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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The contenpt petition is disposed of in terms of
si gned order.
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TI LAK RAJ ... PETI TI ONER
VERSUS

ARUN KUVAR GUPTA & ORS. ... RESPONDENTS

We have heard | earned counsel for the parties at |ength.

Wthout nentioning the factual background in detail,
suffice it is to state that the State of Haryana has appointed
" CQuest Teachers’ without follow ng regular recruitment procedure
and these teachers have been allowed to continue. Thei r
appoi ntment and continuation became the subject matter of
certain proceedings which landed in this Court as well.

In those matters, order dated 30th March, 2012 was passed
with the follow ng directions:
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"7. Having heard the learned Attorney General for
India, M. Subramanium and M. Vishwanathan, |earned senior
advocates, for the parties and also keeping in nind the
submi ssi ons nade by M. Vishwanathan, that the intention of
the Division Bench of the High Court was that no further
appoi ntments of ' Guest Teachers’ should be nade after 1st
April, 2012, and that the vacancies should be filled up by
posti ng and reposting teachers in t he di fferent
institutions, we feel that the two things should really be
kept separate, notw thstandi ng the apprehension voiced by
M. Vi shwanathan, that this could lead to continuance of
appoi nt mrent of ' Guest Teachers’.



8. We nake it very clear that as directed by the
Di vi sion Bench of the High Court, no fresh appointnents of
"Quest Teachers’ wll be nmade from 1st April, 2012
However, since students also cannot be nade to suffer on
account of the delay in the appointnent of regul ar
teachers, we direct that the exercise indicated in the
schene, nust be conpleted within the time specified in the
schenme and no further extension or deviation therefromwll
be permtted.

9. Till then, the 'Guest Teachers’ may be allowed to
continue to function, as they have been doing so far."

It is the violation of the aforesaid directions, which is
all eged by the petitioner in the present Contenpt Petition. It
is his plea that in spite of direction given in the aforesaid
order
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dated 30th March, 2012 to the State of Haryana to rmake
appoi ntments of teachers on regular basis, the State through its
officers who are arrayed as respondents/contemors in the
present petition are dilli dallying the nmatter wth sole
intention to continue with the engagenent of ’'GQuest Teachers’' in
t he meanti ne.

It is further argued that it has happened even when
specific direction was given that exercise for appointnent of
regul ar teachers shall be conpleted as indicated in the Schene
and no further extension or deviation would be permitted.

The matter cane up fromtine to time for hearing. The
Haryana School Teachers Sel ection Board (hereinafter referred to
as "the Board") is the authority which has to wundertake the
process of meking selections and on the recomendation of the
Board, Governnent is to make the appointments

Though some officers of Haryana State Public Service
Conmi ssion have also been inpleaded as contemors, it is
accepted at the bar that the Haryana State Public Service
Conmi ssion has no role in making selections of the schoo
t eachers.
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The Chairman and Secretary of the Board are arrayed as
contemors Nos. 8 and 9. An additional affidavit dated 6th



February, 2014 is filed on behalf of these respondents Nos. 8
and 9. In this affidavit, it is explained that insofar as the
Board is concerned, it has already undertaken and conpleted the
sel ection process. However, the respondents are not able to
make t he appoi ntnment on the basis of the selection nade by the
Board in view of stay order granted by the Hi gh Court of Punjab
& Haryana on 23rd Cctober, 2013 in sone wit petitions pending
before it.

Having regard to the aforesaid facts, we are of the
opinion that no further orders/directions are required to be
passed in the matter, except clarifying that the appointnments of
the candi dates, which are stated to have been already selected
by the Board, shall be nade once the enbargo contained in the
Hi gh Court’s order dated 23rd October, 2013 is Ilifted. e
i mpress upon and request the H gh Court to decide the said wit
petitions as expeditiously as possible.
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We further nake it clear that all future selection shal
be made in accordance with the Schene indicated in the affidavit
dated 19th March, 2012 of Surina Rajan, Financial Conmi ssioner &
Principal Secretary to CGovernnment of Haryana, School Education
Department, Chandigarh filed in CWP. No.7121 of 2010 before
the Hi gh Court.

The contenpt petition is disposed of in the above terns.
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