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CONTEMPT P.(Civil) 165-166 OF 2001
ITEM NO. 35 Court No. 3 SECTION XI
A/N MATTER

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Contempt Petition (C) N0.165-166/2001 in C.A.No. 1783 & 1786/1998

V.P. SHARMA Petitioner (s)
VERSUS

RITA MENON Respondent (s)
Date : 05/11/2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE G.B. PATTANAIK
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.P. SETHI

For Petitioner (s) Mr. P.P.Rao, Sr.Adv.
Ms. Sandhya Goswami, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Mr. Mukul Rohtagi, A.S.G.
Mr. S.K.Misra, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel, the Court made the following

ORDER
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The contempt proceedings are dropped.
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Anita (Suneet Bala Sharma)

Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
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V.P.Sharma ... Appellant (s)
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Versus

Rita Menon ... Respondent (s)
ORDER@@
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On the allegation that the directions of this
Court, while disposing of the civil appeal, in relation to
the payment of dues have not been complied with, the Court
had issued notice on 12th May, 2001. Counter affidavit has
been filed giving a calculation as to the entitlement of
the petitioner and it has been stated that a sum of Rs.
6,44,816.22, which, according to the authority, is the
entitlement of the petitioner, pursuant to the Order of
this Court, has been paid vide cheque No. 963233 dated
2.6.2001 drawn on the Punjab National Bank.

Mr. P.P.Rao, learned senior counsel appearing for
the petitioner says that the petitioner is still entitled
to more money and the calculation is incorrect and
therefore, it must be held that the appropriate authorities
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have contravened the directions of this Court. Mr.
Rohtagi, learned Addl.Solicitor General appearing for the
authorities stated that the authorities bona fide had
calculated the dues and on that basis have paid the amount
in question. In that view of the matter, without
expressing any final opinion as to whether the payment
already made is in full satisfaction of the entitlement of
the petitioner, we are not in a position to hold that there
has been deliberate violation of the court’s direction so
as to proceed against the respondent under the provisions
of the Contempt of Courts Act. If the petitioner is
aggrieved by the calculation and the amount already paid,
he may approach the concerned authority showing as to how
much more money he is entitled to and such representation,
if any, will be considered by the appropriate authority.
If it is found that there has been difference in
calculation and some more money has to be paid to the
petitioner, the authority concerned would pay the money in
guestion.

Contempt proceedings are dropped accordingly.

...................... J.
(G.B.Pattanaik)

...................... J.
(R.P.Sethi)
New Delhi,
November 5, 2001.



