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CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO. 347 OF 2010 IN S. L. P.(C) NO 20558 OF 2009

HARI T KUVAR DW VEDI & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

PRADEEP KUVAR SHUKLA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for inpleadnment/directions and office report)

WTH I.A NOS.1-3 I N CONMI. PET. (C) NO. 269 of 2012 IN S.L.P.(Q

NO. 20558 OF 2009

(Wth appln.(s) for directions and inpl eadenent and office report)

CONMT. PET. (C) NO. 72 OF 2013 I N CONMI. PET. (C) NO 347 COF 2010
(Wth appln.(s) for exenption fromfiling OT.)

CONMT. PET.(C) NO 75 OF 2013 I N CONMI. PET.(C) NO 65 OF 2012

CONMT. PET. (C) NO 105 OF 2013 IN S.L.P.(©) NO 20774 OF 2009

(Wth appln.(s) for pernmission to file additional docunents and exenption
fromfiling OT.)

CONMT. PET. (C) NO 121 CF 2013 I N CONMI. PET.(C) NO 65 CF 2012

Date: 15/04/2013 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL R DAVE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE VI KRAMAJI T SEN
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For Respondent (s) M. lrshad Ahnad, AAG U. P.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Contenpt Petition (G vil) No.347 of 2010, had been disposed
of by this Court on 27th Novenber, 2012, wth certain directions
regarding filling up of the vacancies in ternms of the order which we
had passed on 3rd August, 2010, in S.L.P.(C No.20558 of 2009.

Wiile the directions contained in the nmatter were being
given effect to, on 18th March, 2013, it was brought to our notice
that some of the contenpt petitions were not covered by the
af fidavit which had been filed on behalf of the State of Utar
Pradesh on 11th March, 2013, by one M. B.S. Arora, Director,
Medi cal Health Services, U P. Accordingly, we had directed that the
said petitions, along with the disposed of Contenpt Petition (C
No. 347 of 2010, be Ilisted for consideration. The matter has,
thereafter, appeared in the List pursuant to such direction. On
behal f of different petitioners, various submssions were nade
regarding the statenents nade on behalf of the State of UP. wth
regard to the nunber of vacancies available for acconmobdating the
applicants in terns of our order in the special |eave petition. In
fact, appearing for the alleged contemmors, as also the State of
UP., M. Irshad Ahmad, |earned Advocate and the |earned Senior
Standi ng Counsel, has referred to an additional affidavit affirmed
by Shri Arora on 11th March, 2013, wherein in paragraph 3 it has
been indicated that since the nunber of vacancies for appointing
Phar maci sts, who had obtai ned diploma up to 1998, were nore than the
number of applicants, there had been no difficulty in appointing al
of them but for the year 1999, there was a problem since as
agai nst the nunber of vacancies available, the applicants were nore.

In fact, the nunber of vacancies available are only 553 as agai nst
t he nunber of applicants, who are 695 i n nunber.

Faced with certain difficulties on account of the clains
made by different sections for appointnent in the said vacancies,
M. Ahmad pointed out that three Lists have been prepared by the
Governnent to accommodate di fferent categories of candidates. Li st
"A' contains the nanes of 695 applicants, prepared on the percentage
of marks obtained in diplom pharmacy. The other two Lists include
the clainms of other categories which we had earlier discouraged
indicating that, first of all the candi dates who had obtained their
di pl oma up to 2002 had to be accommodat ed.

Accordi ngly, having heard | earned counsel for the parties,
we accept List "A, as prepared, and allow the State of U P. to fil
up the 553 vacancies, indicated by it out of the said nunber of 695
applicants, for the present. The remnaining nunber shall be



acconmodated in the succeeding years. W once again reiterate our
earlier direction that first of all, all the candidates from this
list are to be acconmmbdat ed before ot hers.

O her objections that may be taken wth regard to the
additional affidavit filed by Shri B.S. Arora and the nunber of
vacanci es avail abl e, be taken up on a subsequent date, two weeks
hence.

I. A No.129 of 2013, has been filed in Contenpt Petition (C
No. 347 of 2010, for leave to file inpleadnent application in the
di sposed of contenpt petition

No one appears in support of the said application. In any
event, the prayer nade in the interlocutory applicationis entirely
ni sconcei ved. Accordingly, the interlocutory application is
di sm ssed
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