| TEM NO 61 COURT NO. 3 SECTI ON X

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO. 19 OF 2007 IN WP(C) 579/2003

JOSE KAI PRAMPATT S. J. Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

MADAN MOHAN JHA & ANR. Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report )

W TH

CONTEMPT PETI TION (C) NO. 40/2007 IN WP. (C) 55/2004

(Wth office report)

Dat e: 30/04/2007 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE H K. SEMA

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE LOKESHWAR SI NGH PANTA

For Petitioner(s) M. Amt Pawan, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. CGopal Singh, Adv.

=

Anukul Raj, Adv.

M. Rituraj Biswas, Adv.

M. Ait Kumar Sinha, Adv.



UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
No contenpt is made out in terns of the signed order. It is,
accordingly, closed. |If the petitioner is aggrieved, they are at liberty

to approach the Hi gh Court.

( Ravi P. Verma ) ( Anand Si ngh )
Court Master Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CVvVIL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON

CONTEMPT PETITION (CIVIL) NO 19 OF 2007

I'N

VWRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO 579 OF 2003

JOSE KAl PRAMPATT S. J. PETI Tl ONER( S)
Ver sus

MADAN MOHAN JHA & ANR. RESPONDENT( S)

W TH

CONTEMPT PETITION (ClVIL) NO 40/2007

INVWRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO 55/2004



ORDER

These cont enpt petitions ari ses out of Wit Petitio
579/ 2003 and 55/2004 filed under Article 32  of t he
The af oresai d Wit petitions wer e di sposed of by this Cou
April 2006 with a direction to the respondent-Government to di spose
of al | t he pendi ng appl i cations appl i ed for recognition of
Institutions wi t hin Si X nmont hs and any rejection of t he a
shoul d be by a speaki ng order

Havi ng not conplied wth the aforesaid di recti on, t
contenpt petitions have been fil ed.

3

It is bei ng br ought to our notice t hat by an
12/ 02/ 2007 of t he Gover nment of Bi har and by orders dat ed
08/ 01/ 2007, 09/01/2007 and  09/04/2007 of the  Governnent of
Jhar khand, all the applications for recomendation of the institutes
wer e consi der ed and t he same have been di sposed of by a

order. Copies of the orders passed have been supported by affidavits.

n Nos.

Constitution.

rt on 13t h

t he

pplications

he

or der dat ed

speaki ng



In view thereof, no contenpt is nade out. It is, accordingly,

cl osed. If the petitioner is aggrieved, they are at liberty to approach

the Hi gh Court.

( H K. SEMA)

New Del hi; e J.

April 30, 2007. ( LOKESHWAR SI NGH PANTA )



