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Chri st opher Nel son Appel lant  (s)
VERSUS

UP.S.C & Os. Respondent (s)
(Wth Ofice Report )
WTH C. A No. 1306-1314/1999

Date : 20/02/2002 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE G B. PATTANAI K
HON BLE MR JUSTICE S.N. VARI AVA
For Appellant (s) M. V. A Mhta, Sr. Adv
Ms. S.WA Qadri, Bi pul Kumar and
M. L.R Singh, Advs.
For Respondent (s) M. Rakesh Dwivedi, Sr. Adv.
Ms. Gopal Singh, Amtesh Kumar and
M . Rahul Singh, Advs.
Dr. A Francis Julian & M. Sumt Kumar, Advs.
for M. M A Chi nnasany, Adv.
M . S. Bal akri shnan, Sr. Adv.
Ms. Revat hy Raghavan, Adv.
M . Kai | ash Vasdev, Sr. Adv.
Ms. Vanita Mehta, Ms. Anj ani Ai yagari and
M . Bal ram Das, Advs.
M s. C. Paramasi vam & R K. Shar ma, Advs.
M. T.Raja, Adv.
M . P. N. Ramal i ngam Adv.
M . P. Par meshwar an, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
........ Lo......b.......T.......T.......T.......T...................J
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M. V.A. Mhta, Sr. Adv. for the appellant started
his arguments at 11.30 a.m and concluded at 12.00 p.m

Then M. Rakesh Dwi vedi , Sr. Adv. and M. Kai | ash
Vasdev, Sr. Adv. for the respondents argued the matter for few
m nut es.

These appeal s are di sm ssed.
Interi morder stands vacat ed.
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These two appeal s involve the question of selection

to the Indian Police Service from State Police Service. As
it appears there was sone inter-se dispute with regard to the
seniority in the State Police Service Cadr e. The

Adm ni strative Tribunal had taken a viewin OA No. 1295 on
24th July, 1991. Against that judgnent, the matter had been
carried to this Court, and this Court set aside the order of
the Tribunal and renitted the matter to the Tribunal for
fresh consideration in the light of the decision of the
Supreme Court in S.K.  Rizvi’s case. On getting the matters
on remand, the Tribunal passed an order on 2nd February, 1995
directing the respondent not to nmake any pronotion or take
further action pursuant to the earlier decision of the
Tribunal, which has already been set aside by the Suprene
Court. Notwi thstanding the aforesaid order of stay passed by
the Tribunal, the process of selection having been continued
and persons having been selected for pronotion, the matter
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was agitated again. By the inpugned judgenent, the said
selection already made has been quashed and direction has
been given to have further selection.

M. Moht a appearing for the Appellant contends that
since in the matter of determ nation of inter-se seniority of
the persons concerned, there has been no alteration, it would
be a futile exercise requiring the Public Service Commi ssion
and /or the conpetent authority to have the process of
sel ection afresh. According to the learned counsel even
otherwi se under the rules the seniority has no role to play.
We, however, are not persuaded to accept this subnission nade
on behalf of the Appellant, as in our view, a conpetent
authority having jurisdiction over the matter having stayed
the process of selection, any sel ection made notw t hstandi ng
the continuance of the stay order nust not be sustained.
Consequently, we decline to interfere with the inpugned
or der. These appeals fail and are accordingly dism ssed.

Interi morder stands vacated.

Needless to nmention if any party is aggrieved by the
sel ection made, they have a right to approach the appropriate
forum



. SP1

New Del hi ,

February 20, 2002

( S.N. VAR AVA ) @@
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA



