| TEM NO. 34 COURT NO. 7 SECTI ON XI
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).19512/2009
(From t he judgenent and order dat ed 17/ 03/ 2009 in SA No
152/ 2009 of The H
| GH COURT OF U. P AT LUCKNOW
FOOD CORP. OF | NDI A & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
CHANDRA PRAKASH Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling OT. and prayer for
interimrelief and office report ))

Date: 01/09/2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE HARJI T SI NGH BEDI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD

For Petitioner(s) M. Ajit Pudussery, Adv.
M. Di nesh Khurana, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. Irshad Ahmad, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

W have heard t he | ear ned counsel for t he
parties.

We are of the opinion that the nandate issued by
the Division Bench in the inpugned order giving a

2
direction that the respondent be given appoi nt nent

on conpassi onate grounds should not have been nade

as there wer e sever al questi ons to be answer ed
i ncl udi ng t he one as to whet her any vacancy was
avai |l abl e on whi ch t he r espondent could be gi ven

appoi nt nent . We are, therefore, of the opinion that



t he order of t he Di vi si on Bench
mandat es appoi nt ment cannot be sust ai ned.

for the parties are, however, agreed that the name
of the respondent has been already included in the
roster for t he pur pose of
conpassi onate grounds but the | earned counsel for

the respondent states that the roster has not been

correctly maintained. Be that as it may,
t he petitioners to consi der t he
r espondent once again in accor dance

take a decision within a period of six nonths.
al so pernmit the respondent to file a representation
seeking a correction of the roster.

The Special Leave Petition is dismssed with

t he above observati ons.
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