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SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
ClVIL APPEAL NO(s). 1867 OF 2006

MALI K MAZHAR SULTAN AND ANR. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
U. P. PUBLI C SERVI CE COMW SSI ON & ORS Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for directions and intervention)

[ REGARDI NG STATE OF MADHYA PRADESH, UTTARAKHAND, DELHI VI DE
ORDER DATED 10. 2. 2011 AND STATE OF TAM L NADU VI DE ORDER DATED
24.02. 2011]

W TH

WP.(C) NO 46/2007

(W TH APPLN. (S) FOR DI RECTI ONS AND EX- PARTE STAY AND PERM SSI ON
TO FI LE ADDI TI ONAL DOCUVENTS AND | NTERI M DI RECTI ONS AND

| MPLEADVENT AND OFFI CE REPORT)

Date: 10/03/2011 These matters were called on for heari ng

t oday.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE D. K. JAIN
HON BLE MR JUSTICE H. L. DATTU

For Appell ant(s)

M. Vijay Hansaria, Sr. Adv. (AQ
Ms. Sneha Kalita, Adv.
M. Ejaz Magbool , Adv.
M. Debasis Msra , Adv
M. T.N Rao , Adv
Ms. Ena, Adv.
M. Edward, Adv.
M. D. Vijaya, Adv.
WC 46/ 07 M. Shankar Divate, Adv.
For Respondent (s)
M. Lakshnmi Raman Singh, Adv.
State of M. Atul Jha, Adv.
Chhattisgarh M. Rajesh Srivastava, Adv.
M . Dharnendra Kumar Sinha, Adv.
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Arvind Kr. Tiwari, Adv.
Ranj an Dwi vedi, Adv.

I nt ervener

State of WB. Bhaskar P. Gupta, Sr. Adv.

Tara Chandra Sharmm, Adv.

State of A P. G N. Reddy, Adv.

V. Pattabhiram Adv.
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State of Arunachal
Pr adesh

State of Jhar khand

Al | ahabad HC

HC of P & H

HC of J & K

Cal cutta HC

NCT of Del hi

State of Bihar/
Tripura

HC of Orissa

Chandi gar h

M zor am

State of M zoram
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Adv.
Adv.

Ani | Shrivastav,
Ritu Raj Biswas,

Ni she Raj en Shonker,
Anit Kurmar, Adv.

Shankar Divate, Adv.

Ani |l Kr. Jha, Adv.
Chhaya Kumari, Adv.

Ashok K. Srivastava , Adv
Arun K. Sinha , Adv
Asha Jain Madan , Adv
Ashok Mat hur , Adv
Ani s Suhrawardy , Adv
Bi na Gupta , Adv
Bharat Sangal , Adv
Bi nu Tanta , Adv
Dharam Bir Raj Vohra , Ad
Jaidip GQupta, Sr. Adv.
Raja Chatterjee, Adv.
G S. Chatterjee , Adv
Brijender Chahar, Sr.

Rekha Pandey, Adv.
Mukesh Verma, Adv.

Ani| Katiyar, Adv.
Gopal Singh , Adv
Mani sh Kunmar, Adv.
Rituraj Biswas, Adv.
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Hemant i ka Wahi , Adv
Si bo Sankar M shra, Adv
K. K. Mbhan , Adv
Kam ni Jai swal , Adv

Naresh K. Sharma , Adv
Nar esh Kumar, Adv.
Pradeep M sra , Adv
R Sat hish , Adv

P. V. Yogeswaran , Adv

S.C. Patel ,Adv

Adv.

Vv

Adv.
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Suni | Kunmar Jain , Adv

Keral a HC T.G Narayanan Nair , Adv

State of Keral a G Prakash , Adv

T.V. Ratnam , Adv

Ugra Shankar Prasad , Adv
State of Sikkim s. Aruna Mt hur, Adv.

S Arput ham Aruna & Co., Adv
ua R K Rathore, Adv.
H. K. Sachdeva, Adv.
Hari om Si ngh, Adv.
Suni ta Sharma, Adv.
D.S. Mahra, Adv.

State of Meghal aya Ranj an Mukherj ee , Adv
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S. Janani , Adv
V.G Pragasam , Adv
S.J. Aristotle, Adv.
Prabu Ramasubr amani an, Adv.

Govt. of Puducherry

Ashok Kumar Singh , Adv

s. D. Bharathi Reddy , Adv
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Kri shnanand Pandey , Adv

State of MP. S. K. Dubey, Sr. Adv.
C. D. Singh, Adv.
Sunny Choudhary, Adv.

Ayushi, Adv.

HC of M P. Arvind Verma, Sr. Adv.

C.D. Singh, Adv.
Suuny Choudhary, Adv.
Ayushi, Adv.

B.S. Banthia , Adv

State of Mani pur . Khawai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh , Adv

Sapam Biswajit Meitei, Adv.
Radha Shyam Jena , Adv
Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.

P.1. Jose , Adv

Y. Raja CGopala Rao , Adv
Shai | Kumar Dwi vedi , Adv

State of T.N. T. Harish Kumar, Adv.

P. Prasanth, Adv.
V. Vasudevan, Adv.
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HC of Madr as

State of Haryana

St at e of
Ut t ar akhand

State of Assam

State of U. P.

