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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

The contemmor, who appears in person, states that the notice issu

ed



to him indicated as i f hi s presence was required in relatio
n to the Givil

Appeal No. 7948/ 2004. The said civil appeal has already been disposed of.

In fact, t he cont emmor was required to show cause as to W
hy action for

cont enpt shal | not be t aken for maki ng statenents whi ch, prim
a facie,

appear to be contenptuous. This is clear from the orders dated 26.2.2007

On 26. 3. 2007, t he cont emor appear ed in person and t he matt er

was

directed to be listed on 16. 4. 2007. It was clearly stated in the
or der dat ed

26.3.2007 that reply, if any, shal | be filed before that da
te. I nst ead of

appearing on the date fixed, the contenmor sent a letter praying for tinme. It

was clearly indicated in the order dated 16.4.2007 that there was no reason

to accept the prayer nmade in view of the earlier orders passed.

.2/ -

Today t he cont emmor, who is pr esent in person, states t hat t he

notice that was received by himreferred to the Cvil Appeal No. 7948/2004

and, therefore, he has filed some affidavits in respect of the said appeal. This



clearly is a clever ruse. He was present in court and was granted tine to file

reply in the contenpt proceedings. In view of the fact that a reference has
been made to t he Cvil Appeal No. 7948/ 2004, to whi ch t he cont enpt
proceedings relate, we direct the personal presence of the contemor on 14th
May, 2007. Reply, i f any, shal | be filed bef ore t hat dat e. It is
made cl ear
that if any notice is sent to himindicating the civil appeal number, same wll
be of no consequence because he has been told in Court personal | y t hat
he
has to file his response in regard to the contenpt proceedi ngs.
Adj ourned to 14th May, 2007
(Ajay Kr. Jain) (Vijay Aggar
wal )
Court Master Court Mast

er



