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ITEM NO.25                   COURT NO.8             SECTION IVA

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

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil)....../2011
                                             CC 14062/2011

(From the judgement and order dated 17/01/2011 in      WA No.973/2010
of The HIGH COURT OF M.P AT JABALPUR)

STATE OF M.P.& ANR.                                   Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

KRISHNENDRA PRASAD MISHRA & ANR                   Respondent(s)
(With appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP,c/delay in refiling SLP)

Date: 02/09/2011    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE H.L. DATTU

For Petitioner(s)     None

For Respondent(s)

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

    Delay condoned.

    This petition is directed against judgment dated 17-01-2011

of the Division Bench of the Madhya Pradesh High Court whereby

the Writ Appeal preferred by the petitioners against the order

of the learned Single Judge allowing the writ petition filed by

respondent No. 1 was dismissed.

    In the first round, the case was passed over at the request

of some learned counsel. In the second round, no one appeared on

behalf of the petitioners.
                                             2

    Notwithstanding the above, we have carefully gone through

the record and are satisfied that the special leave petition is

liable to be dismissed because the petitioners have deliberately

omitted    to    place   on   record     the order    passed by      the learned

Single Judge whereby the answer sheets of respondent Nos. 1 & 2

were sent to Principal, Pandit Lajja Shankar Jha, Government

Model High School, Jabalpur for valuation by a competent teacher

of the school.



    Even        otherwise,    we   are    satisfied     with   the    conclusion

recorded by the learned Single Judge and the Division Bench on

the merit of respondent No. 1 vis-a-vis respondent No. 2 does

not suffer from any legal infirmity requiring interference under

Article 136 of the Constitution.

    The special leave petition is accordingly dismissed.

          (G.SUDHAKARA RAO)                          (PHOOLAN WATI ARORA)
            Court Master                                 Court Master


