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 KK KIRAMAKRISHNAN

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

P.Pommi Kutty Porcia .. Petitioner in
Cont.P.No0.662

T.Kingsly Nirmala .. Petitioner in
Cont.P.No0.663

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

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 RSURESH 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

Therefore, when these contempt petitions came up for hearing on

29.03.

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

Court

Educational Officer, Valliyoor, Tirunelveli District by proceedings dated in

NA.Ka.No0.5558/A3/2022 dated 31.03.2023, has passed separate orders in

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

the date of initial appointment from 01.02.2002 till 17.06.2004.

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

has been fully complied with and in this regard, the District
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respect of these two contempt petitions, where, inter-alia, is has been stated

as follows:

“@bHlemeouied DT & QULDEH BN 6hT QULDMBIBI LI
FLLSESMHBHHOT — SgliienL_ulsd  umTemen  (04)60  SHTemILD
HHHPeg, BTarGOHN  eulLmgd  Hevell  DgdedevT 3
FowhsUUL L HFAfemwsd  01.02.2002  @wps Hsv  17.06.2004
WPRuWeleTen  STVHIHMBE agHwd  UpLlssa|d  Siele)
LAWHFHewed FoUbSLUILLL  Usitell BiTeuTdSHHIL0HHSH &@LU
Qumpeyd BLaIYHMEB Bomesmeienald  01.02.2002  Hlullpeid
[BIT6NT (LPH6L gmLeMdbHdH G & (HH DI (HN M 60T
FLOTLIL SHFHI6TONTT.

ABC0  oeaTrHE 01.02.2002 apHed 17.06.2004 (2
QU(BLMIB6ET, 4  LDTHMISHEN, 16  BIL&6T)  (plpuieeiTer
HTVBIBEHHGTW  2agHlubhaHlenen  alpmisSL e  01.02.2002
(PH6L  Blwoed  gBuelH D  SDHewiL  BlLbIHemeoruledr
DNQUILIHL_UTEL EH6I (LPEVLD WM ULPMISLILIHBBS).

BILIHSHEN 6 SH6iT
1.@eueurAflwiTasemneE CoB@MILILIL_BeiTermeumm
QULDMIGLILIL L 261 F U155 F5l6m 60T FLOUBSUILIL L LieiTeril

BiTaITaSHSHIL0HHE Hmbu CuBLILGBLD.

2.Q606105 &) Fmitumes SN FHWITs HTH&H6V
CQFuWwWILGID el FJTule)] W)l LOMEBID 2 FFHEHIDIMBEHSD 60
HTHHe0  QFwwiuGlo HAplny  lBly  wenieler  WHTeo
SIBE 2 LulLgl eaed Csfelsssorans. L]
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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.

(RSK.J) (KKRK.J)

03.04.2023
Index : Yes/No
Internet > Yes
RR
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R.SURESH KUMAR,J.
and
K. K.RAMAKRISHNAN,J.

RR
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03.04.2023



