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HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE A.RAJASHEKER REDDY

 
CONTEMPT CASE No.852 OF 2015

 

ORDER:

This Contempt Case is filed alleging violation of the order

dated 26.03.2015, passed by this Court in WP.No.6682 of 2015,

wherein this Court directed the competent authority to consider the

representation submitted by the petitioner and pass orders in

accordance with law, within two weeks.

 

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner who submits that



though the respondent passed orders on 01.07.2015, in pursuance

to the orders passed by this Court in WP.No.6682 of 2015, the

same is not in accordance with law. Hence there is violation of the

orders passed by this Court.

 

On the other hand Sri T.Bala Swamy, learned standing

counsel for the respondent submits that by virtue of Section 528(1)

of the HMC Act, the order dated 01.07.2015 has been passed.

 

In this case, may be the order passed by the respondent is

wrong order, but under contempt jurisdiction, the validity of the

order cannot be decided. The same can be challenged in the

appropriate proceedings. In view of the same, I do not see any

violation of order passed by this Court.

 Accordingly, the contempt case is dismissed. However, it is

open for the petitioner to challenge the proceedings dated 01.07.2015

issued by the respondent by way of separate proceedings and

establish his case. No order as to costs.

 

As a sequel thereto, miscellaneous applications, if any,

pending in the writ petition shall stand closed.

 

 

_____________________________
                                               A.RAJASHEKER REDDY, J

11.08.2015
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