nl TEM NO. 101 COURT NO. 12 SECTI ON XV

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
CIVIL APPEAL NO(s). 5920 OF 2006
UNION OF I NDIA & ANR. Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

SCHAN SI NCH & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report )

Date: 29/09/2011 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R M LCDHA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE JAGDI SH SI NGH KHEHAR

For Appellant(s) M. Hari sh Chandra, Sr. Adv.
M. Harsh N. Parekh, Adv. (argued by)
Ms. Rachna Col chha, Adv.
M. Bal dev Atreya, Adv.
M. A. K. Sharma, Adv. for
M s Ani | Katiyar, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M . Bhupender Yadav, Adv.
M. S.S. Shamshery, Adv.
M. MZ. Chaudhary, Adv.
M Rashi d Khan, Adv. for
M. R C. Kohli, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
The appeal is disposed of in terns of signed order.
No costs.
(Par deep Kunar) (Renu Di wan )
Court Master Court Master

[ SIGNED ORDER |I'S PLACED ON THE FI LE ]

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 5920 OF 2006

UNI ON OF | NDI A & ANOTHER ... APPELLANTS
VERSUS
SCHAN SI NGH & ANOTHER .. . RESPONDENTS

ORDER



1. Thi s is an appeal by Uni on of I ndi a and its
functionary. The appeal arises fromthe order dated March

26, 2002 passed by the Rajasthan H gh Court giving directions

to themto constitute a separate cadre of Public Prosecutors

and Assistant Public Prosecutors either on divisional basis

or zonal basis by creating a separate prosecution departnent.

2. M. Har sh N. Par ekh, | ear ned counsel for t he
appel I ant s has pl aced bef ore us a conmmuni cati on dat ed
Sept enber 28, 2011 intimating t he concer ned Addi ti ona

Government Advocate that the matter has been considered by
the Railway Board and in pursuance of the directions given by

the Rajasthan High Court, it has been decided to constitute a

separate cadre of pr osecut ors. The conmuni cati on further

mentions that drafting of Recruitnent Rules and the structure
of t he new cadre will, accordi ngly, be t aken up in

consultation with the appropriate authorities.

2
3. In view of the above comunication, M. Harsh N
Par ekh submits t hat appel I ant s are not desi rous of
prosecuting this appeal
4. Cvil Appeal is di sposed of accordingly with no

order as to costs.

[ JAGDI SH SI NGH KHEHAR ]
NEW DELH
SEPTEMBER 29, 2011.



