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ITEM NO.22               COURT NO.1               SECTION XII
                S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                        RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
Contempt Petiton (C) No(s).272-273 of 2016
in CONMT.PET.(C) No. 339/2013 In C.A. No. 8468/2003
C. CHAKKARAVARTHY & ORS.                           Petitioner(s)
                                 VERSUS
TMT. M. SATYAVATHY, I.A.S., & ORS.                 Respondent(s)
With I.A.Nos.1-2 & 3-4 â¬   (Appln. For intervention & office report)
WITH   I.A.Nos.5,   6,   7   &   8   of   2016   in   Conmt.   Pet.(C)   No.339   of   2013
in C.A. NO.8468 of 2003
(For appeal against ld. registrar&#39;s order dated 9.1.2016 in I.A.no.
D93283/2015   and   c/delay   in   filing   appeal   against   ld.   registrar&#39;s
order   and   appeal   against   ld.   registrar&#39;s   order   dated   9.1.2016   in
I.A. NO.D91818/2015)
Date : 05/07/2016 These matters were called on for hearing today.
CORAM : 
          HON&#39;BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
          HON&#39;BLE DR. JUSTICE D.Y. CHANDRACHUD
For Petitioner(s) Mr. K.V. Vishwanathan,Sr.Adv.
Mr. A. Venayagam Balan,Adv.
Ms. V.S. Lakshmi,Adv.
Mr. M. A. Chinnasamy,Adv.
                    
For Respondent(s) Mr. V. Giri,Sr.Adv.
Mr. R. Venkatramani,Sr.Adv.
Mr. V. G. Pragasam,Adv.
Mr. Prabu Ramasubramanian,Adv.
Ms. Neelam Singh,Adv.
Mr. Yashraj Singh Bundela,Adv.
     
Mr. Nidesh Gupta,Sr.Adv.
Mr. Shiva Vijaya Kumar,Adv.
Mr. G. Balaji,Adv.
Mr. C.U.Singh,Sr.Adv.
Mr. Shiva Vijaya Kumar,Adv.
Mr. G. Balaji,Adv.
Mr. M.N. Rao,Sr.Adv.
Mr. S. Thananjayan,Adv.
Mr. M. A. Krishna Moorthy,Adv.
Mr. T. V. Ratnam,Adv.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                        O R D E R
Mr.   K.V.   Vishwanathan,   learned   senior   counsel,   submits
that while the petitioners in the contempt petition and a large
number   of   others   similarly   situate   have   been   promoted   to   the
next higher post of Assistant Engineers and further to the post
of   Executive   Engineers   in   terms   of   several   promotion   orders
issued by the Government, no posting orders have been issued in
their favour so far.  This according to learned counsel renders
promotion   orders,   issued   to   the   petitioners   and   others,
meaningless.
Mr.   V.   Giri,   learned   senior   counsel   appearing   for   the
State   Government,   however,   submits   that   while   the   promotion
orders   have   been   issued   and   copies   thereof   placed   on   record,
the the State Government would require four weeks&#39; further time
to issue requisite posting orders in favour of those promoted.
These   petitions   shall   therefore   be   adjourned   to   be   posted
again in the second week of August 2016.  Needful shall be done
in the meantime.
M/s.  Giri   and  Vishwanathan   may  in   the  meantime   file  their
objections, if any, to all the pending applications also.
(MAHABIR SINGH)                          (VEENA KHERA)
 COURT MASTER                                      COURT MASTER


