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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO 73 OF 2013 I N Connt. Pet. (C)No.347/2010
VI BHA SI NGH & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
RAMA SI NGH & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling OT.)

W TH

CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO 75 OF 2013 I N Connt. Pet. (C) No. 65/2012

CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO. 105 OF 2013 I N SLP(C) No. 20774/ 2009

(with appln.(s) for pernmission to file adl.docunents and exenption from
filing OT.)

CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO. 121 COF 2013 IN Connt. Pet. (C) No. 65/2012
CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO. 418 OF 2012 I N SLP(C) No. 22732/ 2009

CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO 163 OF 2013 I N Connt. Pet. (C)No. 347/ 2010

I n SLP(C) No. 20558/ 2009

CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO 164 OF 2013 I N Connt. Pet. (C)No. 347/ 2010

I n SLP(C) No. 20558/ 2009

CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO. 165 OF 2013 I N Connt. Pet. (C)No. 65/2012 IN

SLP( C) No. 20774/ 2009

I.A Nos.1-3 IN Connt. Pet.(C)No.269 of 2012 In SLP(C) No.20558/ 2009

(for directions and i npl eadnment and office report)

Connt . Pet. (C) No. 347/ 2010 I n SLP(C) No. 20558/ 2009

(with appln.(s) for pernission to file addl. objections and office report)

Date: 29/04/2013 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CH EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE VI KRAMAJI T SEN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SHARAD ARVI ND BOBDE

For Petitioner(s) M. L.Nageswasra Rao, Sr. Adv.
In C. P.105/13 M. Shail Kumar Dwi vedi, Adv.
M. @nnam Venkat eswara Rao, AOR
In CP.75/3 & M. Huzefa Ahnadi, Sr. Adv.
165/ 13 M. Mikesh Verm, Adv.
M. Pawan Kumar Shukl a, Adv.
M. Yash Pal Dhingra, ACR
In CP.73/13 & M. Aseem Chandra, Adv.
347/ 10 M. Amt Anand Tiwari, AOR
M. Ravi Agrawal, Adv.
M. Vivek Singh, Adv.
C. P.269/12 M . Chandra Shekhar, Adv.
M. Sourabh Upadhyay, Adv.
Dr. S.K. Vermm, Adv.
C P.163/13 M. Shree Pal Singh, AOR
M. Rahul Singh, Adv.
M. K Sita Ranma Rao, Adv.



C P.121/13 Mukesh Verma, Adv.
Pawan Kumar Shukl a, Adv.

Yash Pal Dhingra, Adv.

Rajiv Ranjan Dw vedi, AOR
Sanj ay Kumar Dubey, Adv.
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I A58 & 69 of 2012 Mohd. Adeel Siddiqui, Adv.
In CP. 347/10

Sanjay Mani Tripathi, Adv.
Kamal Kant Tripathi, Adv.
Anu Gupta, Adv.

C P. 418/ 12

K. L. Janjani, AOR

in C P.347/10 Mukesh K Gri, AOR

Rachit Mttal, Adv.
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For Respondent (s)
S. K Verma, AOR

Abhi sth Kumar, ACR
Sant osh Kumar Tripathi, AOR

C. L. Sahu, ACR

s 5557

Vi pin Kumar Jai, AOR

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

1. Al'l these matters, which arise out the judgnment and order
passed by this Court on 3rd August, 2010, have a common
complaint to the effect that the directions contained in the said
j udgnent regardi ng appoi ntment of Pharmacists in the State of
U.P. in the manner indicated, has not been worked out correctly
by the all eged contemmors/opposite parti es.

2. In the said judgnent, the Special Leave Petitions had been
di sposed of with the observation that the petitioners therein
woul d be entitled to the sane benefits as those Diploma holders
governed by the 1980 Rules, having obtained their Diplomas in

Phar macy prior to 1998. Subsequently, however, the said Order
was nodified to the extent that the benefits were directed to be
provided to all those Pharnacists , who had obtained their
di pl oma in Pharmacy prior to 2002

3. As indicated herei nabove, the conmon conplaint in all these

contenpt petitions is that despite vacancies being available, the
same are not being filled up in terns of the directions given in
the said judgnent of this Court.

4, On the | ast occasion, when the matter was taken wup, the
| earned AAG of U P., M. Irshad Ahmad, had indicated that 553
vacanci es were available at that point of time and, accordingly,
had directed the sanme to be filled up. According to M. Ahned

upto 1999, 141 vacancies were |left to be accommbdated on account
of the fact that the some of the eligible candidates had not
reported for appointment in the vacant posts.

5. When the matter was taken up on 15th April, 2013, on account
of the differences relating to the nunmber of vacanci es avail abl e,
we had allowed the State of U P. to fill up 553 vacancies out of
the 695 applicants with the stipulation that the renaining nunber
woul d be accomobdated in the succeeding years. In the said
O der, this Court had also indicated that the other objections
with regard to the additional affidavit filed by Shri B.S. Arora,
Director, Medical Health Services, U P., regarding the nunber of
vacanci es avail abl e woul d be taken up on a subsequent date.
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6. The matters have, therefore, been listed today on the basis
of the said directions.

7. On behalf of the petitioners in the several contenpt
petitions and the applicants in the applications filed therein,
M. L.Nageshwar Rao, |earned senior counsel, supported by M.
Huzefa Ahnmedi, submitted that according to the cal cul ations that
they had made, over 2000 vacancies were still avail able. Such a
chart has been filed by way of an additional affidavit on behalf
of the petitioners in Contenpt Petition No.105 of 2013. Fr om
the said chart, it appears that the total vacant posts as on
today would be approximately 2246. The said figure is

vehermently objected to by M. Irshad Ahnad, learned AAG
appearing for the State of U P

8. Since, it is not possible for us to decide the said dispute,
we di spose of t hese petitions/applications for interim
directions, by directing the Law Secretary in t he State
Governnent to consider the nunber of vacancies that nmay be
avai l able as against the nunber of candidates still to be
acconmodat ed upto the year 2002. Whi | e doing so, he should take
into consideration the clains made by M. Donesh Rajput &
Os.,(and in the matter of Uday Pratap Singh, applicant) the
applicants in contenpt petition No.269 of 2012, the clains of
Shri  Sachin Agarwal, the applicant/petitioner in Cont enpt
Petition No.75 of 2013 in Contenpt Petition No.65 of 2012, the
clains of Harit Kumar Dwivedi & Ors., the applicants in Contenpt
Petition No.347 of 2010 and Ravi Kant Dwivedi & Os., the
applicants in Contenpt Petition No.165 of 2013 in Contenpt
Petition No.65 of 2012 in SLP(C)No.20774 of 2009.

9. In order to facilitate the hearing, before the Law
Secretary, the applicants in the above-nmentioned nmatters, shal
meet the Law Secretary to fix a time when the disputes can be
taken up for resol ution.

10. Once a determination is nade by the Law Secretary of the
State, the State will, thereafter, act thereupon to fill up the
vacanci es, as nmay be decl ared.

11. Pending the hearing and disposal of these matters, the
vacanci es which may have arisen, in the nmeantinme, may be filled
up in the manner indicated in the judgnment of this Court dated
3rd August, 2010.

12. The petitions/applications are disposed of, accordingly.

| (Sheet al Dhingra) | | (Jugi nder Kaur)
| | Assistant Registrar



