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IN
 

T
H

E
 

C
O

U
R

T
O

F 

SU
B 

JU
D

G
E 

(C
 

.J.M
) 

JA
M

M
U

 Fle 
No. CNR 

No.: 
JK

JM
O

20077592021 

D
.O

L 
9,11.202) 

D
ate 

of Order: 

20.01.2024 

Jagdev 

Singh 

S/O
 

Daya 

Ram
 

R/O
 (Applicant) 

V
ersus 

1. H
arjeet 

Singh, 

Executive 

M
agistrate 

Ist 

Class 

Jam
m

u 

South. 

2. 

B
harat 

B
hushan 

Sharm
a, 

SH
O

 

Police 

Station 

G
andhi 

N
agar 

(Contem
nors/non-applicants) 

Jam
m

u. 
IN

 
THE 
M

ATTER 

against 

th
e 

contem
nors 

for 

w
ilful 

disobedience 
of 

th
e 

order 

dated 

24.11.2021 

passed 

b
y

 

th
e
 

C
ourt. C

O
R

A
M

 
:-AN

JU
M

 

P
re

se
n

t: 

1. M
s. 

M
inakshi 

Slathia, 

A
dvocate 

for 

th
e 

applicant. 

2. M
r. 

P
riyanshu 

Sharm
a, 

A
dvocate 

for 

N
on-applicant 

N
o.1 3. N

em
o 

for 

non-applicant 

No.2 
O

 
R

D
 

E
R

 1. By 

th
e 

am
bít 

of th
is 

order, 

Ishall 

dispose 

of 

above 

titled 

application 2. 
It 
is stated 
in 

the 

application 

that 

an 

execution 

petition 

titled 

Sudesh 

Sharm
a 

Vs 

Jagdev 

Singh 

seeking 

im
plem

entation 
of order 

dated 

30.12.2017 

for 

deposition 
of ren

t 

arrears 
is 

pending 

before 

th
e 

court 

an
d

 

next 

date 
is

 

fixed 

tor 

3
0

.1
1

.2
0

2
1

. 

O
n 

24 

1
1

 

o021 

lortted 
to the 

applicant 

filed 
an 

application 

with 

regard 
to 

de-sealing 
of shop 

Chief. A
uthorlsd 

under 
-E

vidence 
Aot. 

173/M
ise 

H.No. 
15/8 
Extension 

N
anak 

Nagar, 
Jam

m
u. 

O
F:-A

pplication 

for 

initiating 

contem
pt 

proceedings 

A
RA

 
(U

ID
 

No. 
JK

00130) 

filed 

by 

the 

applicant 

for 

initiating 

contem
pt 

proceedings 

against 
the 

contem
nors. 



Page 
2 of 
8 

No.2 

situated 

at 

H
.N

o, 

l6
2

/B
 

M
ain 

R
oad 

S
hastri 

N
agar 

Jam
m

u 

w
hich 

w
as 

sealed/attached 

by 

th
e 

court 

in 

th
e 

above 

titled 

execU
tion 

peition. 

A
fter 

hearing 

th
e 

L
d 

counsel 

for 

th
e 

applicant, 

the 

c
o

rt 

has 

passed 

th
e 

order 

dated 

24.11.2021. 

T
he 

operative 

P
ara 

of th
e 

order 
is 

re-produced 

as 

under: 

"H
aving 

considered 

the 

totality 
of the 

circum
stances 

as aforem
entioned, 

let 

the 

shop 
in 

question 

be 

de-sealed/ 
un sealed 

and 

item
s 

so 

attached 
be 

released 
in 

favour 
of applicant 

Jagdev 

Singh 

against 

proper 

receipt 

subject 
to the 

condition 

th
at 

applicant 

shall 

file 
an 

undertaking 

before 

this 

court 
to 

the efect 

th
a
t 

he 

shall 

deposit 
an 

am
ount 

of rupees 

one 

L
akh 

in th
is 

court 
on 

30. 
1 1.2021.C

opu 
of 

this 

order 

b
e 

sen
t 

to
 

E
xecutive 

M
agistrate 

and 

SH
O

 

Police 

Station 

G
andhi 

N
agar,Jam

m
u 

for com
pliance 

only 

after 

applicant 

files 

the 

requisite 

undertaking 

as 

aforesaid 

and 

not 

otherw
ise". 

utter 

3. 

