appeal is disnmissed. There will be no order as to costs

..................... J.
(S.N. Variava)
..................... J.
(H K. Senmm)

New Del hi ;

Sept enber 4, 2003.



