
ITEM NO.7               COURT NO.6               SECTION XVI

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C)  No.10109/2020

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 24-01-2020
in CWJC No.17842/2018 passed by the High Court of Judicature at
Patna)

THE UNION OF INDIA & ORS.                          Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

SUBODH KUMAR                                       Respondent(s)

(IA No. 17419/2022 - PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL 
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES)
 
Date : 26-04-2022 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :  HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY KISHAN KAUL
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M.M. SUNDRESH

For Petitioner(s) Mr. Nachiketa Joshi, Adv.
Mr. Durga Dutt, Adv.
Ms. Vaishali Verma, Adv.
Ms. Seema Bengani, Adv.

                    Mr. Amrish Kumar, AOR
                   
For Respondent(s)   Mr. Abhishek Vikas, AOR
                    

          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

Application  seeking  permission  to  file  additional

documents/facts/annexures is allowed.

We have heard learned counsel for parties.

Learned counsel for the petitioner(s) may be right in

contending  that  there  cannot  be  any  inherent  right  of  the

respondent  to  claim  appointment,  as  the  Bihar  Sanskrit  Shiksha

Board was not a recognized institution as per the Government of
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India. But then it has been recognized by the State of Bihar and

subsequently the Government of India has recognized the same. It is

this which has prevailed with the High Court in the impugned Order

in granting relief to the respondent who was successful in the

written test and was selected for apprentice training and also he

was declared successful in the trade of beldor. 

We may not be in complete agreement with the reasoning of the

High Court but then we do believe that in the given facts of the

case, more so as this view has prevailed in other matters by the

High Court and special leave petition(s) was dismissed, we would

not like to interfere under Article 136 of the Constitution of

India.

The special leave petition stands dismissed.

Pending application(s), if any, stands disposed of.

(RASHMI DHYANI)                                 (POONAM VAID)
 COURT MASTER                                     COURT MASTER 
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