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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL No. 11785 /1996 @@
EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

Conmmr . Kendri ya V. Sangat han & Ors. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
Ani| Kumar Singh & Os. Respondent (s)

(Wth Appln.for intervention and directions and O R)

WTH C. A 11786/ 1998, SLP(C) 5184/ 1997(Wth appl n.for c/del ay
in filing SLP)

Date : 06.12.2000 This appeal was called on for hearing today. @@

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE G B. PATTANAI K
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVWAL

For Appellant (s) V. Gaurishankar, Sr. Adv
L. R Khat ana, Adv.

S. Raj appa, Adv.

s SSF

For the Respondent(s) S. B. Sanyal , Sr. Adv.

M . Prakash Srivastava and M s. Pradipti
Srivastava, Advs.

M. Shiv Sagar Tiwari, Adv.(N. P.)

M. Anil Srivastava, Adv. (N. P.)

UPON hearing counse, the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
........ e
. SP2
Del ay condoned in SLP.
The appeal s stand di sposed of.
The SLP stands disposed of in ternms of judgnent in
C. A No. 11785/ 1996.
. SP1
(Y.P.Dhanija) (Suneet Bal a Shar na) @@
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
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. 11785/ 1996@@
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Conmi ssi oner, Kendriya ... Appel l ants
V. Sangat han & O's.

Vs.

Ani| Kumar Singh & Os. ....Respondents

WTH C A No.11786/1996, SLP(C) 5184/ 1997@@
EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE
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The  enpl oyer Commi ssi oner Kendriya Vi dhal aya
Sangathan is in appeal against the judgnment of the Mdhya
Pradesh High Court in Wit Petition No. 782/1995 which was
upheld in appeal by the Division Bench. The respondents had
been appointed on contractual basis and just before the
expiry of the contractual period, they approached the High
Court with the prayer that their services should not be
termnated wuntil the posts are filled up by a process of
regular recruitment. The |earned Single Judge by his order
dated 6th April, 1995 di sposed of the Wit Petition foll ow ng
an earlier judgrment of the said Court in S. P.Upadhyay's case
directing that the Wit Petitioners should be allowed to
continue till the posts are filled up by process of regular
recruitnent, and those petitioners should be allowed to
compete with other candidates if they apply for selection and
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if they are otherwi se not disqualified. The H gh Court also
took additional care by indicating that the Wit Petitioners
cannot claim any additional advantage by virtue of their
experience by working for the contractual period. In the
aforesaid premses, we do not find any infirmty wth the
sai d judgnent of the High Court to be interfered with by this
Court. The  expression "if they are otherw se not
di squalified* would obviously nean they nust have the
necessary qualifications, as required, under the relevant
Rul es for being appointed as a Teacher and then they have to
conpete along with others for adjudication of their nerit for
bei ng appointed. The apprehension of the enployer that the
i mpugned judgrment directs condonation of the age is wholly
unf ounded.

In the aforesaid premses, we do not find any
justification for interference with the direction given by
Hi gh Court. Civil Appeals are accordingly dism ssed.

Since the appeals stand disposed of, the results of
the selection already made nmay be publi shed.

|.A 3-4: These are two applications for intervention
by 7 teachers, who had filed Wit Petitions before the High
Court and the High Court had given simlar direction as the
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one which the Conmi ssioner Kendriya Vidhalaya Sangathan
assailed in this Court which was the subject matter in C. A
11785/ 1996. Because of an interimdirection of this Court
dated 2.9.1996 staying the operation of the order by the High
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Court, it appears that after the period of contract was over
there has been no continuance of these intervenors. The

Intervenros had filed the applications for being inpleaded as
intervenors and to have the benefit of the judgment of this
Court in C.A  No.11785/1996 whi ch we have di sposed of today.
Since they are simlarly situated as the respondents in the
aforesaid Civil Appeal, the applications for intervention
stand al |l owed. We further direct our judgnent in C A No
11785/ 1996 woul d govern the case of these intervenors.

SLP(C) No. 5184/1997: Del ay condoned. @@
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Thi s is a Special Leave Petition by Kendriya
Vi dhal aya Sangathan. Special Leave Petition stands di sposed
of interns of the judgnent in C.A No. 11785/1996

....................... J.
(G B. PATTANAI K) @@
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
New Del hi, J. @@
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
Decenmber 06, 2000 (B. N. AGRAVWAL) @@
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