IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE
DATED THIS THE 16TH DAY OF MAY 2002
PRESENT
THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE F. VISHWANATHA SHETTY
AND
THE HON’'BLE MR. JU3TICE M.S.RAJENDRA FRASAD

C.C.C NO. 601 OF 2002{CIVIL)

Between:

Badrul Bilxl
8/0 K.M. Abdul Xhader
Aged about 20 yvears
Student Studying
In 4*" Semistar
P A Collegs of Engineering
Rairangala
Mangalore
. + COMPLAIRANT
(By Sri C.R. Uoulay & Prasanna Kumar P, Advocates)
ALid:

+. Dx.V.Seenappa,
The Diractor of Technical

Education in Karnataka,
Palace Road,
Bangalore - 1,

2. Ashok Kumar,
The Principal (Incharge),
P A College of Engineering,

Mangalore,
D.K. District.



3. Dr.RK.V.Sudhakar Nayak,
Vishveshwaraya Technological
University,
By its Registrar,
Belgaum.
. . RESPONDENTS
(By Sri V.Y. Kumar, Adv. for R-1,
Sri P.S. Rajagopal, Adv. for R-2Z
Sri Basava Prabhu S Patil, adv. for R-32)

cCcC filed u/s.11 & 12 of tie Contenpt of Court
Act praying to initiate Contampi Proceedings against
the Respondents for dizcbaying the Order dt.19.4.2002,
passed in W.P.No.188571/2002 (2dn).

This CCC coming on f£or orders this day,
P.Vishwanatha Shetty, J., made the following:

ORDER

Hearri.

2. The affidavit of the Principal has been
£iled. In the affidavit, the Principal has stated
that he haz highest respect for this Court and he
never intended to disocbey the orders made by this
Court. He has also given unconditional apology.
Sri.Pzjgopal, learned counsel appearing for the 2%
respondant-accused further submitted that the aoccused

regrats for giving an impression that he intended to
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disobey the interim order made by this Court aud he
withdraws the averments made in the ocounter £lled
justifying his action. He submits) on ascount of the
entire misunderstanding of the mattar in controvarsy,
the 2™ respondent toock a ‘.stand justifying the zoticn
taken by him for not complying with thoe interim order
passed by this Court and he unconditionally =pologies
for not earlier ocomplying with the corder passed by
this Court. He submits that under these circumstances
and keaeping in wiew that the 2™ respondent was only an
incharge Principal and he also had to act on the
instructions given by tha Management of the
Institution,; the entire matter may be viewed

synpathetically and the proceedings may be dropped.

3. Sxri.Gopul Hegde fairly submitted that the
intention ©f the camplainant was not to prosecute the
2% respondaent; and he was oonstrained to file this
petition as the 2™ raspondent-actusbd did not 'dbey’ the
orders passed by this Court and under those

clrcumstances the petiticner had no option than to

e



initiate this proceedings and he has no objecticn to

drop the proceedings.

4. No doubt that the 2" respondent di1d nof:
comply with the interim order made by this Court.
However, since the 2™ respondent ©has tendered
unqualified apology and his counsel, Sxi.Rajgopal also
has submitted before us that ithe 2" respondent ragreots
for his action and tonders ungualified apolegy and
withdraws the stand taken in the counter filed, we are
of the view that 1% is in the ianterest of justice to
drop the proceedings initiated against the 2™
respondent. We are satisfied that the 2" respondent
has tendexad apology after realising that what has

been dona kv him was not correct.

5. In the light of what is stated above and in
view of the unconditional apology tendered by the 2™

respondent, the proceedings initiated against him is



dropped. Accordingly, this petition is disposed of.

However, no order is made as to costs.

Sd/s
Tudge

sd/3
Tudge

-—"—.\
e
s




