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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).8398-8399 and 12415 of 2005

(From the judgenent and order dated 19/12/2003 in CWNo. 85/2003 & RA No. 130/2004 & CWP No.

1138/ 2003 of The HI GH COURT OF DELH AT N. DELHI)

SUPER BAZAR KARAMCHARI DALI T SANGH & CORS Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

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

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP, directions, intervention, inpleadnent and directions

and

i npl eadnent of 70 enpl oyees of Super Bazar Co-Operative Store and and office report )

Wth

SLP(C) No. 22640 of 2005

(Wth appln.(s) for Cdelay in refiling SLP and with prayer for interimrelief and office repo
rt)

Date: 27/09/2006 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. P. S| NGH
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In I.A No.31 M. Mhit Chaudhary, Adv.
M. Mani sh Jain, Adv.
Ms. Pooja Sharma, Adv.
Ms. Jyoti Mendiratta, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
We have heard counsel for the parties for sone tine.
Counsel for the N.D MC. prays for leave to withdraw the affidavit
filed on
26t h  Sept enber, 2006 to enabl e it to file a better af fidavit and
excl ude i rrel evant

matters stated therein. The prayer is allowed.

From the discussion in Court a few points energe which we wi sh to highlight

so that in the affidavit that nay be filed on behalf of the NND.MC those points are als

covered nanely :-
1. Whet her t he proposal to denol i sh t he Super Bazar bui | di ng with a
view to

provi ding 80,000 sq.ft. of parking space can be execut ed in
view of t he exi sting

buil ding bye-laws and norns, because the built up area of the ground floor of the
building is 20,200 sq.ft. and therefore in accordance with the existing bye | aws, the

basement cannot be nore than 20,200 sq.ft. The  existing area of th
e basenment is

about 19, 000 sq.ft.

2. Whether the proposal to demplish the existing building and to reconstruct the sane



will, in any way, effect the business of the Super Bazar in other prem ses which al so

formpart of the conposite bid made by the parties. It was subnmitted on behal f of

one of t he bi dders t hat even if sone tinme is t aken to renovat
e, demol i sh and/ or

reconstruct t he bui I di ng in the Connaught Circus, if the  other pr

em ses are

avai l abl e, the bidders may comence their business in those prenises.

3. The NND.M C. has expressed its willingness to let out the ground, first, second and

third floors to the successful bidder on paynent of market rent with proportionate

parki ng space. No indication has been given as to the basis on which the rate will b

calculated. It has further to be clarified whether in regard to the other prenises o

the Super Bazar, the sanme principle will apply.

4. If the Super Bazar building has to be reconstructed as proposed by NN.D.M C., how

much tine it will take to demolish and reconstruct the building and handover the

sanme to the successful bidder.

We are informed that some of the premises belong to the L & D.O and the

D.D.A. If they wish to make any suggestion, they are free to do so by filing an affidavit

Put up on 12th Cctober, 2006

(Sukhbir Paul Kaur) (Vi jay Dhawan)

Court Master Court Master



