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JUDGMENT AND ORDER (ORAL)

1. Heard Mr. P.Yobin, learned counsel for the petitioner.

2. This contempt application alleges contempt of this Court’s order
dated 08-06-2026, passed in WP(C). No. 252 of 2026, with regard to the
staying of an execution proceeding for three days to allow the petitioner to
put in an application for stay of the proceeding.

3. Mr. P.Yobin, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that on
consideration of the facts, this Court had allowed the petitioner three days’
time to put in an application before the Trial Cout, but however, though the
order was passed on 08-06-2026 itself, and the same was brought to the
knowledge of the respondent on the same day, the execution proceedings
had already commenced. He further submits that as the order was uploaded
at 5.30 p.m., as such, a physical copy of the same was not available at that
point of time to be presented.

4. On hearing the submissions of the learned counsel for the petitioner,
this Court sees that the matter in question had been taken up on the express
prayer of the petitioner to allow three days’ time to put in an application.
However, it appears that though orders were passed, the execution

proceedings had already commenced. In these circumstances, to discern as




2026:MLHC:762

to whether the order was communicated or that any contempt has been made
out before this Court at this stage is difficult.

5. Accordingly, contempt is not entertained and the matter stands closed
and disposed of and the petitioner is at liberty to seek other legal remedy
before the Trial Court.

Judge
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