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

(Special Leave Petition (C) No. 18569 of 2012)

STATE OF U.P. & ORS. Petitioners
VERSUS
LK PRAHARI & ORS. Respondent s
ORDER

This special |eave petition has been filed assailing the
order passed by the H gh Court of Judicature of Allahabad at
Lucknow in WP. No.2425(M B) of 2011 whereby the Hi gh Court passed
an interimorder directing the petitioner-State of UWP. to file
affidavits showi ng the cadre strength of officers of Al India
Services working in U P., maxi num period of their stay at places of
postings in the last three years with which the petitioner-State
has no grievance.

However, the Hi gh Court has further directed the petitioner
herein to furnish the details of properties possessed by their
officers and their family nenbers before entering into service and
thereafter and the nunber of crimnal cases (including those filed
under Prevention of Corruption Act) and civil cases (including the
departnental proceedi ngs) pending against the officers before the
next date of hearing. It is this part of the order which has been
assailed by the petitioner-State submtting that this part of the
order has no relevance to the wit petition which has been filed by
the respondent-herein by way of a P.I.L. where he had sought
direction against the petitioner-State to reconstitute the G vi
Servi ces Board for exam ning and recommendi ng the proposal for pre-
mature transfer and further directions to ensure that the G vi
Services Board should follow the amended Rule 7 of 2006 in the
I ndian Administrative Service (Cadre) Rules, 1954.

The grievance of the petitioner-State is that in view of
the prayer nade by the respondent herein in the wit petition, the
i mpugned direction relating to declaration of assets and properties
and cases pendi ng under the Prevention of Corruption Act has no
rel evance to the sane.

Apparently, the subnission may be correct but it cannot be
denied that information sought may have a renote bearing and
i mplication on the proposal of transfer and posting of the officers
meani ng thereby that if the officers, without any reason are being
transferred, the issue raised before the H gh Court nay have
i mplication while considering the question as to whether the rule
require reconstitution for the purpose of pre-mature transfer. Be
that as it may, we leave it open to the petitioner-State to request
the H gh Court that the inmpugned direction is not relevant for
di sposal of the P.l1.L. and, therefore, the High Court should not
insist on such direction. [|f, however, the High Court insists on
the same, it is for the High Court to assign reasons in this regard
as to why this information is insisted at the interim stage.

We, therefore, decline to interfere with the order |eaving
it open to the petitioner-State to request the Hgh Court to



consi der whether such direction should be allowed to continue or
Hi gh

fit to be w thdrawn. In case such direction is insisted, the

Court woul d be expected to assign reasons in this regard as

is

to

whether the sane is relevant to the issue raised by the respondent.

The special |eave petition, thus, be treated as disposed

of .
........................ J.
(GYAN SUDHA M SRA)
........................ J.
(Pl NAKI CHANDRA GHOSE)
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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

IA 3,4,5 in Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Cvil)
No('s). 18569/ 2012

(From the judgenent and order dated 10/05/2012 in WP No.2425/2011 of The

H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD, BENCH AT LUCKNOW
STATE OF U.P. & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

LOK PRAHARI & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for vacating stay, argue as in-person, extension of stay and

of fice report)

Date: 29/08/2013 These appln(s) were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE GYAN SUDHA M SRA
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE Pl NAKI CHANDRA GHOSE
For Petitioner(s) M. P.N. Mshra, Sr.Adv.

M. Gaurav Agarwal, Adv.
M. MR Shanshad, Adv.
M. Rohit Sthal kar, Adv.
For Respondent (s)
Respondent - |1 n- Per son (Not present)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Speci al | eave petition is disposed of in terms of
si gned order.

t he



( NAVEEN KUVAR) (S.S. R KRI SHNA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(Signed order is placed on the file)



