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lN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATl

TUESDAY, THE SIXTEENTH  DAY OF SEPTEMBER,

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

:PRESENT:    -

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE VENKATESWARLU

IANo.2OF2025

lN

CC NO:  1783 OF 2025

Betwee n :

NIMMAGA

Dr.   IqbaI   Hyder,   S/o   B.Hussain,   Assistant   Professor,   NTR   College   of

Veterinary science,  Gannavaram,  Krishna Dist., Andhra Pradesh -521102.

...Petjt]-oner

AND

1.   Sri  Gopal  Krishna  Dwivedi,  vice  chancellor  Gum  chairman,   Board  of

Management  sri  venkateswara  veterinary  university  present Address

Off:  Dept.  of Animal  Husbandry,  Dairying  and  Fisheries AP  Secretariat

Buildings, velagapudi, Amaravatl-, state ofAndhra Pradesh -522 238.

2.   Dr.     J.V.Ramana,     vice     chancellor     cum     chal-rman,      Board     of

Management,  sri venkateswara veterinary university,  Dr. YSR Bhavan,

Tirupati,  Tirupati District,  state ofAndhra Pradesh 517 502.

3.   Dr.   A.Ravl',    Registrar   cum   secretary,    Board   of   Management,   sri

venkateswara veterinary  university,  Dr.  YSR  Bhavan,  Tirupati,  Tirupati

District, state ofAndhra Pradesh 517 502.

u.Respondents'
petI'tiOn   under   Section   151    CPC   praying   that   in   the   circumstances

stated  in  the  affidavit  filed  in  support  of the  petition,  the  High  Court  may  be

pleased  to  direct  the  2nd  Respondent  to  maintain  status  quo  with  respect  to

promotlons    recommended    pursuant    to    proc.    471581/Ser.I/2024     dated

23.ll.2024,  06.12.2024  of 2nd,  pendlng  disposal  of CC  No.    1783  of 2025,  on

the file of the  HI-gh  Court.
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The  petition  coming  on  for hearing,  upon  perusing  the  petition  and  the

affidavl-I   filed   in   support   theraof   and   the   order   of   the   High   Court   dated

o5.o8.2025  made  herein  and  upon  hearing  the  arguments  of Dr.  lqbaI  Hyder,

PARTY IN PERSON for the Petitl'oner, the court made the following
''oRDER:

[lHeard the party I-n  PerSO.m.

The   petitI-Oner  fl-led   this   interlocutory   application   No.2   of  2025

.s.eeking  for  an   interI-m   direction  to  restrain  the  2nd  respondent  from
proceeding   with   the   promotions   pending   disposal   of  the   contempt

petI-tI-On.

This  Court,  vide  order dated  13.07.2023  in  W.P.  No.14878  of 2021,

specI-fiCally directed the respondents herein as under:
"The writ petition is allowed. The respondent university shall

assess  th.e  suitability. of  the   petitioner  to   promote   him   as

associate  professor  (stage-II)  by  duly  taking  note  of  ad  hoe

service rendered by him prior to his regular appointment and if

found  suitable  shall  g`fa|nt all  consequential  benefits  including

arrears of amounts due ar;cl payable''.

The  petitioner further Submits  that,  even  though  this  court,  vide';

order dated 13.07.2023 in W.P. No.14878 of 2021, specl-fically directed the

respondents, particularly the 2nd res,pondent, wI-thOut COmPIying wI'th theI

Same,  is proceeding to give effect to terms contrary to the order of this

Court.

(i)       The  petitioner  relied  on< judgment  in  the  H,'gh  Cout  of AndAra
pradesh   at   Hyderabad   Mohammed    lmthiazuddin   and   another   -;i.

Balaveera Raghavaiahl  in c.A.No.1O of 1995 dated 21.12.1995, where-,n -it

Was held that:I
"The  first contention,  in  our  opinion  is  totally  misconceived.

The  corltempt  proceedings-are  not  criminal  proceedings,  but  are

summary   Proceedings   and   the   High   Court  can   evolve   its   own

11995 SCC Online AP  693
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Procedure. The power of the court of record uncler article 215 of the
constitution of India is not limited to imposing punishment upon the

contemnor but the main purpose of`this power of the court is to see

that the  order of the  court:is  given  effects  to.  lt appears  from  the
-above,   that  the  appellant  has   been  found  to   have  violatecl   the

injunction order and the learned single judge has made orders in the

Proceedings for contempt t`o restore status qua ante. Learned Single
Judge is perfectly justif-Ied`in making the impugned order.

(6)  the  purpose  for  which  construction  has  been   made  in
violation of the order of the court can hardly justify the disobedience.

