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SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO. 140-144 OF 2011
IN
SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) NOS. 27755-27759 OF 2010

M/S ATMA RAM BUILDERS P.LTD. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
A.K.TULI & ORS. Respondent(s)

Date: 27/04/2011 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE GYAN SUDHA MISRA
For Petitioner(s)  Mr. Dushyant A. Dave, Sr. Adv.
Mr. S. Udaya Kumar Sagar, Adv.
Ms. Bina Madhavan, Adv.
Mr. Amit Sethi, Adv.
Ms. Vinita Sasidharan, Adv. for
M/S. Lawyer’S Knit & Co.

For Respondent(s)
Mr. Ashwani Kumar,Adv. (not present)

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

Very serious allegations have been made in these
contempt petitions. By our Order dated 06.10.2010 we had
dismissed the Special Leave Petitions of M/s Udham Singh
Jain Charitable Trust-the tenant by giving it six months
time from that date to vacate the premises in question on
furnishing usual undertaking before this Court within six
weeks from that date. Despite that Order, the petitioner

1
in the original Special Leave Petitions Nos. 27755-27759 of

2010 has not vacated the premises in question nor did it
file any undertaking before this Court. Instead, to
frustrate the Order of this Court dated 06.10.2010 it got
some persons to file frivolous objections before the
executing court. One objector is hone else than the son of
one of the trustees of the tenant-trust, another objector
is one of the trustees claiming to be the sub-tenant.
In our opinion, such conduct is simply unacceptable.

It prima facie seems to us that the alleged contemnors are



only creating frivolous objections to start a second round
of litigation, and frustrate the Order of this Court dated
06.10.2010. We have noted that the tenancy was for
10 years effective from 01.11.1982. Hence, the respondents
in these contempt petitions (petitioner in the original
Special Leave Petitions Nos. 27755-27759 of 2010 and the
objectors)  should have handed over peaceful, vacant
possession on 01.11.1992, but they have not done so till
now.
Issue notice.
Dasti in addition.
List on 10th May, 2011 by which time counter affidavit
may be filed. Itis made clear that the case will not be
adjourned  on that day. There are very serious allegations
of flouting the Order dated 06.10.2010 passed by this

2
Court. We may be constrained to pass harsher orders on

that date if cause shown is not sufficient according to us.
The alleged contemnors shall remain present in the
Court on 10th May, 2011.
The petitioner in these contempt petitions is allowed
to implead Archna Sinha, Additional District Judge Central,
Delhi. Issue notice to her also. She is directed to remain
present in the Court on 10th May, 2011 to explain to this
Court how and why she had passed the order dated 23.04.2011
in total defiance of the Order passed by this Court on
06.10.2010. She is also directed to file a personal
affidavit before the next date of hearing. She shall also
show cause why contempt proceedings be not taken against
her and a recommendation be made by this Court for her
immediate suspension.
Notice may be served dasti to Mr. Ashwani Kumar,
Advocate-on-Record for the petitioner in the original
Special Leave Petitions Nos. 27755-27759 of 2010.

Copy of this Order shall be given to the alleged



contemnors and Archna  Sinha, Additional District Judge

Central, Delhi, forthwith.

( Rajesh Dham) ( Indu Satija)
Court Master Court Master



