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' TWENTY RUFSE

{Arising out of order dt. 08/05/2013 passeu in W.p. 736372 2013)

PETITIONER: 'Hivarkhed Shivram Siksha Samiti
| Through its president Ramesh Gwhade

_ S/0 Late Shri Shiviam Gawhade, aged
lﬂﬂ  about 38 yrs RJO F-El—CjBl Saket |
Nagar Bho ID:sl:t-‘.Ehn | M.P. N
S\GLD VERsUS i P |
RESPONDENTS : 1 Smt. R. Jaya chalrmanfmember
secretary National Coundil fnr 'the
.ﬁfﬂbﬂ:{_ Teachers Education head office 'Hans

~.%  Bhawan wing -II Bahadur Shah Zafar
: Marg, New Delhl

o s e —

TN Shri Sunil shﬁvastava reg:—bnal
".- INational  Council . for: :tt
' i .\ ache “5 1EICIﬁ"i’:?l‘c'lIIH*I W‘P‘R% {f&.{m“
¢ Y gegional . Committee);Manas..Bhawan,
hyamla HI|]5, Bhopal Distt.- Bhopal

- rj‘_!,"l__"j,_ .. 1y ‘__1; . ;'i ) zl(QF_IHE :
AN :uurir "h' A ;__;r_: NITH ECTION

1. That, the pet:ﬂnner is filing present cﬂntanpt pe’trtlnﬁ ﬁ:r
non-compliance of the nrcler dt. 08/05/2013 pasaed Ip W. P.
7383/2013: A-copy GI"dE:I‘ -dt. 08/05/2013— passad n- WP

el 7383/2013 is filed as Annexure C/i. ~ = g
2. That, by -aforesaid - GMEFWGH-HGI‘I l:-le murlf has
dlmcted to reapendent Jcontemnors tu decide -::ase of the
peﬁhnnpr for grant of recugmtmn for the D.EL Ecl Cnurse in
the Iight of decision in° W.P, QEBEIEDIEECaptam Ramesh B
Chand Nema Vs National. Council for the TE'adIEI"S- S
Education]. & . !
3. That, the petitioner s:..bmitted.appucatsnn along with the
order of this Hon'ble court anr:_i requested for gxtgr_rﬁi_cm_ of
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18/7/2014. |

Shri Brindawan Tiwari, Iearﬁed counsel
for the petltmner )

Shri K. K. Smgh learned cﬂunsel for
the respondents. ;

.Having heard learned counsel fer the
parties and on a perusal of the reply filed by the
respondents it is clear that"' now the only
orievance of the petitioner is ‘that ‘Tecognition
and approval for the sessmn 20 I'aiﬁﬁlﬁ ha‘.‘.-: .m:tt
been granted. ] j

In the writ petlti-::rn tha c:mly dtfentlun

was to consider the application of the -y_ehtmner

_in case a fresh application is filed. It is said

that the petitioner was prevented from filing the
application because the petitioner was not given

access to approach the website of the 1:'.11:=-u:_'1m:'il_'1;1::(T
submit the online application. '

Huwever the respmﬁents refutes the

e TR

aforesaid. There being a- dispute hetween the

parties with regard - -to--the petltmner being
submitted application in accordance. to ruTes, it

is not appropriate to initiate actmn for ﬁnntempt

In case the petitioner is “aggneved by the manner

in which he was denied permrssmn to submit his

application for the academlc session 2{]]4 Eﬂlﬁ —
—" it gives a fresh caute to the petitioner to agitate

the matter in accordance with __-law but it is not
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appropriate to initiate action for contempt on

such consideration. ! |
'Acﬂnrdingly, we drop the pmceedings

and grant liberty to the petltmner to take fresh

steps in case they--have any gnevante stlll

subsisting in accordance with law. i

Wwith the aforesaid this apphcat:un

stands disposed of.
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(Raje Menon) | (Alok Vﬁ"rma]

Judge : : Judge
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