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I HE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
L

NT I
ClVIL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON
. A NCs. 33-37, 38-41 I N 34 AND 42

I'N
TRANSFER CASE (CIVIL.) NO 22 OF 2001

BRI J MOHAN LAL Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

W TH

CONMI. PET. (CIVIL) NO 324/2012 INT.C (C NO 22/2001

T.P. (C)NGs. 407-410 OF 2001

ORDER
I.A NO 33

Havi ng heard | earned counsel appearing for the parties and in
the light of order dated 20th April, 2010 in |I.A No. 77 of three
Hon' bl e Judges of this Court in Al India Judges’ Association & Os.
Vs. Union of India & Os. nodifying the earlier judgnment in the
af oresai d case, we nodify our Order dated 19th April, 2012 passed in
Transferred Case (Givil) No. 22 of 2001 etc., as under

I n paragraph 146, C ause 13(a) shall be read as under

(a) Such pronotion, when effected against the 25% 10% quota, as the
case may be, for out-of-turn pronotion on nmerit, in accordance
with the judgnent of this Court in the case of Al I|ndia Judges’

Associ ation (supra) as nodified by the order dated 20th April,

2010 of this Court, by taking and being selected through the

requisite exam nat i on, as cont enpl at ed for out-of-turn

pronoti on.

We make it clear that the 10%variation would cone into play
with effect from01.01.2011 and 25% prior thereto.

In other words, the candi dates who were pronoted as FTC Judges
prior to 01.01. 2011 shall be governed by 25% pronoti on quota while the
candi dates who were pronoted as FTC Judges from the service cadres
subsequent thereto shall be in the ratio of 10% wth effect from
01. 01. 2011.

It is further clarified that the direction contained in d ause
13(b) against 25% quota shall stand substituted by "50% or 65% wth
the afore specified dates.

The interlocutory application is disposed of accordingly.

I.A N0 34

Learned counsel for the applicant submits that the applicant
does not want to press this application.

Hence the application is dismssed as w t hdrawn.

I.A. NO 35

One nonth tinme fromtoday is granted to the applicant-State for
the inplementation of this Court’s order dated 19th April, 2012 passed
in Transferred Case (Civil) No. 22 of 2001 etc.

The interlocutory application is accordingly di sposed of.

I.A NO 36

Heard | earned counsel for the applicant-State.

The prayer (a) of the applicant is granted. The State is all owed
to discontinue the Fast Track Court Schene after the staff recruited
t hereunder are absorbed in the District Court Service.

However, prayer (b) of the applicant seeking exenption from



creating 10% additional posts for Fast Track Court Judges, is
rej ect ed.

The interlocutory application is accordingly partly all owed.

I.A NO 37

None appears for the applicant-State.

W, however, grant two nonths time fromtoday to the applicant-
State for the inplenentation of this Court’s order dated 19th April,
2012 passed in Transferred Case (Civil) No. 22 of 2001 etc.

The interlocutory application is accordingly disposed of.

I.A NCs. 38-40 & 41-42

Learned counsel for the applicants subnmits that in view of the
wi t hdrawal of 1.A No. 34 by the concerned applicant, the applicants of
these applications also do not want to press these applications.

Accordingly, these applications also stand di smi ssed as
wi t hdr awn.

CONMI. PETN. (C NO 324/2012 INT.C.(CQ NO 22/ 2001

W have heard | earned counsel for the petitioner.

Learned counsel for the petitioner prays that the petitioner-
Associ ation may be allowed to withdraw this petition with Iliberty to
nove the High Court, in case the nmenbers of the petitioner-
Associ ation are not pronoted.

We accordingly allow the petitioner to wthdraw the contenpt
petition with the aforesaid liberty.

The contenpt petition is accordingly di sposed of.

T.P.(© Nos. 407-410 OF 2001

In view of our Judgnment dated 19th April, 2012, these transfer

petitions also stand di sposed of.

............................. J.
(A K. PATNAI K)

New Del hi, J.
13- 09- 2012 ( SWATANTER KUVAR)
| TEM NO. 2 COURT NO. 10 SECTI ON XVI A
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

|.A NOs. 33-37, 38-41 IN 34 AND 42 IN
TRANSFER CASE (CIVIL.) NO. 22 OF 2001

BRI J MOHAN LAL Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF | NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for nodification, clarification, extension of ting,
directions, intervention, inpleadnent and office report)
W TH
CONTMI. PET. (CIVIL) NO 324/2012 INT.C (C) NO 22/2001

T.P.(C NO 407-410/2001
(Wth appln. for ex-parte stay and office report)

Date: 13/09/2012 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A K. PATNAI K
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE SWATANTER KUMAR



For the parties : P.S. Narasimha, Sr. Adv. (A C)
A. Mariarputham Sr. Adv.

I mtiyaz Ahnmad, Adv.

