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                S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Cont. Pet. (C) No. 59/2001 in  C.A.No.9910/1995

  MUNEERA BASHA                                             Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  R. VENKATACHALAM                                          Respondent (s)

  Date : 26/03/2001 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.C. LAHOTI
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE BRIJESH KUMAR

For Petitioner (s)      Mr. R. Venkataramani, Sr. Adv.
                        Mr. Satya Mitra Garg, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

                UPON  hearing counsel, the Court made the following
                                    O R D E R

................L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T....J

.SP2
                        Heard.   The  dispute in this case relates  to
                the  extent of property over which the judgment debtor
                should    have    delivered     possession   to    the
                decree-holders.    Learned  senior   counsel  for  the
                petitioner  submits  that  the   petitioner  would  be
                advised   to   have  the   question   adjudicated   in
                appropriate  proceedings which are pending before  the
                High Court or which may be initiated hereinafter.  The
                contempt proceedings are, accordingly, dismissed.

.SP1

                (Ajay Kr. Jain)                  (Prem Prakash)
                 Court Master                     Court Master

                        (Signed order is placed on the file)
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                                          ..........................J.
                                          (R. C. LAHOTI)

                                          ..........................J.
                                          (BRIJESH KUMAR)
                 New Delhi
                 March 26, 2001.


