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CONTEMPT P. (Civil) 179 OF 2001

I TEM NO 30 COURT NO. 8 SECTI ON XI'V
AN MATTER
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CONTEMPT PETITION (CIVIL) 179/2001 IN
SLP (C) 17454/ 2000
MUNI Cl PAL CORPORATI ON OF DELHI Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
GOPI CHAND & ORS. Respondent (s)
( Wth Appln(s). for extension of time,initiating contenpt
proceedi ngs )
W TH
CONTEMPT PETN. (C) D. 9145/2001 IN SLP (C) 17454/2000) (for prel.hearing)
(Wth Ofice Report)
and with I.A. 4 IN SLP (C) 17454/ 2000
(for directions and office Report)
Date : 10/09/2001 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTICE M B. SHAH
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R P. SETHI

For the Petitioner (s)
Ms. | ndra Sawhney, Adv.

Ms.V.D. Khanna, Adv. (N P)

For the Respondent (s)
M. Rajiv Tyagi, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
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Cont enpt Petition (O No. 179/ 2001. Cont enpt @@
(660 066006600606006060060600606006060060600660600
Petition is disposed of in terns of the signed order.
C.P.(c) D.9145/2001 & 1A 4 in SLP (c) 17454/2000@@
Stand over for two weeks.
. SP1
(Vijay Kumar Sharma) (K. K. Chadha)
Court Master Court Master
Signed order in CP (c) 179/2001 is placed on the file.
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CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO 179/2001@@
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SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION (C) NO 17454/ 2000@@
6060060000600060600600006000600600600006000;

MUNI Cl PAL CORPORATI ON OF DELHI .. Petitioner
Ver sus
GOPI CHAND & ORS. .. Respondent s
O R D E R@@
cceeceece
L..... I T T T T .. J

Lear ned counsel appearing on behal f of t he
respondents- contemnors states that nost of the enpl oyees
have vacated the prenises as ordered by this Court.
However, with regard to respondent Nos.1, 4 and 13 it is
contended that their sons are in enploynent of the
Muni ci pal Corporation of Delhi and are entitled to this
residential accommodation. This statenent is disputed by
t he | earned counsel appearing for t he Muni ci pa
Cor porati on of Del hi

Considering the fact that sons of respondent Nos.
1,4 and 13 are enployees of the MC.D. and if they are
not entitled to allotnment of the prenmises in question by
allotting alternative prenises as per their entitlenent,
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it would be open to the MCD to take necessary action for
evicting themfromthe prenises in question. Further, if
the MCD has not paid retirenent dues to respondent Nos.
1,4 and 13, it should take appropriate action for
rel easing the sane.

This petition stands di sposed of accordingly.

(R P. Sethi)

New Del hi ,
Sept enber 10, 2001