We  are  not  in  a  position  to  accept  the  statement  at  the  bar  that

violative  constructions we-re  made  before the  injunction  order was

issued.

(7)  in Vidya charon sfrykla v.Tamil  Nadu  OIympic Association2
a  full  bench  of  the  Mad`;?s  High  Court,  to  which  one  of  us  (p.s

Mishra, J. as I then was) ;as a member, it has been clearly laid ;own

that the power of the court 9f record tO Pass Order for restoration of
•'i

status qua ante is avai_Iable `n6t only in a civil contempt but a criminal

contempt as well. The full bench has held that in cases ofviolation of

or disobedience to orders of_the court, the court can grant temporary

mandatory injunction pending a contempt petition or independent of

it and  pending  a decision _on the desirability of issuing a temporary

mandatory injunction and restoration of status quo nature the court
can  Pass Such  Orders  or give such  directions  of interim  nature for

restoration  of status qua  into or to  ensure that until  issue of that

grant of mandatory injunction and restoration of status qua ante, no
injury is caused".

(ii) The petitioner also relied on the Judgment rendered  by this court in
Kanedena  veerajah  and  other  petitioners  vs.  Narra  Venkateswar[u  and

others, wherein it was held that.-
l£The   court,   however,   has   power  to   restrain   by   injunction