On 

26.11.2021 

the 

applicant 

has 

filed 

the 

undertaking 

before 

th
e
 

court 
to

 

th
e
 

effect 

that 

applicant 

sh
all 

deposit 

an 

am
o

u
n

t 
of 

Rs. 

1
,0

0
,0

0
0

/-

in
 

th
is 

court 

on 

3
0

.1
1

.2
0

2
1

 

a
n

d
 

th
e
 

sam
e 

w
as accepted 

by 

th
e 

court. 

T
hereafter, 

th
e 

court 

forw
arded 

th
e 

copy 
of 

th
e 

order 

dated 

24.11.2021 
to

 

the 

E
xecutive 

M
agistrate 

Ist 

C
lass 

Jam
m

u 

South 

and 

S
H

O
 

Police 

Station 

G
andhi 

N
agar 

Jam
m

u. 

T
he order 

w
as 

served 

by 

th
e
 

applicant 
to

 

th
e 

contem
nor 

N
o.1 

an
d

 
2. On 

2
7

.1
1

.2
0

2
1

 

th
e 

contem
nor 

No. 
l cam

e 

on 

spot 

an
d

 

de-sealed 

th
e 

sh
0

p
 

N
o.2 

in 

presence 
of th

e 

ap
p

lican
t 

an
d

 

co
n

tem
n

o
r 

N
o.2 

an
d

 

thereafter 

th
e 

contem
nor 

N
o.! 

and 
2 left 

th
e 

spot. 

A
fter 

-3
 hours 

both 

th
e
 

contem
nors 

again 

cam
e 

an
d

 

again 

sealed 

th
e
 

said
 

shop 

w
ithout 

any 

order. 

After 

enquired 
by 

the 

applicant 

th
ey

 

have 

no 

answ
er 

to
 

satisty 

th
e
 

applicant 

on 

w
hat 

reason 

th
e 

said 

shop 

w
as 

sealed. 

T
he 

contem
nor 

N
o.I 

an
d

 
2 fu

rth
er 

th
reaten

ed
 

th
e 

applicant 

that 
if the 

applicant 

o
p

en
s 

th
e 

shop, 

they 

wil1 

book 

him
 

and 

lodge 

an 

FIR 

against 

him
. 

T
he 

applicant 

h
as 

no 

other 

option dated 

2
4

.1
1

.2
0

2
1

. 

It 

is 

fu
rth

er 

left 

but 
to 

approach 

th
e 

court 

against 

th
e 

arbitrary 

and 

wilful subm
itted 

th
at 

despite 

ull 

know
ledge 

of the 

order 

dated 

p
assed

 

by 

th
e
 

co
u

rt, 

th
e
 

c
o

n
te

m
n

o
rs 

in disregard 
of the 

above 

said 

order 

dated 

24.11.2021 

sealed 

th
e 

said
 

shop 

and 

thereby 

com
m

itted 

the 

contem
pt 

of the 

above 

said 

disobedience 

of th
e 

order 

2
4

.1
1

.2
0

2
1

 

'6-E
vidaace 

A
vh 

A
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and 

have 
deliberately 

order 
of 

th
e
 

co
u

rt 

an
d

 

are 

liable 
to

 

be 

p
u

n
ish

e
d

 

for 

th
e
 

sam
e. 

T
he 

contem
nors 

w
iltully 

C
om

m
itted 

th
e 

contem
pt 

of th
e 

order 
of the court 

ju
st 

to
 

favour 

the 

other 

D
arty 

nam
ely 

Sudesh 

S
harm

a 

and harasscd 

the 

applicant, 
as 

such, 

the 

applicant 

seeks 

appropriate 

d
irecio

n
s 

to
 

th
e 

contem
nors 

to
 

d
e-seal/u

n
seal 

th
e
 

above 

said sh
o

p
 

and 

be 

also 

punished 

for 

com
m

itting 

th
e 

contem
pt 

of order 

intentionally 

disobeyed 

the 

order 
of the 

court 

and 

intentionally 

show
ed 

great 

disrespect 
to

 

the 

order 
of the 

C
ourt 

and 

th
u

s 

have 

C
o

n
tem

n
o

rs 

cO
m

m
itted 

th
e 

contem
pt 

of the 

court. 

