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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VIL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 1862-1863 COF 2010

M P. STATE ELECTRI CI TY BOARD & ORS. ... APPELLA

NT( S)
VERSUS

SATYANARAYANA CHOUDHARY ... RESPOND

ENT(S)
W TH

C A No. 1849/ 2010, C A Nos. 1850- 1851/ 2010,

C A No. 1852/ 2010, C A Nos. 1853- 1854/ 2010,

C. A. Nos. 1855-1856/2010, C. A Nos. 1857-1858/2010,

C. A. Nos. 1859-1860/2010 and C. A. No. 1861/2010

ORDER
Heard | earned counsel for the parties.
The respondent s’ counsel raised t he pr

elimnary

question regarding the nmaintainability of these civi

appeal s on t he same ground t hat t hese ap
peal s by

speci al | eave petitions are filed by t
he sanme

appel l ants chal |l engi ng the order passed by the Division

Bench of the Hi gh Court dated 15.01.2007 in Wit Appea

No. 86 of 2006 af firmng t he order passed

by t he

| earned Single Judge. In the previous special |eave
Signature Not Verified

Digitally signed by petitions filed by the appellants questioning the very
Vi nod Kunar
Dat e: 2015.12.07

17:38:26 I ST
Reason:
same order of the Division Bench, referred to supra,
wher eby t he liberty was gi ven to t he appel I a
nts to
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question t he correctness of t he relief grant ed in

respect of 60% covered in Annexure P-5. The respondents

are the enpl oyees as nentioned in Annexure P-5. The



t he i mpugned order dat ed 15. 01. 2007 passed
Di vi si on Bench of t he Hi gh Court, t her ef or e,
appeal s are Iiable to be di smi ssed on this
al one.
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The civil appeal s are di smi ssed accordi ngly.
There shall be no order as to costs.
.( v G(PALA ..... A) ..........
ké:.A:.EtBbEj ..........
NEW DELHI
DECEMBER 3, 2015
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liberty was not granted in favour of the appellants to
question the correctness of the order if the order of
revi ew passed will be against them In these appeals,
the appel |l ants have questioned the correctness of the

order of the Division Bench of the H gh Court again in

t hese appeal s. The relief sought for in t he

Petitions is granted to the appellants.

Strong reliance is placed by |earned counsel for
the respondents on the judgnent of this Court in the
case of Vinod Kapoor vs. State of Goa & Ors., 2012

(12) SCC 378.

In view of the aforesaid judgnent of this Court,
t he prelim nary obj ecti ons rai sed by t he
counsel for the respondents that the appeals are not

mai ntai nable as the |iberty was not given to question
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G vil Appeal No('s) . 1862- 1863/ 2010

M P. STATE ELECTRI Cl TY BOARD & ORS. Appel | ant ('s)
VERSUS

SATYANARAYANA CHOUDHARY Respondent ( s)

W TH

C.A. No. 1849/2010
(Wth appln.(s) for inpleadnent and appln.(s) for directions and
appl n.(s) for exenption fromfiling OT. and )

C A Nos. 1850-1851/2010

C A No. 1852/2010

C A Nos. 1853-1854/2010

C A Nos. 1855-1856/2010

C A Nos. 1857-1858/2010

C A Nos. 1859-1860/2010 and
C A No. 1861/2010

Date : 03/12/ 2015 These appeals were called on for hearing today.

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE V. GOPALA GONDA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE S. A. BOBDE
For Appellant(s) S. K. Dubey, Sr. Adv.
B. S. Banthi a, Adv.
Sachi n Daga, Adv.
Bhaskar Roy, Adv.
Yogesh Tiwari, Adv.

U. N. Bhachawat, Sr. Adv.
Annam D. N. Rao, Adv.

A. Venkat esh, Adv.

Sudi pto S., Adv.

Vai shali R, Adv.

Anki t a Chadha, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

FFSSSS S5SSS

Ms. K. V. Bharathi Upadhyaya, Adv.

M. Sant osh Kumar, Adv.
M. Rajiv Ranjan M shra, Adv.
M. V. Sushant Gupta, Adv.
M . Musht ag Ahmad, Adv.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
The civil appeals are dismssed in ternms of the signed
or der. Consequently, t he appl i cations for i mpl eadnent

directions in Gvil Appeal No. 1849/2010 are al so di sm ssed.

(S. K. RAKHEJA) (MALA KUVARI SHARMA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(Signed order is placed on the file)

and



