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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No(s).11797/2007

(From the judgenent and order dated 28/05/2007 in WA No. 2026/ 2006

of The H GH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM

SABI AUGUSTI NE Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

JOSEPH ABRAHAM & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for directions,permssion to file additiona

docunents and prayer for interimrelief and office report ))

Date: 10/07/2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTICE G S. S| NGHV
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE RANJANA PRAKASH DESA
For Petitioner(s) M. V. Gri, Sr. Adv.
M. K. Rajeev, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Romy Chacko, Adv.

M. Ranjith K C. ,Adv
Ms. Liz Mathew , Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

This petition is directed against the judgnent of
the Kerala H gh Court, whereby the wit appeal filed by the
petitioner was di sm ssed and the order passed by the |earned

Si ngl e Judge quashing the decision taken by the Director of
2

H gher Secondary Education and the State CGovernnent in the
matter of appointnent on the post of Hi gher Secondary Schoo
Teacher in Political Science against the vacancy whi ch had
becone avail able on 15.07.2007 was uphel d.

At the commencenent of hearing, Shri Rony Chacko,
| earned counsel for respondent no.1l gave out that during the

pendency of the special |eave petition, the State Governnent



i mpl emented the direction given by the | earned Single Judge
and pronoted his client as H gher Secondary School Teacher
in Political Science with effect from11.03.2008 and in his
pl ace the petitioner was appointed as H gh School Assistant.
Shri Chacko further stated that his client has retired from
servi ce.

Shri V. Gri, |earned senior counsel appearing for
the petitioner did not contest the statenent nade by Shri
Chacko, but subnitted that despite her appoi ntnent on the
| ower post of Hi gh School Assi st ant with ef f ect
12.3.2008, the official respondents have not paid her salary
in the scale prescribed for that post.

Learned counsel appearing for the State of Keral a
submitted that salary was not paid to the petitioner because
she did not give her consent for being posted as H gh Schoo
Assi stant and her appoi ntment on that post was not approved.
However, she conceded that the petitioner had worked as High
School Assistant with effect from11.3.2008 till her re-

pronotion as Hi gher Secondary School Teacher in 2011

from

In view of t he statenents made by t he | ear ned

3

counsel and t he fact t hat r espondent no. 1 has al r eady

retired fromservice, we do not consider it necessary to
pronounce upon the correctness of the inpugned judgnent and

the order passed by the | earned Single Judge and di spose of

this petition as i nfructuous with t he direction to

of ficial respondents and t he nmanagenent of the school to pay
salary to the petitioner in the scale prescribed for the
post of H gh School Assistant till the date of her re-
pronotion as Hi gher Secondary School Teacher. The needful be
done within a period of three nmonths from today.

It is needless to say that the petitioner shall be

entitled to the benefit of continuity in service.

(Parveen Kr. Chaw a) (Phool an Wati Arora)
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