L
astly, 

it is 

prayed 

tB
.at contem

nnors 

m
ay 

be 

punished 

for 

com
m

itting 

th
e 

contem
pt 

of 

the 

24.11.2021.T
he 

dated 
C

O
urt. 

4. 

N
otice 

of th
is 

application 

were 

issued 
to

 

the 

non-applicants. 

Ld cO
unsels 

for 

th
e 

parties' 

cause 

appearance 

on 

behalf 

of 

non. on 

06-12-2021 

and 

b
o

th
 

co
u

n
sels 

filed 

v
ak

alatn
am

a 

on 

th
eir 

behalf. 

N
on-applicant 

N
o.1 

filed 

reply 
to

 

the 

application 

on 

17.12.2021, 

w
hereas 

non-applicant 

No.2 

failed 
to

 
file 

reply 

and rem
ained 

absent 

from
 

th
e 

proceedings 
of 

the 

case 

and 

vide 

order 

dated 

O
8.12.2023 

ex-parte 

proceedings 

w
ere 

initiated 

against 

him
. 

applicants 

5. 

N
on-applicant 

no. 
1 in

 

his 

reply 

has 

subm
itted 

that 

in
 

th
e operative 

part 
of th

e 

order 

dated 

24.11.2021, 

m
ore 

particularly, 
in 

Para 
-6

 

there 

w
as 

a direction 

passed 

by 

this 

court 

w
hich 

specially 

prescribes 

for 

com
pliance 

of the 

order 

dated 

24.11.2021 

only 

on th
e 

condition 

that 

the 

applicant 

files 

the 

requisite 

undertaking 

an
d

 

not 

otherw
ise. 

It 
is 

apposite 
to

 

m
ention 

here 

th
at 

th
e 

copy 
of 

non-applicant 

No. 

lhad 

now
here 

m
entioned 

that 
th

e 

applicant 

had 

already 

filed 

the 

undertaking 
to

 th
e
 

tu
n

e 
of Rs, 

1.00 

lac 

betore 

the 

cO
urt. 

W
hen 

th
e 

non-applicant 

No. 
1 visited 

th
e 

spot 

for 

th
e 

purpose 
of de-sealing 

th
e 

shop 

N
o.2. 

asked 

the 

applicant 
to 

provide 

the 

receipt 
of th

e 

am
ount 

deposited 

as 

undertaking 

before 

th
e 

court 
to 

w
hich 

the 

applicant 

did 

not respond 

due 
to w

hich 

th
e 

non-applicant 

could 

not 

de-seal 

the 

said sh
o

p
 

in
 

pursuance 

of 

th
e 

directions 

passed 

by 

this 

court. 

ortied 

tophereafter. 
an 

application 

w
as 

filed 
by 

the 

applicant 
for 

initiating 

to
 

forw
arded 

O
rder 

the 
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contem
pt 

proceeding 

against 

tlhe 

non-applicants 

for 
disobeying 

th
e 

order 
dated 

24.11.2021 

passed 

by 
his 

court. 

It is 

furtl:er 

subm
itted 

that 

the 
non-applicant 

on 

6. I have 

heard 

argum
ents 

advances 
by 
Ld 

counsels 
for 

the 

parties 

and 
perused 
file. 7. 

Ld 

counsel 

for 

applicant 

reiterated 

the 

averm
ents 

m
ade 

in 

th
e 

such 

they 

be 

punished 

d application 

and 

further 

argued 

that 

the 

non-applicants 

have deliberately 
not 

obeyed 

th
e 

order 
of this 

court. 

The 

order 

was 

duly forw
arded 

to
 

the 

non-applicants 
for 

com
npliance. 

N
on-applicants 

de-sealed 

the 

shop 

but 

a
s
 

tertc&
 

t2pology 

06.12.2021 

brought 

the en
tire 

g
am

u
 

ot cirC
U

m
stances 

co
n

n
ected

 

to
 

th
e
 

reaso
n

s 
of 

non C
om

pliance, 
H

O
w

ever, 
it w

as 

also 

m
ade 

clear 

during 

th
e 

course 
of 

roceedings 

that 

the 

non-applicant 

No. 
1 has 

no 

intention 
t 

disobe 

th
e 

m
andate 

of order 

dated 

24.11.2021 

and 
have 
the highest 

regard 
for 

this 

court, 
so 

there 
is no 

question 
of disobeying 

th
e 

directions 

passed 

by 

this 

court. 

