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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 2438 OF 2010

JOG NDER KUMAR Appel lant (s)
VERSUS
DELH SUBORDI NATE SERVI CES SELECTI ON BQARD Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay and prayer for interimrelief and
of fice report)

Dat e: 24/05/2012 Thi s Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE B. S. CHAUHAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DI PAK M SRA
( VACATI ON BENCH)
For Appellant(s) Mahabi r Si ngh, Sr. Adv.
Rakesh Dahi ya, Adv.
Ni khi | Jai n, Adv.
Gagan Deep Sharnm, Adv.
Preeti Singh, Adv.
For Respondent (s) S. Wasim A Qadri, Adv.
M P. S. Tomar, Adv.
B. V. Bal ram Das, Adv.
Ms. Anil Katiyar, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

In terms of the signed order, the appeal

is dismssed.

(O P. Sharma) (MS. Negi)
Court Master Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file)
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NQO(s). 2438 OF 2010

JOG NDER KUMAR ... Appel |l ant
VERSUS
DELHI SUBORDI NATE SERVI CES
SELECTI ON BOARD c. Respondent
ORDER
Thi s appeal has been preferred agai nst t he

i mpugned judgnment and order dated 19.5.2009 passed by the

Hi gh Court of Delhi at New Del hi in L.P.A No.238/ 2009 by



whi ch it has af firmed the judgnent and or der
17. 4. 2009 of | ear ned Singl e Judge passed in
Petition(Civil) No.8242/2009.
The grievance of the appellant had been that in

spite of the fact that 12 vacancies were advertised for
the post of Sanskrit Teacher by the respondent and the
appel | ant had done very fairly in t he sel ection
secur ed a very good position he had been deni ed
appoi nt nent .

In fact, the vacancies were advertised on 4.10.2003
and the exami nation for the sane was held on 29.2.2004.

Subsequently, appellant could not know anything about the
result. As per the docunents on record, only 2 vacancies

could be filled and a | arge nunber of candi dates whose
nane had initially been i ncl uded in t he list of
successful candi dates, were renoved fromthe list on the
ground that they belonged to the reserved category (0BQC)
but they were not residents of Delhi State.

The appel | ant made inquiries under the Right to
Informati on Act at a bel ated stage and approached the
Hi gh Court by filing the wit petition only in the year
2009. The | earned Single Judge as well as the Division
Bench of the High Court has dism ssed the case of the
appel lant only on the ground of delay and | atches without
entertaining the case on nerit.

M. Wasim A. Qadri, |earned counsel appearing for
the respondent Board has pointed out that subsequent to
the selection in question, three selections have al ready
been held and the unfilled vacanci es of the advertisenent
of 2003 stood re-advertised and even filled up

In view of the above, no relief can be granted to the

appel l ant at such a bel ated st age. The appeal | acks

merit and is accordingly dism ssed.

(Dr. B.S. CHAUHAN)

dat ed

Wit

and

t he



(DI PAK M SRA)
New Del hi ,
May 24, 2012



