@1 TEM NO. 203 COURT NO. 9 SECTI ON XV

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s). 2452-
2453/ 2009

(From the judgenent and order dated 17/09/2007 in DBCSA No.
992/ 1997 and judgnent and order dated 16.9.2008 in DBCRP No. 147 of
2008 of The H GH COURT OF RAJASTHAN AT JAI PUR)

AM LAL KULHERI Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF RAJASTHAN & ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and prayer for interim
relief and office report ))
(For final disposal)

Dat e: 08/03/ 2010 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. SUDERSHAN REDDY
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SURI NDER SI NGH NI JJAR

For Petitioner(s)
M. T.S. Doabia, Sr.Adv.(Appeared but
Ms. Sunita Sharma, Adv. appearance slip not
gi ven)

For Respondent (s)
Dr. Mani sh Singhvi, AAG
M. Devanshu Kumar Devesh, Adv.
M. MIlind Kumar, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Del ay condoned.

Leave granted.

These appeal s are disposed of in ternms of the
si gned order.

No order as to costs.

(Sukhbir Paul Kaur) (Vi jay Dhawan)
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 NOS. 2291-2292 OF 2010
(Arising out of S.L.P.(C Nos.2452-2453 of 2009)

AM LAL KULHERI Appel I ant (s)
Ver sus

STATE OF RAJASTHAN & ORS. Respondent ( s)



ORDER

We have heard | earned counsel for the parties.
Del ay condoned.
Leave granted.
These appeal s by special |eave are directed
agai nst the judgment and order dated 17.9.2007 in D.B.
G vil Special Appeal (wit) No.992 of 1997 and judgnent
and order dated 16.9.2008 in D.B. Civil Review Petition
No. 147 of 2008 passed by the High Court of Judicature
for Rajasthan at Jai pur Bench, Jai pur
Lear ned Singl e Judge di sposed of t he Wit
Petition filed by t he appel | ant directing
regul arisation of the services of the appellant with
effect from 21st Septenber, 1985.
On appeal preferred by the State, the Division
Bench nodified the order passed by the | earned Single
Judge and accordingly, directed the regularisation of

the services of the appellant with effect from March

.2/ -
-2
20, 1993. The Division Bench altogether ignored the
or der passed by t he Gover nient regul ari si ng t he
services of t he appel | ant with ef f ect from 7th
Decenber, 1989 and wi t hout any reason directed t he

regul arisation of the appellant with effect from March
20, 1993.
In the circunmstances, the order passed by both
the | earned Single Judge as well as the Division Bench
is nodified. We hold that the appellant is entitled to
regul ari sation of the services from7th Decenber, 1989
in Vi ew of t he regul ari sation of ot her simlarly
situated persons.
Needl ess to observe that the appellant shal

be entitled to all consequential benefits on account of



regul arisation with effect from 7th Decenber, 1989
These appeal s are accordingly, disposed of.

There shall be no order as to costs.

( SURI NDER SI NGH NI JJAR)

New Del hi ,
March 08, 2010



