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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 
 

+  CONT.APP.(C) 6/2016 
 

 KAVITA MISHRA ..... Appellant 
Represented by: Mr.Om Prakash Mishra, 

Advocate. 
versus 

 

 VED PRAKASH MITTAL & ORS ..... Respondents 
    Represented by: None. 
CORAM: 
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG 

HON’BLE MS. JUSTICE PRATIBHA RANI 
 

   O R D E R 

%    16.09.2016 
 

1. We see no error in the impugned order dated August 02, 2016.  No 

contempt is committed.  Order passed in W.P.(C) No.2221/2011 on 

December 11, 2013 has been complied with. 

2. Grievance of the appellant to the legality of the speaking order passed 

has rightly been opined to be capable of being challenged by way of 

substantive proceedings. 

3. As regards the grievance that the school is not paying the money, no 

contempt arises.  The appellant can avail the remedy of execution. 

4. The appeal is dismissed. 

5. No costs. 

 

 PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, J. 

 

 

      PRATIBHA RANI, J. 

SEPTEMBER 16, 2016 

‘st’ 