T
his 

court 

w
as 

kind 
enough 

tow
ards 

th
e 

non-applicant 

No. 
1 and 
2 to

 

allow
 

th
em

 
to 

im
plerm

ent 

th
e
 

order 

dated 

24.11.2021 
in

 

its 
letter 
an

d
 

spirit 

o
n

 
or 

before 

4.30 

P
M

 
on 

th
e 

sam
e 

date 

i.e. 

06.12.2021.It 

goes 
w

ithout 
saying 

th
at 

th
e 

non-applicants 

im
m

ediately 

rushed 
to th

e 

spot 

and 
de 

sealed 
th

e 

prem
ises 

on 
06. 

12.2021 

itself 

around 

5.30 

PM
 

in 

presence 
of 
the 

shopkeeper 

nam
ely 

Jagdev 

Singh 

(applicant) 
and all 

the 

tw
enty 

four 

seized 

item
s 

were 

handed 

over 
to 

Jagdev 

Singh 

i.e. 

applicant. 

An 

inventory 

was 

m
ade 

by 

the 

non-applicants 

regarding 
the 

seized 

item
s 

along 

with 

photographs. 

Copy 
of 

the com
pliance 

report 

dated 

06.12.2021 

along 

with 

inventory 

and photographs 
are 

annexed 

with 

the 

reply. 

Lastly, 
it is prayed 

that application 
of the 

applicant 

may 
be 

dism
issed. 

after 

som
etim

e 

w
ithout 

any 

order 
of 
th

e court 

they 

again 

sealed 

th
e 

shop 

w
hich 

fact 
is evident 

from
 

the photographs 

placed 
on 

record. 

Therefore 
the 

non-applicants 

have C
O

urt accordingly 
or 
at least 

they 
be 

directed 
to 

tender 
an 

unconditional 

com
m

itted 
contem

pt 
of 

before 
th

e 
court. 
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th
e 

of furnishing 

8. Ld 

counsel 

for 

the 

non-applicant 

No. 
1 vehem

ently 

argued 

th
at 

instead 

non-applicant 

has 

not 

disobeved 

th
e 

court 

order 

a
n

d
 

h
as 

highest 

regard 

tor 

th
e 

court, 

so 

th
ere 

is 

n
o

 

question 
of 

disobeying 

th
e directions 
of th

is 

c
o

rt. 

H
e 

fu
rth

er 

subm
itted 

th
at 

w
hen 

th
e 

non applicant 

No. 
1 visited 

th
e 

spot 

for 

th
e 

purpose 
of de-sealing 
of 

th
e sh

o
p

, 
he 

asked 

th
e 

applicant 
to

 

provide 

th
e 

receipt 
of th

e 

am
ount 

�eposited 
in

 

th
e
 

co
u

rt 
as 

per 

th
e 

direction 

passed 

by 

th
e 

court 
to

 w
hich 

th
e 

applicant 

did 

not 

respond 

and 

m
ore-so, 

th
e 

copy 
of 

o
rd

er 

w
hich 

w
as 

forw
arded 

to
 

th
e 

non-applicant 

No. 
l, 

w
ithout 

w
hether 

th
e 

applicant 

has 

furnished 
th

e u
n

d
ertak

in
g

 

a
n

d
 

deposit 

th
e
 

am
o

u
n

t 

as 

d
irected

 

as 

a
n

d
 

even 

applicant 

could 

not 

produce 

any 

docum
ent 

of th
e 

requisite 

undertaking 

being 

filed 
as 

such 

non-applicants 

could 

not 

com
ply receipt/docum

ent 

filed 

th
e 

present 

contem
pt 

application 

w
hich 

is 

not 

m
ain

tain
ab

le 

u
n

d
er 

law
. 

