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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

On behalf of the State of Uttar Pradesh, the
petitioner herein, it has been subnitted by M. Dw vedi
| ear ned counsel , t hat t he i mpugned or der has al r eady
been given effect to, but despite the sane, contenpt
proceedi ngs have been initiated by the respondent before
the Hi gh Court. From the order dated 24th August, 2009
bei ng chal | enged in t he Speci al Leave Petition, it

appears that a direction was given to the respondent to
consi der the case of the respondent for regularization

as and when regul ar posts were avail abl e. It has been
submitted that the petitioner’s services have al r eady
been regul ari zed and, accordi ngly, there case be no
question of any contenpt having been committed by the
petitioner.
-2-
On behal f of the respondent, it has been subnitted that
t hough t he servi ces of t he r espondent has been

regul ari zed, he has not been regularized fromthe date
fromwhich he was entitled to such regul arization
In our view, the subm ssions nmade on behal f of
the respondent do not nmake out a case for contenpt,
t hough prima facie makes out a case for consideration
by t he Hi gh Court as to whet her t he r espondent was
entitled to be regularized on earlier date within the
date on whi ch he has been regul ari zed.
Accordingly, we di spose of t he Speci al Leave
Petition by directing the Hi gh Court to consider the
case of the respondent for regularization from1990, in
the contenpt proceedings itself, wthout going into the
question of cont enpt havi ng been committed by t he
petitioner herein.
W make it cl ear t hat t he parties will be



entitled to make subnissions on this point before the
H gh Court before the question is decided.

(Ganga Thakur) (Jugi nder Kaur)
PS to Registrar Court Master



