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                            RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).9162/2009

(From the judgement and order dated 15/01/2009 in         LPA No. 10/2009
of The HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT N. DELHI)

HUTMENTS LAND DEVELOPERS PVT.LTD.                      Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

DY.COMMNR.(SOUTH WEST)KAPASHERA,N.DELHI                Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for directions and prayer for interim relief and
office report ))

WITH SLP(C) NO. 9182 of 2009
(With appln(s) for directions and prayer for interim relief and
office report )
SLP(C) NO. 9498 of 2009
(With prayer for interim relief and office report)
SLP(C) NO. 11213 of 2009
(With appln.(s) for permission to file rejoinder affidavit, prayer
for interim relief and office report)

Date: 23/07/2010    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.V. RAVEENDRAN
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE H.L. GOKHALE

For Petitioner(s)     Mr. Mukul Rohtagi, Sr. Adv.
                      Mr. Siddharth Singla,Adv.
                      Ms. Divya Roy, Adv.

                      Mr. P.S. Patwalia, Sr. Adv.
                      Mr. Krishan Kumar, Adv.
                      Mr. Pankaj Vivek, Adv.

                      Mr.   K. Ramamoorthy, Sr. Adv.
                      Mr.   Pramod B. Agarwala, Adv.
                      Mr.   Ram Kishan Watel, Adv.
                      Ms.   Praveena Gautam, Adv.

For Respondent(s)     Ms. A. Ahllawat, Adv.
                      Mrs Rani Chhabra,Adv.

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R
....2.
                                             -   2     -

ITEM NO.33      COURT NO.3         DATED 23/7/2010                .......contd.

               Learned counsel for the respondent submitted that
     respondent is not willing to sell the land at prevailing
     market value.

               In view of the said categorical statement, learned
     counsel     for        the        petitioners           submitted       that      the
     petitioners wanted to put forth an alternative proposal
     for exchange of portions resulting in re-adjustment and
     realignment      of    the    properties,             which     will   be    to   the



     mutual advantage of the parties.

               The    matter      is    adjourned          by    four   weeks.    In   the
     meanwhile,       the    petitioners             may        directly    submit     his
     detailed        proposal          for       the       consideration         of    the
     respondent.       It is hereby made clear that this order does
     not recognise any right in the petitioners in regard to
     such proposal.

        ( Ravi P. Verma )                                           ( M.S. Negi )
           Court Master                                              Court Master


