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The first respondent was appointed as a

Lecturer in English

college, an aided
against the
1986-87. As the said

backward area, the

imum grant-in-aid

first post admissible for

post

in the second respondent

institution, on 27.10.198¢

aid during

institution was situated in a

matured for payment of

on completion of three vyear

Ly

and the High Court found that by 1.6.1994, the post

had matured for full grant-in-aid. At the time when

he was appointed,
qualification for the

46% marks in the postgraduate degree course. T

issued on 15.7.1995)
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he was not

possessing the

post as he had secured only

he
. S T
first respondent improved his marks to 52% in the
- —
examination held in December, 1994 (mark-sheet

and aga.n improved his marks

examination held in December,




5 (mark-shee issued on 16.10.1996) and became
gualified The first respondent filed a writ
petition seeking a direction for approval of his

appolntment and to release grant-in-aid in his
favour with effect from his joining date
(27.10.1986). The High Court by order dated
30.3.2001 held that as by 1.6.1994, his post had
matured for full grant-in-aid and as he became
obtaining the requisite percentage in
the examination held in December, 1995 (mark-sheet
issued on 16.10.1996), his appointment should be
approved and full grant-in-aid should be: extended
from the date of publication of result in regard to

the examination taken in December, 1995. The High

(1

ourt alsoc directed that the arrears be calculated
from that date and paid to the respondent. The said

order is challenged in this appeal.

The matter is covered by the decision of
ourt in State of Orissa v. Damodar Nayak
{4) SCC 560] where this Court held that a
candidate appointed to the post of Lecturer without

the minimum qualification, -has to be admitted to

grant-in-aid from the date the candidate obtains

the eligibility qualification. Therefore following
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. said decision, he is entitled to aid with
T ————
affec: from 16.10.1996, when the mark-sheet was
— e ———— —
issu
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ued showing that he had secured 55% marks in the

postgraduate course examination held in Decer Y,
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1995. We therefore find no error in the order of
_:——'_"_._._-_'—"'--l'_ —

the High Court, and the appeal is therefore

—

dismissed as having no merit.
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New Delhi; (Markandey Katju)
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