Ld 

co
u

n
sel 

derived 

th
e
 

atten
tio

n
 

of 

this 

court 

tow
ards 

th
e 

photocopy 
of order 

forw
arded 

to
 

non applicant 

N
o.1 

for 

com
pliance 

w
herein 

th
ere 

is no 

m
ention 

w
hether 

applicant 

had 

filed 

undertaking 
or 

deposited 

th
e 

am
o

u
n

t 

applicant 

as 

directed. 

E
ven 

otherw
ise 

also 

the 

non-applicant 

has 

com
plied 

th
e 

order 
of th

is 

court 

w
hen 

th
e 

court 

directed 

him
 

to
 

im
p

lem
en

t 

th
e
 

order 

on 

th
e
 

sa
m

e
 

d
ate 

i.e. 

0
6

.1
2

.2
0

2
1

.T
h

e 

non 

ap
p

lican
t 

im
m

ediately 

ru
sh

ed
 

to
 

spot 

an
d

 

de-sealed 

th
e 

prem
ises 

on 

th
e sam

e 

day 
at 

ab
o

u
t 

5.30 

PM
 

in
 

presence 
of th

e 

shopkeepers. 

Ld counsel 

further 

su
b

m
itted

 

th
at 

since 

th
e 

non-applicants 

have com
plied 

th
e 

order 
of th

is 

court, 
as 

su
ch

, 

application 

filed 

b
y

 

th
e 

M
rityunjoy 

D
as 

an
d

 

an
o

th
er 

V
ersU

s 

S
ay

ed
 

H
asib

u
r 

R
eh

am
an

 

applicant 
be 

dism
issed. 

L
d 

counsel 

also 

relied 

upon 

th
e 

case 

titled a
n

d
 

others-2001 

A
IO

R 

(SC
) 

1
2

9
3

 
in 

w
hich 

H
onble 

S
u

p
rem

e 

The 

th
e 

« W
here 

the 

order 
is susceptible 
to 

interpretations 
of 

one 
in fauour 

of 

contem
nor 

and 

other 

in
 

favour 
of 

com
plainant, 

benefit 

should 

be 

given 
to 

the 

contem
nor, 

the 

burden. 
of nroof 

will 
be 
on 

the 

person 

w
ho 

alleged 

such 

contem
pt 

of COurt.» 
as 

any 

m
ention 

directions. 

C
ourt 

h
as 

h
eld

 

th
at: 
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order 

an
d

 

th
e 

on 
26.11.2021 

th
a
t 

No. 
1 

9. The 

applicant 

has 

alleged 

th
at 

in 

an 

execution 

petition, 

this 

court vide 
order 

dated 
24.11.202T

 
D

assed 

the 

direcction 

for 

de-sealing 

and 

un-scaling 

the 

shop 
in

 

question 

w
ith 

further 

directions 
to

 release 

the 

item
s 

in
 

favour 
of 

th
e 

applicant 

against 

proper 

receipt 

w
ith 

urther 

condition 
th

at 

applicant 

sh
all 

file 
an 

undertaking 
to 

he 

e
te

e
t 

h
t
 

he 

sh
all 

deposit 

a
n

 

am
o

u
n

t 
of R

s. 

o
n

e 

la
k

h
 

in
 

th
e cO

U
rt 

O
n 

30. 

1l1.2021 

and 

th
e
 

order 

w
as 

directed 
to

 

be 

forw
arded 

to
 

th
e 

E
xecutive 

M
agistrate 

and 

SH
O

 

Police 

Station 

G
andhi 

N
agar 

O
n

 

P
erusal 

of file 

clearly 

reveals 

th
at 

order 

passed 

by 

th
is 

court 

for de-sealing 

was 

subject 

to 

condition 

that 

applicant 

shall 

file requisite 

undertaking 

that 
he 

will 

deposit 

am
ount 

w
orth 

Rs. 
1 

lakh 

before 

th
e
 

court 

on 

3
0

.1
1

.2
0

2
l 

and 

not 

otherw
ise. 

P
hotocopy 

of th
e 

order 

forw
arded 

to
 

non-applicant 

No. 
1 clearly 

reveals 

th
at th

ere 
is no 

m
ention 

of th
is 

fact 
as 
to 

w
hether 

applicant 

has 

filed an 

undertaking 
or 

has 

deposited 

the 

am
ount. 

