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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

CM(M) 38/2018 & CM No. 964-966/2018

SOUTH DELHI MUNICIPAL CORPORATION ..... Petitioner
Through: Ms. Madhu Tewatia, Adv.

VErsus
M/SHALDI RAM MARKETINGPVTLTD .. Respondent

Through:  Mr. Varun Goswami, Mr. Rahul
Sinha & Sahil Agarwal, Advs.

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE R.K.GAUBA
ORDER

% 10.01.2018

The petitioner corporation takes exception to the impugned
order dated 27.12.2017 on the contention that it was passed by the
Municipal Taxation Tribunal exercising powers under the Contempt
of Court Act which did not vest in it, the action having been initiated
on the basis of contempt petition no. MA No 8/MTT/2017 filed by the
respondent.

The learned counsel for the respondent who has appeared on
advance notice submits that the amount payable by the petitioner
corporation has already been recelved pursuant to the direction in the
earlier order of the Tribunal and, therefore, the application on the
basis of which the impugned order was passed is not pressed, though
the respondent reserves the right to rake up the issue of interest before

the Tribunal by proper proceedings.
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The counsel for the respondent, on instructions, undertakes to
make a statement before the Tribuna not to press the application for
Contempt on the basis of which the impugned order was passed.

In this view of the matter, the learned counsel for the petitioner
submits that she does not press the petition for any further relief.

The petition along with accompanying application stand
disposed of accordingly.

Dasti under the signatures of Court Master.

R.K.GAUBA, J
JANUARY 10, 2018/umang
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