
Cont.P(MD)Nos.662 & 663 of 2021

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED: 03.04.2023

CORAM

The Honourable  Mr. Justice R.SURESH KUMAR

and

The Honourable Mr. Justice K.K.RAMAKRISHNAN

Cont.P.(MD)Nos.662 and 663 of 2023

P.Pommi Kutty Porcia  .. Petitioner in
Cont.P.No.662

T.Kingsly Nirmala .. Petitioner in 
Cont.P.No.663

Vs.

1.Usha Santha Sheela
   District Educational Officer,
   Vallioor, Tirunelveli District. 
   Previously called as 
   The District Elementary Educational Officer,
   Tirunelveli, Tirunelveli District

2.Suresh
   Block Educational Officer,
   Nanguneri, Tirunelveli District
   previously called as 
   The Additional Assistant Elementary 
   Educational Officer, Nanguneri
   Tirunelveli District. ..  Respondents in

both petitions

Petitions filed under Section 11 of Contempt of Courts Act, 1971 to 
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punish the respondents herein for deliberate and wilful disobedience of the 

order of this Court dated 31.08.2020 in WA(MD) Nos.647 and 648 of 2020 

amounting to contempt of Court under Section 11 of the contempt of Courts 

Act, 1971.

For Petitioner : Mr.A.Ajith Geethan

For Respondents : Mr.A.Kannan
Additional  Government 
Pleader

ORDER

   [Order of the Court was made by R.SURESH KUMAR, J.]

These  Contempt  Petitions  have  been  filed  for  the  alleged 

disobedience of the order passed by this Court dated 31.08.2020 made in 

WA(MD) No.647 and 648 of 2020.

2. When these contempt petitions came up for hearing in the earlier 

occasion, though some orders have been produced before this Court by the 

learned Additional Government Pleader stating that the orders of this Court 

has been complied with, after having gone through the same, we were of the 

view that the order of this Court has not been fully complied with, as the 

proposal for approval of the teachers appointment concerned was not made 
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from  the  date  of  initial  appointment  from  01.02.2002  till  17.06.2004. 

Therefore,  when  these  contempt  petitions  came  up  for  hearing  on 

29.03.2023, we passed the following order: 

“Despite  our  order  dated  21.03.2023,  the  first 

respondent  has  passed  an  order  on  28.03.2023  as  a  revised 

order, where, what has been passed earlier, dated 21.03.2023 

has  been  again  reiterated,  that  means  only  salary  to  the 

petitioners/teachers  for  the  period  between  01.02.2002  till 

17.06.2004 was given, but no orders with regard to approval 

of their initial  appointment has been made despite the same 

specifically  was  indicated  in  our  order  dated  21.03.2023. 

When  this  was  pointed  out,  the  learned  Additional 

Government Pleader seeks time till 03.04.2023 to pass further 

revised  order  undertaking  the  approval  to  be  given  to  the 

petitioners/teachers  from  their  date  of  initial  appointment 

including salary with all service benefits.”

3.  Pursuant  to  which,  today,  the  learned  Additional  Government 

Pleader appearing for the respondents would submit that the orders of this 

Court  has  been  fully  complied  with  and  in  this  regard,  the  District 

Educational Officer, Valliyoor, Tirunelveli District by proceedings dated in 

NA.Ka.No.5558/A3/2022 dated 31.03.2023, has passed separate orders in 
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respect of these two contempt petitions, where, inter-alia, is has been stated 

as follows:

“,e;epiyapy;  muR  tof;fwpQh;  toq;fpa 

rl;lf;fUj;jpd;  mbg;gilapy;  ghh;it  (04)y;  fhZk; 

fbjj;jpd;gb>  ehd;FNehp  tl;lhuf;  fy;tp  mYtyh;  3 

rk;ke;jg;gl;l  Mrphpiaf;F  01.02.2002  Kjy;  17.06.2004 

KbaTs;s  fhyj;jpw;F  Cjpak;  gpwg;gpf;fTk;  mt;T

+jpaj;jpid rk;ge;jg;gl;l gs;sp eph;thfj;jplkpUe;J jpUk;g 

ngwTk;  eltbf;if  Nkw;nfhs;sTk;  01.02.2002  epakdk; 

ehs;  Kjy;  Vw;gspf;ff;  Nfhhp  fUj;JUtpid 

rkh;g;gpj;Js;shh;.

MfNt md;dhUf;F 01.02.2002 Kjy; 17.06.2004 (2 

tUlq;fs;>  4  khjq;fs;>  16  ehl;fs;)  KbaTs;s 

fhyq;fSf;Fhpa  Cjpaj;jpid  toq;fplTk;  01.02.2002 

Kjy;  epakdk;  Vw;gspj;Jk;  fPo;fz;l  epge;jidapd; 

mbg;gilapy; ,jd; %yk; Miz toq;fg;gLfpwJ.

epge;jidfs;

1.,t;thrphpah;fSf;F  Nkw;Fwpg;gpl;Ls;sthW 

toq;fg;gl;l  Cjpaj;jpid  rk;ge;jg;gl;l  gs;sp 

eph;thfj;jplkpUe;J jpUk;g ngwg;gLk;.

2.,t;tof;F  rhh;ghf  Jiw  uPjpahf  jhf;fy; 

nra;ag;gLk; kD rPuha;T kD kw;Wk; cr;rePjpkd;wj;jpy; 

jhf;fy;  nra;ag;gLk;  rpwg;G  tpLg;G  kDtpd;  kPjhd 

jPh;g;gpw;F cl;gl;lJ vdTk; njhptpf;fyhfpwJ..”
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4. Similar order has been passed in both the cases.  After having gone 

through the orders, since orders of this Court has been complied with, by 

recording the aforesaid, we feel that the contempt petition can be closed. 

Accordingly, the contempt petitions are closed. 

   (R.S.K.,J.)      (K.K.R.K.,J.)

                           03.04.2023

Index : Yes/No
Internet : Yes

RR
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R.SURESH KUMAR,J.

and

K.K.RAMAKRISHNAN,J.

   RR

   

Cont P.(MD)Nos.662 and 663 of 2021

03.04.2023
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