| TEM NO. 3 COURT NO. 7 SECTI ON X'V

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).6093/2003

(From the judgenent and order dated 13/02/2003 in OCW No. 2672/1996 of The H GH COURT OF

DELH AT N. DELHI)

RAVI KHULLAR & ANR. Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

UNION OF | NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for directions and prayer for interimrelief and office report )

(FOR FI NAL DI SPCSAL)

W TH SLP(C) NO 6095 of 2003
(Wth appln. For directions and with prayer for interimrelief and office report)

(FOR FI NAL DI SPOSAL)

SLP(C) NO. 6384 of 2003
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

(FOR FI NAL DI SPOSAL)

SLP(C) NO. 8574 of 2003

(Wth appln for directions and inpl eadnent of the applicants as petitioners and prayer for int
erim

relief and office report)

(FOR FI NAL DI SPCSAL)

Date: 10/01/2006 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. P. SI NGH



HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ALTAMAS KABI R

For Petitioner(s) M. J.L. Qupta, Sr. Adv.
M. Dushyant Dave, Sr. Adv.
M. Rakesh Diwedi, Sr. Adv.
M. N dhesh Qupta, Adv.
M. Vinod Shukla, Adv.
Ms. Ni dhi Qupta, Adv.
Ms. S. Janani, Adv.
M. Naveen R Nath, Adv.
M. Baljeet Choudhary, Adv.
M. Lalit Mhini Bhat, Adv.
IN SLP 8574/ 2003 M. Rakesh Diwedi, Sr. Adv.
2
M. Gaurav Liberhan, Adv.
For Respondent (s)
for Govt. of NCT, Del hi Ms. Geeta Luthra, Adv.
M. D.N Goburdhan , Adv
Ms. Pinky Anand, Adv.
M S Saharya & Co. , Adv
M. D.S. Mahra , Adv
Ms. Rachana Srivastava, Adv.
for Airport Authority M. A. Sharan, ASG
M s. Rachana Joshi | ssar, Adv.
M. Amt Anand Tiwari, Adv.
Ms. Salinee Rangan, Adv.



for UA I ndi ra Sawhney, Adv.
Vi kas Sharnma, Adv.
Par eena Swar oop, Adv.

Anmeet Si ngh, Adv.

5 5 555

Ani| Katiyar, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Heard the | earned counsel for the parties.

It is submitted on behal f of t he petitioners t hat t he
| ands bel ongi ng to t he

petitioners on which industries were running have been acquired under the provisions of
the Land Acquisition Act for the purpose of planned developnent of Delhi. The | ands are

| ocat ed on t he Mahi pal pur - Mehrul i r oad. They further submi t t hat with a
view to

rehabilitate those who have been displaced as a result of acquisition of their |ands an area

of about 148 acres was acqui r ed, out of whi ch about 70 acres have be
en utilised for

rehabilitating persons who have been di spl aced on account of anot her acqu
sition. 78

acres of land is still avai |l abl e. It is al so submtted on the basis of  wi
tten reply received

from the | ear ned counsel for t he respondent, t hat t he remai ni ng area is
sought to be

utilised for t he pur pose of provi di ng facilities to t he di spl aced per sons
who have been

rehabilitated over 70 acres of land. The | earned counsel for the petitioner further submts



t hat t hey had appr oached t he authorities concer ned and there appears to
be di stinct

possibility of rehabilitating t he petitioners by allotting them |ands, on
t he basi s of t he

Sur vey Report al r eady on record and to t he ext ent r ecomrended. Furt her
t hey wer e

informed that in view of the pendency of these Special Leave Petitions, the respondents are

not in a position to take a firm decision

The | earned Additional Solicitor General, appearing for respondents, subnit

t hat he has no i nstructions in t he matter so far as t he possibility of
acconmodat i ng t he

petitioners on the acquired land is concerned, or that the sane is not being considered on

account of pendency of these Special Leave Petitions. He has instructions to say
that on
earlier dat es such proposal s have been rej ect ed. However , he has no obj e

ction to t he

petitioners nmoving the concerned authorities praying for their rehabilitatio
n over t he

portion of land that renmains out of 148 acres of land which, according to them have been

acquired for the purpose of rehabilitating the persons displaced as a result of acquisition.

In t he ci rcunst ances, we adjourn t hese Speci al Leave Petitions
to enabl e t he

petitioners to nmove the concer ned authorities wi thin four weeks from today
and for the

respondents to consider their request. It will be open to the respondents, if they so desire

to take a decision in the matter. However, nothing said in this order should be construed

as expression of opinion on merit of the clains of either side. If the petitioners



nove t he

concerned authorities wthin four weeks, we expect themto take a decision in the matter

within eight weeks thereafter.

Put up on April 18, 2006.

(Raj) esh Dham (Vijay Dha
wan

Court Master Court Master



