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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

I A Nos. 21, 24, 26, 30, 33, 37-39, 40, 45, 47, 50-52, 61, 62, 67, 68
and 69 in Wit Petition (Civil) No. 653 of 1994

WASI M AHVED SAEED Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDIA & ORS Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln. for directions, intervention, take on record Joint Report in
compliance of order dated 05.08.2004, nodification of Court’s order

dat ed 05.08.2004 and 02.09. 2004, pernission and directions and inpleadnent
and office report)

W TH

I A Nos. 14, 15 and 17 in Contenpt Petition (G vil) No. 162/2000 in

Wit Petition (Cvil) No. 653 of 1994

(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling OT. and recalling of order dated
12.05. 2000 and restoration of order dated 16.3.1998 & 20.7.98 and further
directions with office report)

IA Nos. 14-17 in 1A No.13 in W (C) No. 239 of 1997
(Wth appl n(s) for inpleadnent and directions and office report)

Date: 20/01/2014 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE VI KRAMAJI T SEN

Counsel for the parties

Am cus Curi ae M. Altaf Ahnmad, Sr. Adv.
Intiaz Ahned, Adv.

=

Manjit Singh, AAG
Tarjit Singh, Adv.

Vi nay Kuhar, Adv.
Nupur Choudhary, Adv.

I rshad Ahned, AAG State of U P.
Samr Ali Khan, Adv.

Yunus Mal ik, Adv.
Shashank Si ngh, Adv.
Aman Mal ik, Adv.
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A. D.N. Rao, Adv.
Sudi pto Sircar, Adv.
A. Venkat esh, Adv.
Vai shali R, Adv.

Ashok Kr. Singh, Adv.
Naresh K. Gaur, Adv.
Ashok Kumar Singh, Adv.
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Suni ta Shar ma, Adv.
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Chet an Chaw a, Adv.
Nandi ni Gupt a, Adv.

D. S. Mahr a, Adv.

Mohan Prasad Gupta, Adv.
Yasir Rauf, Adv.

S.N. Terdal, Adv.

B. Krishna Prasad, Adv.
Ani| Katiyar, Adv.
P. Parnmeswaran, Adv.
Sushma Suri, Adv.
Sudhir Kul shrestha, Adv.
Shaki | Ahmed, Adv.
V. K. Vernma, Adv.
Arvind Kumar, Adv.
Prashant Chaudhary, Adv.
B. V. Bal randas, Adv.
Moni ka Cusain, Adv.
Ms. Equity Lex Associ ates, Adv.
M. Aftab Ali Khan, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Heard counsel on either side.

We have al so perused the affidavit filed on behalf of the
State of Uttar Pradesh. Affidavit states that the State is
ready to provide security to the construction of the |left over
wal | as and when A S.I. nakes a request. State will also fully
cooperate with the A S.I. If police protection is required, the
State will provide that too.

In view of the stand taken by the State of Uttar Pradesh
no further orders are necessary. It is for the A.S. 1. to nake a
request to the State Governnent, in the event of which the State
will provide adequate facilities to carry out the construction
work of the wall and provide police protection, if necessary.

Learned Anmicus Curiae also referred to paragraph 3 of the
affidavit of the State of Uttar Pradesh, wherein the State has
expressed the difficulty in widening the road due to |ack of
space. Over and above, it is also pointed that for the said
purpose they have to acquire |and. Needl ess to say, the
wi dening of the road is necessary since |lot of vehicles have to
pass through this road, especially when the width of the road is
only 5.5 ntrs.

In such circunstances, the State will exam ne the question
of widening of the road without delay and also for providing
par ki ng space

Learned counsel for the A S.I. subnmitted that the entry on
the rear side to the house of M. Veer Singh, which is near to
the staircase, has to be closed for the protection of the
nonunent .

These are the aspects to be examined by the State of Uttar
Pradesh and should cone out wth their response wthin one
nont h.

The A.S. 1. will expedite the installation of CCTV camneras
in and around the inportant areas of the nonument conpl ex.

State Governnent is also directed to file their response to



|.A No.68-69 in WP. No. 653/1994.
Post after a nonth.
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