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IN THE CENI'RAL ADMIN.ISTf<...l\TIVE TRIBUl~: JAIPtR BEN::H: JAIPUR. 

' '' 

o.A'. No.651/94 Date of order: 20.10.1997 

H.C. Bhagat and others. : Applicants 

Vs. 

Union of India and, others • : Res POn:le nts 

Mr. R. N.M'ithuri counsel for the apPlicants 
Mr. u.o. Sharma, counsel for resporrlents 

~.11.!. 

H0N' BLE 5HRI O.P.S.If\P.l'~, 1-lEJvlBEF. (ADHIN!STRATIVE) 
HQN• BLE S E-P. I RATAN l?RAKi~rl, t•JEHBEF~ (JiJ'.)ICIAL) 

Q.RDE.R 

(PER HON• BLE SHRI O.P.sa:\i-;.I·1'\, ~1E~·1BER (ADi·liNJSTRATIVE) 

In thiS application filed under Section 19 of the 

Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985, the relevant prayers 

of the applicants are as follows:-

"i) That, the responde,nts be directed by issuance 

of an ·appropriate order to take appropriate action 

to convene a Selection Co:rl!lilttee meeting for 

preparation of the Select list on tme b!sis of 

yearw ise vacancies of 1990-91, 1991-92, 1992-93, 

1993-94 arA 1994-95 for promotion of the R~jasthan 
\_, 

Police Service Officers to the Indian Police Service 

under the provisions of Indian Police Service 

(Appointment by Promotion) Regulations, , 1955. 

ii) That the respan:ients be' directed by issuance 

of an appropriate order th<lt the vacancies of 1990-91, 

1991-92, 1992-93, 1993-94 and 1994-95 should not be 

clubbed for preparation 'of seleet list for promotion 

of the officers of the Rajasthan Police Service to 

the Indian Police Service.~ 

2. The learned counsel' for the applicants stated during 

the arguments that selection for appointment to Indian 

4J •• /2 I 

-- --- ~ -----



-: 2 :-

Police Service h3ve already been held aft~r d.etermining 

the vacancies on yeS~Jie.e basis as prayed for by the 

applicant. % ajds that :ifpointments to person2 found 

thiS O.A. has beC•~me infructuous • It i~ dismis:::ed. 

No order as to costs. 

/?i)t'l"'-·•:)))--------- 0 J :X/\. r;t " · "'l -J ' 
(Ratan Prakash) (0.2.Sharma) 
Judicial Hember A:lministrative Msmber 


