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ITEM NO.9                   COURT NO.4            SECTION X
(HEARING THROUGH VIDEO CONFERENCING)

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Writ Petition (Civil) No.925/2020

ANOOP RAJ SINGH & ORS.                             Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

STATE OF UTTAR PRADESH & ORS.                    Respondent(s)

(FOR ADMISSION; IA No.81531/2020 – FOR EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.
and IA No.82809/2020 – FOR PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS/
FACTS/ANNEXURES)
 
Date : 28-10-2020 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE UDAY UMESH LALIT
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VINEET SARAN
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S. RAVINDRA BHAT

For Petitioner(s) Mr. Anurag Dubey, Adv.
 Mr. Rajesh Pathak, Adv. 
 Mr. Sumit Kumar, AOR

Kumari Supriya, Adv.
Mr. Binod Mishra, Adv.

 Mr. Hemant Kumar, Adv.
 Mr. Prabodha Kumar Agrawal, Adv.               

For Respondent(s)
                    
          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

This Writ Petition under Article 32 of the Constitution of

India prays for principal reliefs as under:

“A. Issue a Writ, Order or Direction in the nature of
Mandamus  directing  the  Respondents  to  consider
Petitioners  for  appointment  to  the  post  of  Sub
Inspector (Civil Police)/Platoon Commander in U.P.
Police  against  the  22  unfilled  vacancies  of  the
General category candidates on the post of PAC; and

B. Issue a Writ, Order or Direction in the nature of
Mandamus  directing  the  Respondents  to  consider
Petitioners  for  appointment  to  the  post  of  Sub
Inspector (civil Police)/Platoon Commander in U.P.
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Police against the vacancy due to rectification of
the select list dated 20.09.2019 as directed by this
Hon’ble Court vide its order dated 18.12.2019 in the
Contempt Petition (C) No.1078-1080 of 2019.”  

The basic thrust of the petition is that even after complying

with all directions to fill up the vacant posts, there are still 22

unfilled vacancies and, therefore, the petitioners stand a good

chance of getting selected if those unfilled vacancies are filled

up.

The selection process in the present case was initiated in the

year 2013 and even if there be any unfilled vacancies, they must

enure  to  the  benefit  or  advantage  to  the  next  batch  of  the

candidates.

We, therefore, do not deem it appropriate to entertain this

writ petition.

The writ petition is, accordingly, dismissed.

Pending applications, if any, also stand disposed of.

  (MUKESH NASA)                        (BEENA JOLLY)
      COURT MASTER                         BRANCH OFFICER
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