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CEN"!'R.A.L .~D?-:INISTAA'i'IV£ TRT8lJNAli 
ALLAHABAD BENCH : ALLAHABAD 

RESERVED 

CI\'lL MISC . CONTEMPT ~.E'PLICA'1'10N NO . $9 OF 2005 

IN 
(1RlG!NAL APPLICA'i'"'ilN NO . 675 OF 2005 

A!...LAH1\BAD 'fl{I S '!'Hb 06 -n:, i)AY Or f-..dri'-"~7)1 21:>06. 

HC.1N'BLE MR. K . B. S . HAJAN, MEMBER-.J 
HOtJ' BLE ~-~R. A. K. SINGH, ?4E:'1Bl':f~-A 

Mrs . RP.·ha Shuk 1, 

w /0 K. c:. stiu~:la, 

R/o ") 5 I..., - ... f'a~el .. agar, Munghal Sari3.l, 

Chandauli . 

. . ... Applicant . 

(By Ad~:ocate Sh.ri A'rnish 'i'ripathi) 

Versus 

1 . Sri Sudhir Mudawal, 

Assis:3nt Commissioner, 

Ke~driya Vicya:aya Sangthan, 

Regional Office, 
•• ,, C' D .. h (B' h ) ? •• • _. • _ a"" a i: ar . 

2 . Sudhaker Singh (Principal), 

Kendriya Vidyalaya Sangthan, 

Banai:-as Hindu \Jn."..versity Campus, 

,, . . aranasi . 

" . . - . . 

(By Advocate Shri N. P. Singh) 

ORDER 

HON'BLE MR. K.B .S. ~JAN, MEMBBR-J 

hns been 

. .. Respondent: . 

fil~d alleging 

deliberate dis-obedience of order-duteci ~9 . 06 . ?0C5 

wheceby the re~poncients wcrJ dircrted not to g1~e 
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c.tf ect to a1·der da~ed 30 . 05 . 2005 1 n respoc:. o.. the 

applic.::in: . According to tne applicant, copy 0£ th1. 

o.rder \oTc:1S made dVa.1 lable to th0 respor,nents t.h.roL?g .. 

:3pet.~d pos'!: c.1n 01 . 0·1 . 2005 p~rson un Oti.07.2005 
.... 

.3pplicant !~a.: not been allowed ' J Ol..f. to 

dut-i~s . 

? . The ~espondents have <J 1 'fen 

candidly resoondcnt 
• 

no . 2 ~ ~ndorc-t'i J:'-" ___ .__ his the has 

unconditional apology . .l:\ccordi. ng -:.o the =espond<a nts, 

s1r.ce on 01 . 07 . 2005 itscJ£ t:he incL!moent: to the post 

has joined from a far of place, being no 

'YI"' vacancy, the appl:i.ca nt cou.idt?e accommod3t:ed . 

• tha= when the in:e.rim orde~ was • oassea :. r: the presence 
• • 

0£ counsel £ o:.· the responden-rs ~o f::>rm.3 .... ore er . is 

a!1d the appli~ant ought t.o have beer: 

accommodated . He had also alleged that the respondent 

no . 2 • in expactation would .received all 

communic~~1on and y~t the order has not bPen obeyed . 

. 
I • have cor.s.td-?.red entire mtltter . '!'he the 

at)plican"::". , soon after receipt of he.t· transfer order 

went on rnedical 

011 . 07 . 2005 

leave -•·• " r w • • • • J7 . 06 . 2005 

presented hers.:11.f 2longwith 

on 

.an 

.:H.ldJ ti ona.: ~opy of the inte t·in1 order to join dutie;.i . 

The copies sent by speed post wera dispatched on 
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01 . (• . .... )05 - 7 .::.:ou~d be deciph._::;r0d from 

post~- receipt . Thougn she w~s not alloweo to join 2s 

e~rly as 04 . 07 . 2005 the contempt petition ha~ been 

filed only on 09 . 09 . 2005 . 

5. In our view t:.hG dis-obedience o!: the order does 

not seem to be de l be;.~ · 

accommodate the applicant when there wa:- no vaca!1C~' . 

'rhe applirant does not seem to have raised th~ l~ .Y~ 

to seek proper order from the higner at1thorit1gs . The 

1!:;-c::o~di tional 3pology 0£ the ? .i:i ncipal is spontaneous 

and -on- ''l. -e L. L;. L • A~ such the CCA ~s dropped and not~ce.s 

d ' . I are .iscnarqec . 
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Membar-A 
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