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CVC only. However, in addition to making CVC and three officers of CVC

to 10 who are/were officers of HUDCO. The learned Single Judge, vide

order dated 11™ November, 2011 ordered deletion of these respondents no.4

to 10 from the array of parties on the ground that the compliance of any

order was not to be made by these respondents. The appellant, thereafter,

filed review petition which has also been dismissed vide impugned order
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Admittedly, the order of which contempt is alleged, was against the

as respondents/contemnors, the appellant also impleaded respondents no. 4

date 13" July, 2012.
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2. After hearing the appellant, we find that there was no occasion to
implead respondents no. 4 to 10 in the contempt petition and they were

rightly deleted from the array of parties. The present appeal is dismissed.
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’ ACTING CHIEF JU STICE

RAJIV SAHAI ENDLAW, J.
AUGUST 21, 2012
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