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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION

CONTEMPT PETITION NO.44 OF 2012
IN
EXECUTION APPLICATION NO.441 OF 2006
IN
SECUNDERABAD O.S. NO.313 OF 1997

TCI Finance Limited ....Petitioner
V/s.
The Recovery Officer & Ors. ....Respondents

Ms. Shilpa Kapil for the petitioner.
Mr. B.R. Zaveri i/b. D.B. Zaveri for the respondent no.3.
Mr. Vishal Kanade i/b. Mr. Vivek Sawant for the respondent no.4.

CORAM : K.R.SHRIRAM,J
DATE : 17" JUNE, 2016
P.C.:-
1 Heard the counsel for the petitioner and the counsel for the

respondent nos.3 and 4. Prima facie I do not find any contempt. The

whole thing appears to be miscommunication.

2 Therefore, the contempt petition is dismissed.

(K.R.SHRIRAM,J)

Gauri GaeKwad
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