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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C No(s). 8400/ 2008
(Arising out of inpugned final judgment and order dated 14/03/2008 in
SA No. 579/2007 passed by the H gh Court O U P At Lucknow)

HC PRADEEP KUMAR RAlI & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

DI NESH KUMAR PANDEY & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln. For directions and inpleadnent, stay, prayer for interim
relief and office report)

W TH

SLP(C) No. 8424/2008

(Wth prayer for and directions and Prayer for InterimRelief and
O fice Report)

SLP(C) No. 8473/2008
(Wth prayer for Prayer for InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 10667/2008
(Wth prayer for inpleadnment and intervention and Prayer for Interim
Relief and Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 29448/ 2008
(Wth prayer for Prayer for InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 537/2009
(Wth prayer for directions and Prayer for InterimRelief and Ofice
Report)

SLP(C) No. 3266/ 2009
(Wth prayer for Prayer for InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 12752-12757/2009
(Wth Ofice Report)

Date : 15/07/ 2014 These petitions were called on for hearing today.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER

Heard | earned counsels for the parties.

Leave granted.

Al'l interlocutory applications are all owed.

The appeal s are disposed of in ternms of the
si gned order.

( MADHU BALA) (SNEH LATA SHARMA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(Signed order is placed on the file)
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 6549 OF 2014
(@ SPECI AL LEAVE PETI TION (C) NO 8400/ 2008)

HC PRADEEP KUMAR RAI & ORS. ... APPELLANT(S)
VERSUS

DI NESH KUVAR PANDEY & CRS. . ... RESPONDENT( S)

W TH

CIVIL APPEAL NO 6550 OF 2014
(@ SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION (C) NO. 8424/ 2008)

Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 6551 OF 2014
(@ SPECI AL LEAVE PETI TION (C) NO. 8473/2008)

CIVIL APPEAL NO 6552 OF 2014
(@ SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION (C) NO. 10667/ 2008)

Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 6553 OF 2014
(@ SPECI AL LEAVE PETI TION (C) NO. 29448/ 2008)

CIVIL APPEAL NO 6554 OF 2014
(@ SPECI AL LEAVE PETI TION (C)NO. 537/ 2009)

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 6555 OF 2014
(@ SPECI AL LEAVE PETI TION (C) NO. 3266/ 2009)

ClVIL APPEAL Nos. 6556-6561 OF 2014
(@ SPECI AL LEAVE PETI TION (C) NGs. 12752-12757 /2009)
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ORDER

Heard | earned counsels for the parties.

Leave granted.

Al'l interlocutory applications are all owed.

We are not inclined to go into the merits of these
appeal s in view of the subsequent devel opments noted bel ow.

The Utar Pradesh Sub-Inspector and | nspector (G vi

Pol i ce) Service (Seventh Amendnent Rul es 2013) has
comprehensively altered the promotion criteria fromthe cadre
of Head Constables to that of Sub-Ilnspectors of police. The
new Rules not only do away with the ceiling with regard to age
(40 years) that was stipulated by the earlier Rules; even the
witten exanmi nation, interview etc. have all been di spensed
with by the new Rul es. Specifically under Rule 16 of the 2013
Rul es, the pronmotion criteria is one of the seniority and it
is only those who are unfit who woul d not be pronoted. Al
candi dat es are required to be physically fit whi ch
determination is to be made on the basis of a 3.2 kmrun to be
completed in 35 minutes for mal e candi dates, and 25 mi ntues
for fermal e candi dat es (for 2.4 kms) . Thereafter, t he
candidates are required to be arranged in order of seniority
and subject to not being found unfit for pronotion are to be
pr onot ed.
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The earlier Rules 2008 having been done away wi th and
t here bei ng huge nunber of vacanci es agai nst the pronotiona
quota (2500 approxi mately), we are of the view that all these
appeal s may now to be di sposed of by directing the State of
UP. toinitiate and conplete the process of pronotion of al
el i gible candi dates, including the appellants to the cadre of

Sub- I nspector under the Rules of 2013 within a period three



nmont hs from t doay.

We have noticed that under the Rules of 2013 only Head
Const abl es are eligible for pronotion to t he
Sub- I nspect or whereas under the earlier Rules even constables
were so eligible. Inthis regard, it is stated by M. Gaurav
Bhatia, |earned Additional Advocate General, Uttar Pradesh,
t hat such of t he appel I ants who may have been
earlier, by this tine, must have been prompoted to the post of
Head Constable in view of the huge nunber of vacancies in the
cadre. Notwi thstanding the above, we further direct that, in
the event, any of the appellants, who are still holding the
post of Constable and have not been pronpted to the post of

Head Constable, their cases for pronotion to the post of Head

post of

const abl es

Constable will be finalised before the directions of this

Court with regard to pronotion to the post of Sub-Inspector
for the cadre of Head Constable is given effect to.
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The appeal s are disposed of in terns of the above.

NEW DELH J.

15TH JULY, 2014 [MY. EQBAL]