It w
as 

in 

these 

circum
nstances 

an
d

 

on 

acco
u

n
t 

oi o
m

issio
n

 

in
 

copy 

of order 

forw
arded 

by 

th
e 

court 

th
at 

non-applicants 

w
ere 

n
o

t 
in

 
a position 

to
 

de-seal 

th
e 

shop 

and 

C
ould 

not 

com
ply 

th
e 

directions. 

10. 

Jam
m

u 

for 

com
pliance 

only 

after 

applicant 

files 

requisite 

undertaking 

and 

not 

otherw
ise. 

It is 

further 

alleged 

th
at 

applicant 

27.11.2021 

non-applicant 

No.1 

cam
e 

on 

spot 

and 

de-sealed 

th
e 

filed 

undertaking 

before 

the 

court 

shop 

an
d

 

after 

2-3 

hours 
both 

non-applicants 
again 
cam

e 

orn 
spot and 

re-sealed 

th
e 

sh
o

p
 

w
ithout 

any 

order. 

O
n

 

th
e 

other 

hand, 
it is 

non-applicant 

d
ated

2
4

.1
1

.2
0

2
1

 

w
as 

forw
arded 

to
 

him
 

b
u

t 

th
ere 

w
as 

no 

m
ention 

that 

the 

applicant 

has 

filed 

the 

undertaking 

before 

th
e 

court. 
As 

such, 

he 

asked 

th
e 

applicant 

to 

provide 

receipt 

of am
ount 

deposited 

but 

the 

applicant 

did 

not 

respond, 
as 

such, 
he 

could 

th
e 

by 

not 

de-seal 

the 

shop. 

subm
itted 

Im
m

ediately 

after 

issuance 
of 

notice 
in

 

th
is 

application, 

th
e 

non applicants 

through 

th
eir 

respective 

counsel's 

cause 

appearance 

before 

th
e 

court 
on 

06-12-2021l 

and 

thereafter 

th
ey

 

im
plem

ent 

the order 

on 

th
e 

sam
e 

day. 
It also 

transpires 

from
 

th
e
 

record 

th
at 
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an
d

 

and 
a copy 
of 

the 
also 
clearly 

the 
applicant. 

On 
reco:d. 

spot 

th
e
 

sam
e 

day 

an
d

 

th
e 

to
 

witness 
which 

C
om

pliance 

report 

w
as 

iled 
bv th

e 

non-applicant 

No. 
1 betore 

th
e C

ourt 
on 

17.12.2021 

w
herein 

it w
ns 

clearly 

stated 

that 

th
e
 

order of this 

court 

dated 

24,l1.202l 

has 

been 

im
plem

ented 
in 

its 

letter and 

sp
rit 

n presence 
of th

e 

shopkeepers 

and 
all 

th
e 

seized 

item
s 

w
ere 

handed 

over 
to

 

th
e 

applicant 

and 
an 

inventory 

w
as 

m
ade 

by 

applicant 

No.1, 

PSI 

B
asharat 

H
ussain 

of Police 

Station 

G
andhi 

report 
in

 

th
e 

shape 
of A

nnexure 
-1 

duly 

signed 

by 

th
e 

the 

nol-applicants 

regarding 
seized 
item

s 

establishes 

that 

the 

order 
of this 

court 

was 

duly 

im
plem

ented 
by 

of inventory 

along 

with 

photocopies 
of 

both 

the 

non-applicants 
in 

presence 
of applicant 

and 

w
itnesses 

to 

be 

deliberate 
in

 

N
agar 

Jam
m

u, 

applicant 

and 

and 

seized 

item
s 

w
ere 

also 

handed 

over 

photographs 

have 

also 

been 

annexed 

with 

the 

com
pliance 

report. 

A
llegation 

that 

there 

was 

violation 

on 

the 

part 
of 

the 

non 

N
eedless 

to 

state 

that 

order 

was 

passed 

by 

this 

court 

circum
stances 

and 
in view

 
of 

the 

docum
ents 

placed 

24.11.2021 

w
hereas 

sam
e 

has 

been 

im
plem

ented 
on 

06.12.2021 

at 5.30 

PM
 

w
hen 

th
e 

non-applicants 

cam
e 

to
 

know
 

that 

applicant 

has 

furnished 
an 

undertaking 
as 

directed, 

they 

im
m

ediately 

rushed 
to 

the 

spot 

and 

im
plem

ented 

the 

order 
of this 

court. 

