FI TEM NO. 120 COURT NO. 3 SECTI ON XI V
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
CIVIL APPEAL NO(s). 2719 OF 2007
DAV COLLEGE MANAG NG COWM TTEE Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS
SURENDER RANA & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report )

Date: 03/02/ 2011 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.
CORAM : HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A. K. PATNAI K
For Appellant(s) M . Brijender Chahar, Sr. Adv.
M. K. R Anand, Adv.
Ms. Jyoti Chahar, Adv.
M Vi nay Garg, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Dr. |.B Gaur, Adv.
S.S. Nehra, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
The appeal is dismssed in terns of the signed
or der.
( Ravi P. Verma ) ( MS. Negi )
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. 2719 OF 2007

DAV COLLEGE MANAG NG COW TTEE ... APPELLANT
Ver sus
SURENDER RANA & ANR. RESPONDENTS
ORDER

The first respondent was appointed on 1.8.1996, as
St ore Keeper, on probation for a period of one year, by the
appel l ant, which runs a private unai ded school . He was
renoved fromservice on 1.7.1997 by giving a nonth's salary
in lieu of notice. The first respondent challenged his
r enoval by filing an appeal bef ore t he Del hi Schoo



Tri bunal. The said appeal was allowed on 15.1.2002 and the

or der of renoval was set aside on the ground that the
appel | ant had not t aken t he prior per ni ssi on of t he
Director of Education. The wit petition filed by the

appel I ant chal | engi ng the said order, was dism ssed by a

| earned single Judge of the H gh Court on 8.2.2006 and the

appeal filed by t he appel | ant was al so di smi ssed by
Di vi si on Bench on 30. 11. 2006. The said order is challenged

in this appeal by special |eave.

2. Rul e 105 of the Del hi School Education Rules, 1973
deal s with probation and prescribes t he period of
..... 2
-2 -
probati on. The second proviso to sub-Rule (1) of Rule 105

clearly provides that no term nation fromservice, of an
enpl oyee on probation shall be made by a school, other than

a mnority school, except with the previous approval of the

Di rector.

3. The appel | ant does not dispute the fact that it is

not a mnority school. Therefore, the second proviso to

Rul e 105(1) appl i es to t he or der of r enoval of first

respondent from service

4. In the circunstances, the orders of the Tribunal and

the H gh Court holding that the ternination w thout the

pr evi ous appr oval of t he Di rector under Rul e 105 was
illegal, does not call for interference. The appeal is
di smi ssed

...................... J.

New Del hi; e J.
February 03, 2011. ( A K PATNAIK )



