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ITEM NO.119                  COURT NO. 2                  SECTION XII

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

  Civil Appeal No.4963 of 1999@@
AACCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

  St. Stephen’s Teacher Training Institute               Appellant (s)

                                VERSUS

  Director of Govt.Examinations, Tamil Nadu              Respondent (s)

  (With appln.(s) for directions and office report)

  Date : 06/12/2000     This appeal was called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :

           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.P. BHARUCHA
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE N. SANTOSH HEGDE
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE Y.K. SABHARWAL

  For Appellant (s)     Mr. M.N. Krishnamani,Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. Ajay Kumar Yadav,Adv.
                        Mr. K.V. Mohan,Adv.

  For Respondent (s)    Mr. A. Mariarputham,Adv.

          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                              O R D E R

......L......I..T.......T.......T.......T.......T............T....J

                The civil appeal is dismissed with costs.

        (T.I. Rajput)                                (S.S.Gupta)
        Court Master                                 Court Master

                 (Signed order is placed on the file)

.PA
                    IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                     CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                     Civil Appeal No.4963 of 1999@@
                     CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC



      St. Stephen’s Teacher Training Institute    ...Appellant (s)

                        Versus˜

      Director of Govt.Examinations, Tamil Nadu ....Respondent (s)

                            O  R  D  E  R@@
                            CCCCCCCCCCCCC
....L......I.....T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......J

.SP2
           We  have  no  doubt whatsoever,  having  heard  learned
    counsel  for  the appellant, that the appellant  obtained  the
    order in respect of which it filed the contempt proceedings by
    concealment  of  the fact that in an earlier writ petition  it
    had  obtained a similar order and that similar order had stood
    vacated when that writ petition was dismissed.  There has been
    an  attempt  to interfere with the course of justice.  At  the
    very  least,  therefore,  this appeal must be  dismissed  with
    costs.
.SP1

                                      .........................J.
                                      (S.P. Bharucha)

                                      .........................J.
                                      (N. Santosh Hegde)

                                      .........................J.
                                      (Y.K. Sabharwal)
  New Delhi,
  December 06, 2000.


