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BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED :11.01.2018
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE DR.JUSTICE S.VIMALA

Cont.P(MD)No.174 of 2016
in
W.P(MD)No.12685 of 2012

Mrs.Jaithun Beevi .. Petitioner/Petitioner
.Vs.

Mr.Dr.K.Sekar, M.Sc., M.Phil., P.hd.,

The Director of Collegiate Education,

Office of the Director of Collegiate Education,

DPI Compound, College Road,

Chennai 6. .. Contemnor/1%* Respondent

PRAYER: Contempt Petition has been filed under Section 11 of the
Contempt of Courts Act, to initiate contempt proceedings against the
contemnor/respondent No.l and punish for the willful disobedience of
the order of the Honourable Madurai Bench of Madras High Court in
W.P(MD)No.12685 of 2012 dated 22.12.2014.

Prayer in WP (MD). 12685/ 2012

Writ Petition is filed under Article 226 of the
Constitution of 1India, praying this Court to issue a Writ of
Mandamus directing the fourth respondent to provide all service
benefits due to the petitioners husband including provident Fund,
Gratuity, Pension regularization of suspension within the time
stipulated by this Honourable Court

For Petitioner : Mr.T.Lajapathi Roy
For Respondent : Mr.M.Karuppasamy,
Government Advocate

ORDER
Petition in W.P(MD)No.12685 of 2012 was filed by the petitioner
seeking direction to the Principal, MSS Wakf Board College,
K.K.Nagar, Madurai - 20, to provide all service benefits due to the

petitioner's husband including Provident Fund, Gratuity, Pension
Regularization of Suspension and 1in that petition, there was a
direction to the first respondent therein to sanction and disburse
the family pension benefits, due to the petitioner's husband, within
hups:/NCgerViEeS geRSRPOVPesepiitY weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of the
order with interest at the rate of 9% per annum from the date on
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which the proposal is received by the first respondent therein, till
the date of realisation.

2. The present Contempt Petition has been filed with the
allegation that the order of this Court has not been complied with
willfully.

3. The learned Government Advocate appearing for the respondent
would submit that the order passed by this Court has been complied

with vide proceedings dated 16.02.2017 and therefore, the contempt
petition may be closed.

4. In view of the above submission, nothing survives for
adjudication, as the compliance has been reported. Therefore,
recording the submission made Dby the learned Government Advocate
appearing for the respondent, the Contempt Petition is closed.

Sd/-
Assistant Registrar (CSI)

/True Copy/

Sub-Assistant Registrar

+One cc to Mr.T.Lajapathi Roy, Advocate, SR.No0.42040
+One cc to The Special Government Pleader, SR.No.42344
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