\ 2301 TEM NO. 61 COURT NO. 9 SECTI ON | VA

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).11504/2006

(From the judgenent and order dated 29/03/2004 in WA No. 4028/ 2003 of The

H GH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE)

STATE OF KARNATAKA & ANR Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

S. K HALAPPA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report )

Date: 19/02/2007 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE A. K. MATHUR
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DALVEER BHANDARI
For Petitioner(s) M. Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.

M. Anil K Mshra, Adv.

M. Vikrant Yadav, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. Grish Ananthanurthy, Adv.
Ms. Vaijayanthi Grish, Adv.

M. P.P. Singh, Adv.



UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Leave granted.

The appeal stands disposed of in terns of the signed order.

(K. K. Chaw a) (Anand Si ngh)

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

Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 838 OF 2007

[ARI SING QUT OF SLP(CIVIL) NO 11504 OF 2006]

STATE OF KARNATAKA & ANR. Appel | ant s

VERSUS

S. K. HALAPPA & ORS. Respondent s

ORDER

Leave granted.

e have per used t he order passed by t he Hi gh Court dat ed

29. 3. 2004 wher eby t he Di vi si on Bench has directed t hat Gover nient



wi || consider each case independently in accordance with law, within ten

weeks from today for regul ari sati on. Suffice it to say that Respondent

No.1l (herein) was appointed on a daily wages and he continued for quite

some time and thereafter he filed wit petition before the Hi gh Court for

regul ari sation on per manent basi s with al | consequenti al benefits.

Hi gh Court directed the State to consider the case of Respondent No.1l in

accordance with law and within 10 weeks. Aggri eved agai nst this order

the State is in appeal by way of special |eave petition

We have heard | ear ned counsel for t he parties and per used

record. In our view, the point involved in this appeal has been deci ded by

this Court in the case of Secretary, State of Karnataka and thers v. Uma

Devi (3) and ot hers, (2006) 4 scC 1. The regul ari sation has now
held to be bad in I aw But certain observations have been made in t he
af oresai d j udgnent. Therefore, in the fitness of things, we set aside the

order of the High Court and renit the matter back to the Hi gh Court for

fresh consi derati on in I'ight of t he law laid down in Um Devi’s

(supra).

The

t he

been

case



The appeal stands disposed of accordingly.

(A K. Mathur)

(Dal veer Bhandari)
New Del hi ;

February 19, 2007.



