
ITEM NO.9                        COURT NO.9              SECTION XIA

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

CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO. 378 OF 2011 IN SLP(C) 3318/2010

G.S.N.RAJ                                                   Petitioner(s)

                      VERSUS

VALSAMMA & ORS.                                             Respondent(s)

(With office report )

Date: 31/10/2011        This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.M. LODHA
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE H.L. GOKHALE

For Petitioner(s)             Mr. M.P. Vinod,Adv. (not present)

For Respondent(s)             Mr. Sidharth Dave, Adv.
                              Mr. A. Raghunath, Adv.

              UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                  O R D E R
               Contempt Petition is disposed of in terms of signed
     order.

            (Pardeep Kumar)                              (Renu Diwan)
              Court Master                               Court Master
                 [signed order is placed on the file ]
                          IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                           CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

                   CONTEMPT PETITION (C)         NO. 378 OF 2011

                                           IN

                 SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (C)         NO. 3318 OF 2010

G.S.N. RAJ                                                      ...     PETITIONER(S)

                           Versus

VALSAMMA     AND OTHERS                                         ...     RESPONDENT(S)

                                    O R D E R

               At the outset, Mr. Sidharth Dave, learned counsel

    for respondent Nos. 1 to 3 handed over a copy of memo filed



    by the judgment-debtors (respondents-contemnors herein) in

    Execution Petition No. 194 of 2007.            The memo indicates that

    the keys of the subject premises were handed over by the

    judgment- debtors in the Rent Control Court, Alleppey on

    August 19, 2011.           It,    thus,     appears   that    the    decree-

    holders     have   received      the    possession     of     the    subject

    premises.

              In view thereof, no further action needs to be taken

    in the Contempt Petition and it is disposed of accordingly.

                                                  .....................J.
                                                  (R.M. LODHA)
                    ......................J.
                     (H.L. GOKHALE)
NEW DELHI
OCTOBER 31, 2011.