T
he circum

stances 

brought 
on 

record 
by 

the 

non-applicant 
N

o. 
1 itself explained 

that 

there 

w
as 

lack 
of 

understanding 

w
hich 

resulted 
in 

consequently 

contem
pt 

application 

was 

filed 
by 

th
e 

applicant. 
It 

non-imnplementation 
of court 

order 

non 

to
 

11. view
 

of 
the 

O
n

 

O
n

 

was 

only 

w
hen 

th
e 

non-applicants 

cause 

appearance 

before 

th
e court 

and 

cam
e 

to
 

know
 

th
at 

undertaking 

has 

been 

subm
itted 

by 

S
e
e
m

 

im
plem

nented 

th
e 

order 
of 

th
is 

C
ourt. 

T
here 

ap
p

ears 

no 

m
alafide 

or 

the 

applicant; 

they 

im
m

ediately 

rushed deliberate 

attenpt 

on 

the 

part 
of non-applicants 
in

 

flouting 

the order 

of 
th

is 

court. 

M
ore-so, 

the 

applicant 
failed 
to

 

estab
lish

 
that non-applicants 

deliberately 

and 

intentionally 

have 

violated 

order fbn 
rof 

this 

court 

w
hich 

can 
lead 
to

 

contem
pt 

proceedings 

against 

them
. 

A
pplicant 

failed 
to 

prove 

the 

assertion 

that 

th
e 

non 

Photocopy 
of list 

applicants 
does 
not 
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applicants 

have 

com
nm

itted 

th
e
 

contem
pt 

of th
e 

court. 

T
hererore, 

C
ontem

pt 

proceedings 
as 

praved 
for 

cannot 
be 

initiated 

m
ainly 

on 

th
e 

basis 
of 

probabilities 

and 

assertions 

m
ade 

in
 

the 

application. 

In 

the 

backdrop 
of observations 

m
ade 

hereinabove, 
I am

 
of the considered 

opinion 

that 

applicant 

has 

failed 
to

 

establish 

and prove 

that 

the 

non-applicants 

have 

deliberately 

violated 
the 

order of this 

court 

an
d

 

they 
are 
to 
be 

proceeded 
for 

wilful 

disobedience 

of the 

order 

passed 

by 

this 

court 

on 

24.11.2021. 

M
ore-so, 

the 

order 

has 

already 

been 

im
plem

ented 

without 

any 
fail 
by 

the 

non 

applicants. 
In 

view
 

of 

the 

facts 

and 

circum
stances 

of th
e 

case; application 
filed 
by 

the 

applicant 

seem
s 

to
 

be 

w
ithout 

any 

merit, 

as 

there 
is 

nothing 
on 

record 
to

 

suggest 

that 

the 

non-applicants 

deliberately 
and 

intentionally 

disobeyed 
the 

order 
of this 

court. 

12. 

Accordingly, 

application 
in 

hand 
is 

dism
issed 

being devoid 
of merit. 

File 
be 

compiled 
and 

consigned 
to 

records. 

13. 

Sub 
Judge 
(C.J.M

) 
Jam

m
u

 

Announced 
20.01.2024 

oder 
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V
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N
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V
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A
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L
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A
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N
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N
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O
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FEE 
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U
N
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K
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28p/ 

y r Th 

a
h

a
 

o s
C

o
u

rt 

a
e
 

receiptshoulbe 

veriffed 
at w

w
w

.shclestam
p.com

 

Any 

discrepancy 
in 

thel R
S

o
b

e
 

on 
tha 

s 

L
 

S
t
S

I
a
l
s
t
e
r
 

verication 
&

 

locking 
by 
the 

Court 

O
fficial. 

V
IY

A
S

 
S

H
A

R
M

A
 

e
-S

ta
m

p
in

n
 

L
ic

 
N

o
.-2

3
1

 
(
4

)
 

7
0

0
6

2
4

0
3

6
9

 

w
absite 

ren
d

eit 

inyalid. 
In 

case 
of any 

discrepancy 

please 

inform
 

the 

Com
petent 
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