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       SUPR EME COUR T OF I N D I A
           RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

        CIVIL APPEAL NO(s). 5741-5742 OF 2009
                     (for prel. hearing)

SHANTHA LAKSHMI JAYARAM                         Appellant (s)

          VERSUS

M/S M.S.P.L.LTD. & ORS.                  Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for ex-Parte stay and office report)

Date: 04/09/2009 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
   HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.V. RAVEENDRAN
   HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B. SUDERSHAN REDDY

For Appellant(s)       Mr.   P.S. Narasimha, Sr.Adv.
               Mr. Sridhar   Potaraju,Adv.
                       Mr.   D.R. Ravishankar, Adv.
                       Mr.   D. Julius Reimei, Adv.
                       Mr.   K. Parameshwar, Adv.
                       Mr.   Gaichangpou Gangmei, Adv.

For Respondent(s)

      UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                ORDER

                The civil appeals are dismissed in terms of the

        signed order.

        (Pawan Kumar)                                             (M.S.   Negi)

     AR-CUM-PS                                   Court Master
              (signed order is placed on the file)
              IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                CIVIL APPEAL NOS.5741-5742 OF 2009

SHANTHA LAKSHMI JAYARAM                                          ...
APPELLANT

                          VERSUS

M/S. M.S.P.L.LTD. & ORS.                                         ...
RESPONDENTS

                          ORDER

        In a contempt petition filed by respondent, the High Court

on 25.3.2009 directed the Dy. Commissioner, Bellary to ensure

that no mining activities shall be carried on within the disputed



area (chain Nos. 64 to 71) of Vyasanakere Village. The respondent

filed another contempt petition alleging violation of the order

dated 25.3.2009, against the Appellant. In the second contempt

petition High Court passed the impugned order dated 1.7.2009

recording a finding of prima facie contempt and directed Indian

Bureau of Mines and Surveyor General of India, to survey the

area in question.

        Aggrieved by the said order, the respondent has filed

these appeals under Section 19 of Contempt of Court Act. We find

no reason to interfere.

                                                        ...2/-
                                     :2:

        The appellant voices an apprehension that the direction in

para 9 of the impugned judgment relating to survey of the area

(chain 64 to chain 71) may virtually render the writ petition filed

by her infructuous. The appellant also submits that the said

direction   for    survey      was not    warranted     in   the contempt

proceedings. The said interim order made in the contempt

proceedings       will   not    however    prejudice      the    rights    and

contentions of the appellant in her pending writ                     petition.

Therefore there is no basis for her apprehension.

        Therefore the civil appeals are dismissed.

                                                 ............................J.
                                  ( R.V. RAVEENDRAN )

                                                  ............................J.
                                  ( B. SUDERSHAN REDDY )
NEW DELHI,
SEPTEMBER 04, 2009.