S. Wasim Qadri, Adv.

B. V. Bal randas, Adv.

Suni ta Sharma, Adv.

S.R Singh, Sr. Adv.
Nam ta Choudhary, Adv.
Avni sh Si ngh, Adv.
Sushant K. Yadav, Adv.

Vijay Hansaria, Sr. Adv.
Vi vek Si ngh, Adv.

A. Mari arput ham AG

Aruna Mat hur, Adv.

Yusuf Khan, Adv. for

S Arput ham Aruna & Co., Advs.

Anil Gover, AAG
Noopur Singhal, Adv.

Mani sh Si nghvi, AAG
Anmit Lubhaya, Adv.
I rshad Ahnad, Adv.

K. Enatoli Senma, Adv.
Amt Kr. Singh, Adv.

Vi krant Yadav, Adv.
Gaur av Dhi ngra, Adv.

Gopal Singh, Adv.
Mani sh Kumar, Adv.

Hemant i ka Wahi, Adv.
Jesal , Adv.
Nandi ni Gupta, Adv.

C.D. Singh, Adv.
Abhi manyu Si ngh, Adv.

Gopal Singh, Adv.
Ritu Raj Biswas, Adv.

A. Subhashi ni, Adv.

Manjit Singh, AAG
Kamal Mohan CGupta, Adv.

Vikas S. Walia, Adv. for
s Corporate Law G oup, Advs.

Ranj an Miukherj ee, Adv.
S. Bhowm ck, Adv.
S. C. Ghosh, Adv.

Pragyan Sharnma, Adv.
Heshu Kavi na, Adv.
Rupesh CGupta, Adv.
Gaut am Dhanij a, Adv.

K. N. Madhusoodhanan, Adv.
R Sat hi sh, Adv.
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R K. CGupta, Adv.



Amt Sharma, Adv.

Atul Jha, Adv.
Sandeep Jha, Adv.
D. K. Sinha, Adv.

Khawi r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.
Sapan Biswajit Meitei, Adv.

Pr at eek Dwi vedi, Adv.
Rachna Shrivastav, Adv.

Muikesh Gri, Adv.
Dilip Kr. Sharma, Adv.

Ani | Shrivastav, Adv.
Rituraj Biswas, Adv.
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M . Chander Shekhar Ashri, Adv.

Ms. Sumita Ray, Adv.

=

S. Ravi Shankar, Adv.
Shiv Ram Sharma, Adv.
Ni tin Bhardwaj, Adv.

B. Krishna Prasad, Adv.
Ashok K. Srivastava, Adv.
Ashok Mat hur, Adv.

G S. Chatterjee, Adv.
G Prakash, Adv.

Kam ni Jai swal , Adv.

K. Ram Kumar, Adv.
Naresh K. Sharma, Adv.
Pradeep M sra, Adv.
Prashant Bhushan, Adv.
Raj Kumar Mehta, Adv.
R Sat hi sh, Adv.

Suni | Kumar Jain, Adv.
T.G Narayanan Nair, Adv.
T.C. Sharma, Adv.

T.V. Ratnam Adv.

s V.D. Khanna, Adv.

V.G Pragasam Adv.
Annam D. N. Rao, Adv.

s. Revat hy Raghavan, Adv.
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Ashok Kumar Singh, Adv.



Shivaji M Jadhav, Adv.
J. P. Dhanda, Adv.

Chander Shekhar Ashri, Adv.
B.S. Banthia, Adv.

Mikesh K. Gri, Adv.
Radha Shyam Jena, Adv.
Ani | Shrivastav, Adv.
Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.

P.1. Jose, Adv.

Vi shwajit Singh, Adv.
Meera Mat hur, Adv.

Gopal Prasad, Adv.

Si bo Sankar M shra, Adv.
Javed Mahnmud Rao, Adv.
Abhijit Sengupta, Adv.

V. N. Raghupat hy, Adv.
Rachana Srivastava, Adv.
Jagjit Singh Chhabra, Adv.
Raj esh Srivastava, Adv.
C.D. Singh, Adv.

Ravi Prakash Mehrotra, Adv.
S. Parekh & Co., Adv.

P. V. Yogeswaran, Adv.

Kul di p Si ngh, Adv.

. Mani sh Kumar Saran, Adv.

Vi vek Si ngh, Adv.

Nani t a Choudhary, Adv.
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Hemant i ka Wahi, Adv.

M. P. Parneswaran, Adv.

Ms.D. Bharathi Reddy, Adv.

M. N khil Nayyar, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Al'l the applications/petitions are disposed of in terms of the
si gned order.



The Registry is directed to circulate copy of this order to all
the Hi gh Courts.

| (G SUDHAKARA RAO) | |  (SHARDA KAPOOR)
| COURT MASTER | | COURT MASTER

(SI GNED ORDER |'S PLACED ON THE FI LE)



