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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Vi de our Order dated 29.08.2014, we had permtted the
Archael ogi cal Survey of India to inplenment the earlier orders
passed by this Court.

Wi | e doing so, we had not incorporated the concl usions
reached by the learned District Judge in his report dated
22.04. 2014. In our opinion, the said conclusions requires to be
incorporated in the aforesaid order

We now add the conclusions portion of the report of the
| earned District Judge dated 22.04.2014 to our order of
29.08.2014. The same reads as under
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"After inspection both the sides i.e. Zere Hamam
near Bul and Darwaza and Gata No. 244/ 2 near Agra
Gate, | amof the opinion that there should not be
any obstruction in conplying the orders of the
Hon’ bl e Court.

As regards the provision for entry to the
house of M. Veeri Singh is concerned, it is to
informthat even if the illegal entry fromthe side
of Zere Hamamis closed, he will have two access to
this house, one fromwest side and other fromthe
hotel side, which can be opened with the pernission
of Hon’ ble Court, Photo of spot is annexure 19 of
this report.

As far as the question of the access to
shops is concerned, it has been observed that if
the boundary wall is constructed, an alternate road
fromthe back side of these shops is also present
whi ch can be utilised as an access by the



shopkeepers. Photo of the spot is annexure '20' of
this report.

District Authorities nay also be directed to
upgr ade proper approach fromthe road side for
usi ng back space/existing road and to ensure that
all the vehicles are parked inside the @ulistan
Par ki ng Conpl ex. Vehicles nmay not be allowed to
park here and there upto Badshahi Gate as well as
Bul and Gate.

Hence, it is evi dent from the facts
menti oned above that the subm ssion nade by
M. Veeri Si ngh bef ore t he Hon’ bl e Court is
incorrect and further in may opinion if proposed
compound wal | is constructed, the ingress and
egress to the shop and the house of M. Veeri Singh
will not be obstructed."

I. A Nos. 68-69 are di sposed of accordingly.

(G V. Ranana) (Vi nod Kul vi)
Court Master Asstt. Registrar



