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Vidya Amin

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CONTEMPT PETITION NO. 361 OF 2005
Jagdish C. Sharma ... Petitioner
Vs.
Burjor Aredeshar Mistry & Ors. ... Respondents

None for the petitioner.
Mr. Atul S. Singh, Advocate for respondent nos. 5 to 7.

CORAM: MRS.MRIDULA BHATKAR, J.
DATE : 8™ October, 2015
PC.:

The learned counsel for respondent nos. 5 to 7 submitted that the
order against which the breach is claimed is an interim order dated 24™
June, 1993 passed by the learned Judge, City Civil Court, Mumbai. By the
said order, respondent nos. 1 to 4 were directed not to dispose of the
property in any manner, however, the said property was sold thereafter to
respondent nos. 5 to 7. The learned counsel also informed that the suit

was based on the oral agreement for specific performance. Thereafter the

said Suit No. 1778 of 1990 was dismissed on 4™ May, 2011.

2. In view of this submission and as none present for the petitioner, this

Contempt Petition is dismissed.

(MRIDULA BHATKAR, J.)
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