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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.20063/2000
(From the judgenent and order dated 14/07/2000 in CAP 18078/ 98
of The HI GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)
MAHAVI R SI NGH Petitioner (s)
VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA & ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief)

Date : 24/08/2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE S. RAJENDRA BABU
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE BRI JESH KUVAR

For Petitioner (s) Ashok Agarwal , Adv.
Vi neet Sinha, Adv.

Raj ender Pd. Saxena, Adv.

s 555

For Respondent (s) Mahabi r Si ngh, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER
............ P
SP2
Leave granted.
The appeal is allowed in ternms of the signed order.
No order as to costs.
. SP1
(Meenu Set hi) (Om Prakash)
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



(Arisi

Cl VIL APPEAL NO. 5683 OF 2001@@
(666000000660000006606000000660000:
ng out of Special |eave petition(C) No. 20063/2000)

Mahavi r Si ngh ... Appel | ant

Ver sus

State of Haryana & Os. ... Respondent s

. SP1

Leave granted.

The appellant - Mhavir Singh was pronoted to the
post of a Driver fromthe post of a Peon in the year 1995.
Thereafter, <certain rules were franed in the year 1996
which provided for qualification for the post of Driver
stating that the candi date nust have passed at |east nmiddle
school examination with Hndi. On the basis that the
appel l ant does not possess qualification of mddle schoo
exam nation he was reverted to his original post. He
unsuccessfully filed Wit petition before the Hi gh Court.
Fact remains that when he was appointed in 1995 there was
no such rule in force requiring passing of mddle schoo
exam nati on. Hence the question of exam ning whether he
possesses the said qualification under the rul e, which cane
into force subsequently, will not be of any avail to the
respondents. This aspect was | ost sight of by the High
Court.ln that view of the matter we allow this appeal and

set aside the order nade by the Hi gh Court and hold that
the pronotion of the appellant to the post of Driver is in
or der. The appeal is allowed accordingly by setting aside
the order of the High Court and quashing the order of
reversion to the post of Peon. No order as to costs.

(BRI JESH KUMAR)

New Del hi ,
August 24, 2001.



