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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).4838/2009

(From the judgenent and order dated 21/08/ 2008 in WP No. 23700/2005
of The H GH COURT OF A. P AT HYDERABAD)
CH. CHI NNA BABU Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
M VEERA REDDY & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln. for vacating stay and office report)
(For final disposal)

W TH SLP(C) NO 22899 of 2009
(Wth office report)

SLP(C) NO. 22900-22902 of 2009
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

SLP(C) NO. 23206-23208 of 2009
(Wth appln.for c/delay in filing SLP and office report)

SLP(C) NO 4837 of 2009
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Date: 28/07/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE P. SATHASI VAM
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE H. L. GOKHALE

Al taf Ahned, Sr. Adv.
A. Ranmesh, Adv.
Prom | a, Adv.

For Petitioner(s)
SLP( C) Nos. 4838/ 09:
& 4837/ 2009

SLP. 23206- 23208/ 09 R Venkat aramani, Sr. Adv.
V. Sridhar Reddy, Adv.
T.N. Rao, Adv.

SLP. 22900- 22902/ 09 R. Venkat aramani, Sr. Adv.
A. Ranesh, Adv.

Sant hana Lakshmi, Adv.

A. Venayagam Bal an, Adv.
SLP. No. 22899/ 2009 P. Vi shwanat ha Shetty, Sr. Adv.
A. Ranmesh, Adv.

G Madhavi, Adv. (AC
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For Respondent (s) T. Surya Karan Reddy, Adv.
R Sant han Karishnan, Adv.
Praveen K. Pandey, Adv.
C.S.N. Mbhan Rao, Adv.
C. K Sucharita, Adv.

I . Venkat anarayana, Sr.Adv.
G N. Reddy, Adv.
C. Kannan, Adv.
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M. T.V.George, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng



ORDER
Hear d | ear ned seni or counsel for t he
petitioners as well as for respondents.

I nsofar as SLP(C) Nos. 4838 of 2009 and 4837
of 2009 are concer ned, M. Al't af Ahned | ear ned
seni or counsel fairly states that the petitioner has
al ready approached the Andhra Pradesh Adm nistrative
Tribunal by filing O A No.7243 of 2001 in terns of
t he i nmpugned order of the Hi gh Court dated 21st
August, 2008 in WP. No.23700 of 2005.

Insofar as in SLP (C) Nos.22900-22902 of 2009

are concer ned t he petitioners therein wer e not
parties before the High Court in wit petition filed

by the Governnment of Andhra Pradesh. Lear ned seni or
counsel M. R Venkataramani states that the clains

of t hose petitioners wer e not agitated and

consi dered by the Hi gh Court.

The petitioners in SLP (C) Nos.23206-23208 of
2009 state that their petitions were di sposed of by
t he Hi gh Court foll owi ng t he deci si on in
W P. No. 22590 of 2002 dated 21st August, 2008.
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In SLP (C) No. 22899 of 2009, in which M. P.
Vi swanat ha Shetty | earned seni or counsel appears, it
is not in di spute t hat t he petitioners wer e not
parties ei t her bef ore t he Hi gh Court or bef ore
Tri bunal

The princi pal claim of t he petitioners is
concer ni ng fixation of their correct seniority.
After going into their grievance, factual details,
various Governnent Orders (G Gs) and the reasoning
of the decision of the H gh Court, we are of the
view that the proper course for the petitioners is
to nove the Tribunal by filing Oiginal Applications
for t hat pur pose. Accordingly, whil e seeki ng
perm ssion to withdraw the special |eave petitions,
| ear ned seni or counsel representing t hem seek
specific directions fromthis Court to the Tribuna
to consider their respective clains concerning their
seniority wi t hout reference to t he deci si on
r ender ed by t he Hi gh Court in t hat behal f in
W P. No. 22590 of 2002 etc. Wi | e accepting this
prayer, we nake it clear that when such Oi gi nal
Appli cations are filed and consi der ed by t he
Tri bunal , t he regul ari zation of t he respondent s
i.e. M Veer a Reddy and ot hers shal | not be
di st urbed. The Tri bunal is, however , free to
consider the clains of these petitioners with regard
to their seniority and other aspects not considered
and adj udi cated by the Hi gh Court.

Wth the above clarification, we pernit the
petitioners to wi t hdr aw al | t he speci al | eave
petitions with liberty to nove t he Tri bunal as
observed above. The petitioners who have not filed
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their Oiginal Applications.béfore the Tribunal, are
granted four weeks tinme fromtoday to avail such



r enedy. If such petitions are filed, the Tribunal
is directed to consider the aspects nentioned above

and di spose of the sane on nerits after affording
opportunity to all the parties concerned within a
period of six nmonths fromthe date of presentation

of their Original Applications.

The special |eave petitions are disnissed as
wi t hdrawn accordingly.

In view of the fact, t hat this Court has
granted interimorder while issuing notice in these
petitions, we direct bot h parties to mai ntai n
status-quo as of now till final order is passed in
these Original Applications.
[ Usha Bhardwaj ] [ Savita Sainani ]

Court Master Court Master