HC of Patna

HC OF Bonbay

HC of Sikkim

State of Raj asthan

State of Punjab

St ate of WMah.
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R Nedumaran , Adv
Manjit Singh, AAG
Vi vekta Singh, Adv.
Tarjit Singh, Adv.
Kamal Mbhan Gupta , Adv
V. N. Raghupat hy , Adv
Rachana Srivastava , Adv
Rahul Verma, Adv.

Ri ku Sharma, Adv.
Navnit Kumar, Adv.
Cor porate Law G oup , Adv.

Ashwani Kumar , Adv.
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Raj esh Srivastava , Adv
Jati nder Kumar Bhatia , Adv
Ameet Si ngh, Adv.
Mukul Si ngh, Adv.
Kam endra M shra , Adv
Shrish Kumar M sra , Adv

Ajay Kumar Jha, Adv.
M S. Parekh & Co.

T. Mahi pal , Adv

Sumita Hazari ka , Adv

Ani ruddha P. Myee , Adv
Si ddhart ha Chowdhury , Adv

Vi shnu Sharma , Adv

. T. V. George , Adv
. Prakash Kumar Singh , Adv

.Suni| Kumar Verma , Adv

Anuvrat Sharma , Adv
Bal aji Srinivasan , Adv

Mani sh Si nghvi, Addl. AG

Devanshu Kumar Devesh, Adv.

MIlind Kumar , Adv

M . Kul di p Si ngh, Adv.
R K. Pandey, Adv.
H S. Sandhu, Adv.

M
M.
M. Aj ay Pal , Adv
M

Sanjay V. Kharde, Adv.
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Ms. Asha G Nair, Adv.
M. E.C Vidyasagar, Adv.
State of J & K M. Sunil Fernandes, Adv.
DHC M. A D N Rao, Adv.
Ms. Neel am Jain, Adv.
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Ms. T. Kanaka Durga, Adv.
WC 46/ 07 M. Rauf Rahim Adv.
WC 46/ 07 M. L.C. Agrawal a, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
Re: STATE OF DELH
Havi ng per used af fidavit dat ed 9th
February, 2011 filed by the Hi gh court of Delh
and hear d M. A D. N Rao, | ear ned counse
appearing for the H gh Court of Delhi and M.
Brij ender Chahar, | ear ned Seni or Counsel
appearing for NN.C.T. of Delhi, we feel that, for
t he present, no further directions are call ed
for.
Re: STATE OF TAM L NADU
In the affidavit dated 24th January, 2011
filed by the High Court, it is pointed out that
proposal for amendnment of Rules for conducting
Limited Conpetitive Examination was sent by the
Hi gh Court to t he State Gover nient on 31st
January, 2009 and t he same is still awai ti ng

notification, with the result that vacancies in

this quota could not be filled up. It is also

poi nt ed out

t hat t he anmended Judi ci al Service
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Rules in the matter of selection of Gvil Judge

(Juni or Division) had been forwarded to the State

Gover nnent , but t he same have not yet
notified. Taki ng into consi deration
adm nistrative exi gency, t he Hi gh Court

taken a suo notu wit petition on the issue.
is stated that thereafter some tal ks have taken
pl ace between the authorities concerned and the
wit petition had been adjourned to 27th January,
2011. However, t he af fidavit is si |l ent
further progress in the nmatter.
Keepi ng in Vi ew t he fact
recruitnents/appoi ntnents to t he posts

Di strict Judges and Subordi nate Judges are held
up because of del ay in anmendnent of t he

recruitnment rules, we are constrained to direct
the State Governnent to notify the Rul es insofar
as they pertain to the appointnent of District

Judges in Linmted Conpetitive quota, within four

weeks from t oday. As regards the other set of
Rul es applicable for filling up of vacancies in
t he Cvil Judge (Juni or Di vi si on), we direct

that, if the State Government has any objections

to the proposed amended Rul es, the same shall be
communi cat ed to the H gh Court within two weeks
.8/ -
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fromtoday, failing which, the Secretary (Hone)
shall remain present in Court in person on the
next date to assi st us in maki ng appropriate

orders.

been
t he

has

on

t hat

of



List on 28th April, 2011 at 3.00 p. m

Re: PUDUCHERRY
Havi ng perused the affidavit filed by the
H gh Court dated 24th January, 2011, no further

directions are called for at this stage.

Re: STATE OF MADHYA PRADESH
Pursuant to our order dated 10th February,

2011, the Registrar General of the H gh Court and
Principal Secretary (Law) are present in Court in
per son. Havi ng perused the affidavit filed by
the Hi gh Court dated O5th March, 2011, we feel

that no further directions are called for at this
st age. The presence of the said two officers is

di spensed with.

Re: STATE OF UTTARAKHAND
Havi ng perused the affidavit filed by the
Hi gh Court dat ed 2nd Mar ch, 2011, no further

directions are called for at this stage.
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Re: STATES OF ANDHRA PRADESH, CHHATTI SGARH,
KERALA AND RAJASTHAN

List on 28th April, 2011 at 03.00 p.m
WP.(C) NO. 46 OF 2007

At the request of |earned counsel for the
petitioner, list on 18th Mar ch, 2011 for

prelim nary hearing.

(VI NOD LAKHI NA) ( KUSUM GULATI)
Court Master Court Master



