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CONTEMPT P.(Civil) 126 OF 2003
ITEM NO.43COURT NO.3          SECTION IV
                                                          A/N MATTER 

                S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

  CONTEMPT  PETITION (CIVIL) NO.126/2003
  IN  CIVIL APPEAL NO.2963/2000

   

  RAM KISHAN                                                Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  RAJ KUMAR                                                 Respondent (s)

 With I.A.1  ( Appln(s). for permission to file  rejoinder affidavit and with Office Report ) 

  Date : 18/08/2003 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE M.B. SHAH                     
           HON’BLE DR. JUSTICE AR. LAKSHMANAN                
                                                             

 For the Petitioner (s)
Mr.L.C. Goyal,Adv.,
Ms.Rachna Gautam,Adv.,
Ms.Madhu Singh,Adv.,
Mr.Neeraj Srivastava,Adv.           

 For the Respondent(s)
Mr.Mukul Rohatgi, ASG
Ms.Varuna Bhandari Gugnani,Adv.,
Mr.Neeraj Kumar Jain,Adv.,
Ms.Kavita Wadia,Adv.

     UPON hearing counsel, the Court made the following
                            O R D E R 
The contempt petition is dismissed.  Contempt notice is discharged.
 

 (Vijay Kumar Sharma)(Janki Bhatia)
  AR cum PS to Hon.Judge Court Master

Signed order is placed on the file.

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

CIVIL ORIGINAL  JURISDICTION

CONTEMPT PETITION (CIVIL) NO.126/2003

IN



CIVIL APPEAL NO.2963/2000

RAM KISHAN..Petitioner

Versus

RAJ KUMAR..Respondent

O R D E R 

Heard the learned counsel for the parties.
Mr.Mukul Rohtagi, the learned Additional Solicitor General appearing  on behalf of the respond
ent states that the respondents have complied with  the directions  issued by  this Court.  Ac
cordingly, they have prepared  the seniority list and intimated to the petitioner his position
  in the seniority and  have also prepared the Register as directed by this Court.   Learned c
ounsel for the petitioner, however, disputes the said submission.

 
Considering the dispute, in our view, the contempt proceeding is  not the proper remedy.  If r
espondents have not followed the directions, it would be open to the petitioner to file fresh 
petition  for the remaining grievance.
Hence, this petition for initiation contempt proceedings is dismissed.  Contempt notice discha
rged. 

  
..................J
(M.B. Shah)

..................J
(AR. Lakshmanan)
New Delhi,
August 18, 2003


