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| TEM NO. 66 COURT NO. 6 SECTI ON | VB

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).11150/2006

(From the judgenent and order dated 01/08/2005 in CW No. 17636/2003 of The

H GH COURT COF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

REKHA RANI Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA & ANR Respondent ( s)

Date: 22/01/2007 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE H. K. SEMA
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE B. SUDERSHAN REDDY
For Petitioner(s) M. P. Jauhar, Adv.
M. S.S. Jauhar, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. A ay Siwach, AAG

M. T. V. George, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng



ORDER

Leave granted.

Heard the parti es.

Appeal is allowed in terns of the signed order.

( Ravi P. Verma ) ( 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

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 330 COF 2007

[Arising out of SLP(C) No. 11150/ 2006]

REKHA RANI APPELLANT

)

Ver sus

STATE OF HARYANA & ANR RESPONDENT

(S

Leave granted.



Heard the parti es.

By t he i mpugned or der dat ed 29/ 10/ 2003, t he

appel lant’s service was term nated al ongwi t h Savita Devi ,

Savitri Devi , Sunita Rani and Raj kal i w. e.f. 31/ 10/ 2003

Prior to t he term nation, t hey were serving as Lady Soci al

Workers inparting training on adhoc basi s.

Savita Devi , Savitri Devi , Sunita Rani and Raj kal

preferred Gvil Wit Petition No.17567/2003. By an order

dat ed 23/ 09/ 2005, t he Di vi si on Bench of t he Hi gh Court

di sposed of the writ petition, inter ali a, t hat their servi ces

coul d not have been term nated as their services were to be

regul ari sed under t he policy deci si on of t he gover nnent

dat ed 03/ 10/ 2003 hol di ng t hat t hey have compl et ed t he

requisite period of service. Situated as such, the Hi gh Court

di sposed of t he Wit petition directing t he r espondent to

consi der t he case of t he petitioners. Pur suant to t he

af oresai d direction of t he Hi gh Court, t he r espondent

authority considered the cases of the wit petitioners and as

woul d appear in par a 6 of t he count er af fidavit of t he

respondent that in conpliance of the direction issued by the

Hi gh court t he services of t he petitioners wer e regul ari sed



w. e.f. 01/10/ 2003 vide order dated 13/01/ 2006

The appel | ant Rekha Rani al so preferred Wit

petition No.17636/ 2003 wherein the Hi gh Court disnissed

t he petition at t he t hreshol d hol di ng t hat t he Conmuni ty

Centre where the appellant was wor ki ng has been cl osed.

The order of term nation was issued by the respondent. As

al r eady noti ced, t he petitioners in Wit petition

No. 17567/ 2003 wer e wor ki ng al ongwi t h t he pr esent

appel I ant on adhoc basi s. They were term nated al ongwith
t he pr esent appel | ant w. e.f. 31/ 10/ 2003 on simlar
ci rcunst ances. The Wit petition filed by them has been

al | oned whereas the wit petition No. 17636/2003 filed by

the appellant herein was dism ssed at the threshold on the

ground that the Community Centre where the appell ant was

wor ki ng was cl osed.

In our view, in the facts and circunstances as recited

above, equal has been treated unequal | y. In view thereof,

the i mpugned order of the High Court is not sustainable in

| aw. It is, accordingly, set asi de. Thi s appeal is al | oned

The respondents are directed to consi der t he case of t he



appellant in line in which the cases of Savita Devi, Savitri

Devi, Sunita Rani and Rajkali were considered in terms of

the governnment policy and in terns of the direction passed

by t he Hi gh Court in Wit petition No. 17567/ 2003. W
al so clarify t hat this direction is confined to t he Wit
petition No. 17636/ 2003. e, further, make it cl ear t hat

the i ncunbents who have not preferred any wit petition as

in 2003 shal | not be entitled to simlar relief pur suant

t he or der of this Court whi ch has been passed in t he

pecul i ar facts and ci rcunst ances of this case. In ot her

words, this order shall not forma precedence

Appeal is allowed in the above terns.

( H K. SEMA)

New Del hi; J.

January 22, 2007. ( B. SUDERSHAN REDDY )

to



