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For Appellant(s)
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The appeal s are disposed of in terns of the signed order.

(Sukhbir P a ul Kau r) (Vijay Dhawa n)
Court Master Court Master

(Signed Oder is placed on the file)
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CVIi LAPPEALNS 4369-43700620017

STATE OF UP. &ANR Appel | ant (s)
Ver sus

NARENDERSINGH GAUTA M Respondent ( s)

ORDER

These appeal s are directed agai nst the order passed by

the Division Bench of the Allahabad H gh Court dated 2 3 rd
May,

200 5 and the Order dated 1 2 th
Decenber, 2 0 0 6 in a contenpt



petition.
W have heard | ear ned counsel for the parties
perused the record. The Division Bench Order is very clear which
reads as under :-
"We finally dispose of this wit petition with a direction
to the respondents to exanine the matter and if after the date on
whi ch the petitioner became eligible for consideration according to
the 1 st Schedul e has been sel ected and prompoted without first
consi dering t he case of t he petitioner for pronoti on,
respondents, will constitute a fresh sel ection conmittee
accordance with the rules for considering the fitness or unfitness of
the petitioner for pronotion and if the petitioner is found fit he wll

be granted pronotion with effect fromthe date
-2

on which his juniors are being pronoted wi thout considering the
claimof the petitioner.”

In conpliance of that direction an order was passed by
the State Government dated 1 st March, 2 0 0 6 and expressed their

inability to conply with the direction given by the D vision Bench

Against this a Contenpt Petition No.1 7 1 of 2006 has
been filed in the Al ahabad Hi gh Court. Theref ore, both these
orders i.e. the order passed by the Division Bench dated 2 3 rd
May,

2 0 05 and the order passed issuing notice in the contenpt petition
No.1 7 1 of 2 00 6 are subject matter of these Special Leave Petitions.
After going through the order passed by the Division
Bench, we are constraint to say that the conpliance is not in the
true sense of the word. However, this observation shall not come in
the way of finding of the contenpt petition which is pending before
the Hi gh Court.
We are not inclined to interfere in these appeals as the
contenpt petition is already pending before the H gh Court.

Let the respondent may prosecute his contenpt petition
-3-

and

t he

in



The stay order granted by this Court dated 1 5 th
Febru a ry,

2 00 7 is vacated.

The appeal s are accordingly, disposed of.

.................... J .
(AKMATHUR

..................... J .
(DALV EERBHANDARI )

New Del hi ,
July 31, 200 8



