\ 2261 TEM NO. 51 COURT NO. 2 SECTION Xl I A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CONT. PET. (C) NOS.120-121 OF 2005 IN S.L.P. (C) NOS.18784-18785 OF 2003

SAVALA RAJA NALLAI AH & ANR. Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

M MOHAN REDDY & ANR. Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report)

Date: 25/07/2005 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE Y. K. SABHARWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARUN KUMAR
For Petitioner(s) M. M Srinivas R Rao, Adv.
M. Srinivas Kotni, Adv.
M. Joydi p Bhattacharya, Adv.
Ms. Neeru Vaid, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. V.R Reddy, Sr. Adv.

M. P. Venkat Reddy, Adv.

M. Anil Kumar Tandal e, Adv.

Ms. K. Anreswari, Sr. Adv.

=

S.WA. Qadri, Adv.

M. Mhd. Saud, Adv.



M. Ravi Prakash, Adv.

M. Lakshm Raman Singh, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
The
[ T.1. Rajput ] [ V.P. Tyagi ]
Court Master Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

ClVIL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON

CONTEMPT PETITION [C] NOCS. 120-121 OF 2005
I'N

SPECI AL LEAVE PETI TION (C) NOS. 18784-18785 OF 2003

Samal a Raja Mallaiah & Anr. ... Petitioner(s)

Ver sus

M Mhan Reddy & Anr. ... Respondent (s)

O R D E R

According to the | earned counsel for the petitioners, though possession of

the prenises in question was handed over to his clients but the articles lying in the

premni ses were not renoved and they have been now given on a bond by the bailiff to



hi s clients. According to the learned counsel for the petitioners, the respond
ents-

contermors are not renoving the said articles. On the other hand, on instructions, it

is submtted on behalf of both the respondents-contemmors that all the articles have

been renoved and none of their articles is in the premises or with the petitioners. In

this view, in case the articles are with the petitioners, they may deal with the same in

any manner as they deemfit.

The contenpt petitions are, accordingly, disposed of.

[Y. K. SABHARVAL]

[ ARUN KUVAR]
New Del hi ,

July 25, 2005.