threatened   contempts.   It   is   competent  for   the   court  ,irhere   a

2 AIR  1991  Madras  323,



\.~`

\`
'`\

```.

contempt is threatened or has been committed and on an application

to commit to take the lenient course of granting an injunction instead

of  making   an  Order  for  C`Ommittal   or  sequestration  whether  the

offender is a party to_i_he -pro:eedings or not".

(iii)      In  HalsburyJs  Laws  of England  (Fourth  Edl-lion,  VoI.9,  Chapter on

ci-viI Contem-bt, p-ara 104j, it is further stated:
"The court may in its own discretion, grant an injunction, in lieu

of   committal   or   sequestration   to   restrain   the   commission   or

repetition  Of  a  Civil  contempt.  The  court  may  in  lieu  of  any  other

Penalty require the contemnor to  pay the costs of the  motion  on  a
common fund basis.

In  a  doubtful  case,  the  court  may  instead  of  proceedings  for
contempt, grant an order requiring the defendant to state whether he

has complied with an undertak-Ing.

lf  an  order  of  mandamus,   a  mandatory  order,  injunct-Ion  Or

judgment or order for th.e specific  performance of a contract is  not
complied with, the court may besides or instead of proceedings for

contempt direct the act to  be done  by some  person  appointed for
that purpose.

From this  passage also it becomes clear that the court can  by
way   of   relief  give   certain   other  directions   also   in   a   contempt

applicatipn with a.view to help the administration of justice".

(v)      From this passage, I-I becomes clear that the court,  in a contempt
application,   can   by  way  of-re!jef  issue   certain   directI-OnS   tO  aid   the

adminI-Stration  of justice.  The said  principle was  also  ref-terated  in  A,-giv

court  of  Judicature,  Andhra  pradesh  at  Hyderabad  between  smt.-G.

Kalavathi  vs.  c.  Anand  Rau3 (per  N.Y.  Hanumanthappa,  J.),  where-ln -It

Was held that:

(?4)  i:_:alsburry's L=ws of England (Fourth Edition, volume 9)
chapter  'civ"  contempt;  a  passage  in  pare  lO4  dealing  with  i;e

subject of other remedies read thus:

3  2001  (1)  A.P.L.J.87(HC)
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(vi)
_   _ --a`-   -`.|+I |  \|\TDe::.a_a_a_n,:  at  Hyde_rabad ^i.n  v.  chakradaga; Reddy  ant -;ta;:r-;::. v:.

Raveen Kt,mar and o£hers4, wherein it was held:

?)__,_pe,r   .contra,    `the    learned    counsel    appearing    for    theI::^p_a;n:.:_n.=l. has _ve_hemently argued that the  appeIIant-s  herei;: -i-a

::::MV_iO.I^a^ti^o_n a: i_h_e orders of the learned sin;;-;i-u-;~= I::::d"i:
:::.::-_2_3:05. of  2O16  are  illegally  continuin;  wit;--:;er-b-i:::ia~c::i,:i_tieL:_i:. th: Premises in question. In spite -of the dip:ct;-;::-;:r-e

g.i^v_e_a_:I,_i_h,e learned single juclge earlier to take  ac;-i-;;:`;;:-a;i:i5al
r_e,s+:_a_n_d1:ntS  ar?  no: acti9n  On  the same.  Hence  left ;ith  n;--;i;-:r
a:the:nrda::_I::_e:y, th=r vvere constrained to file th; -c:;;i;ivc`:s5:.
Ts:I:tdaiirnelC:iI:a ::.:u1:: by th€_ learned single judge i-s -;:;--:;Ir; I:=;
sc:ns,:a:n:nbI`:A.:,ut_lth1: _Sale :s_ also within the i;risdicti;n-;;'t;-:h-;;
cnor::i:::_v:e_wI::_ the :ule 27 of the A.P.High court rules -;o --;:g-:-I:;i

p:::erie:::g^sr +fLO_r _C_:_:tom?i  :i  subordinate  courts  and  a; -i;i-I;i-;h
cia.uhrf_:;a_d~e:_i_h_:, c:nt.eT_pt of.courts act,1971, this Hon'bI:H;-;; ;::;
-lsH:::-:a:L::_P_I:_ju:isdict-IOvi to pass any order in ;;: :;n't::;;:au::.

Htehnecaentnha:I:ena,:nLe_a__C:a_unsel sought for -dismissal :;-i;: -;-:.I:;iI-ea;c;y
the appeIIants herein.

Ilo::_h:_ugh_i:ere  is  no  quarrel  or  dispute  with  regard  to  the

propositions  of  law  laid  by  the  Honccble   Supreme` ;;;;  -i-n  `;;e

The :oTrf may, in its own discretion grant an injunction, in lieu
of   c?.:mittal   or   sequestration,   to   restrain   the  -commis:;;;--:r
r:::i_i:,ion  of _a  civil  contempt.  The  court  may  in  lieu  of  any  ot;:r

penalty  re:Wire the contemnor to  pay the costs of the moti-on  a;-a
common fund basis.

(::)1 in a -doubtful case, th; cou; may inste;; of-p-roe;eding i;r
c.ontempt ?_rant an order r?quiring the defendant to state wheth-er ;e

has complied with an undertaking.

(:£7)_:_r_:m th.is. pis_sage it becomes clear that court can  by way

::.I::Ii_of .give c:rtain other directions also in a contempt ap;;i'c;;i-o'nwith a view to help the administration of justice.

The pet,'tioner further relIEed on the Judgment of the H,-gh Cot,rf of

4 2020 SCC Online TS 274
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decisions relied by the learned counsel for the appeIIants. But these

decisions  do  not deal  with  the  rule specific  to the state  of Andhra

Pradesh  (now telangana)  i.e.,  rule 27  of the  A.P.High  Court rules to

regulate proceed-lngs for contempt of subordinate courts and of the

high  court  uncler the  contempt  of courts  act,1971,  which  reads  as

follows:-

The court may pass such order as the justice of the case requires.

Considering the ratio laid down  by this HonJble Court and Rule 27

of  the  Contempt  of  courts   Rules,  1980,  it  is  clear  that  the  Court  I'S

empowered to pass any order necessary to meet the ends of justice.

In view of the above, there shall be status quo shall be maintained

by both  parties  pursuant to the  proceedings  No.471581/Ser.I/2024 datecI

23.ll.2024 and 06.12.2024 issued by the 2nd respondent."

To,

Sd/- MSV NAVEEN CHANDRA

//TRUECOPY//              DEP#R,EgHSTRAR
S-ECTION OFFICER

1.   Sri  Gopa'  Krishna  DwivedI-,  Vice  Chancellor  Gum  chairman,  Board  of

Management  sri  venkateswara  veterinary  university  present Address

Off.I  Dept.  of Anl'mal  Husbandry,  Dairying  and  Fisheries AP  SecretarI-at

Buildings, Velagapudi, Amaravati, state ofAndhra Pradesh -522 238.    i

2.   Dr.     J.V.Ramana,     vice     chancellor     Gum      chairman,      Board     of

Management, srj venkateswara veterinary university,  Dr. YSR Bhavan,

Tirupati,  Tjrupatl-DI'StriCt,  State of Andhra  Pradesh 517 502.

3.   Dr.   A.Ravi,    Registrar   Gum   secretary,    Board   of   Management,    sri

venkateswara veterinary  universI-ty,  Dr.  YSR  Bhavan,  Tirupati,  TirupatI'

District,  state  of Andhra  Pradesh  517  502.(Addressee  Nos.  1  to  3  By

RPAD)

4.   One CC to Dr.  lqbaI  Hyder,  PARTY IN  PERSON [OPUC]

5.   One spare copy,
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HIGH COURT

NV,J

DATE: 16/09/2025

NOTE:  POST THE MATTER ON  15.10.2025

ORDER

I.A.NO.2 OF 2025

lN

CC.No.1783 of 2025

STATUS-QUO

-`` -`-.


