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| TEM NO 2 COURT NO. 2 SECTI ON Xl

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO 221 OF 2013 IN SLP(C) 13252/2010
DLIP Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

RUDRA PRATAP SI NGH Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling OT. and office report ))

Date: 24/09/2013 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTICE G S. SI NGHVI
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE V. GOPALA GOWDA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE C. NAGAPPAN
For Petitioner(s) M. Dinesh Kumar Garg, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Pallav Shishodia, Sr. Adv.
M. Vishwajit Singh, Adv.
M. Abhi ndra Maheshwari, Adv.

Mf Pankaj Singh, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

In last few years, this Court and the Hi gh Courts across

the country have been flooded with petitions filed under Article

or Article 215 read wth the Contenpt of Courts Act, 1971 wth

compl aint by the successful litigants of deliberate disobedience
the orders and directions passed by the Courts.
U.P. Avas Evam Vi kas Parishad acquired the land of

predecessor of the petitioner. The prelininary notification was issued

in 1980 and declaration was issued on 12.2.1983. The Special
Acqui sition Oficer passed award dated 22.9.1986 whereby he
mar ket value of the land at the rate of Rs.9.68 per square yard.

| andowner sought reference under Section 18 of the Land Acquisition
Act, 1894. After considering the evidence produced by the parties,

the Reference Court deternined the amount of conpensation at the
of Rs.100/- per square yard and directed the acquiring authority
pay the conpensation with consequential benefits.

The appeal filed by U P.Avas Evam Vikas Parishad was
di smissed by the H gh Court. The same was the fate of the specia
| eave petition which was dismssed on 14.9.2012. The penultimate

par agraph of that order reads as under
"The petitioner is directed to pay the balance anount

compensation to the respondents within a period of three nonths
fromtoday along with all the statutory benefits payable to them
in terns of the awards passed by the Reference court by getting
demand drafts prepared in their nanes/the names of their |ega

representatives."



Despite the unequivocal direction given by the Court for
payment of conpensation to the | andowner within three nonths with al
statutory benefits in terns of the award passed by the Reference Court
by getting demand drafts prepared in their nanes/the nanes of their
| egal representatives of the deceased | andowner, the officers of U P
Avas Evam Vi kas Parishad have failed to nmake the paynent and innovated
al | possible excuses including the taking of advice from the Chief
Legal Adviser by the Executive Engineer and the alleged dispute
between the | egal representatives of the deceased | andowner to avoid
conpliance of the nmandate of the Court’s order

We have perused the explanation given by the non-petitioner

and are not at all satisfied with the sane. In our view, the
respondent is guilty of willful non-conpliance of the direction given
by the Court. In other words, he is guilty of conmtting contenpt of
Court.

Let the non-petitioner file his affidavit within seven days
and show cause as to why he should not be punished for deliberate non-
compliance of the direction contained in this Court’s order dat ed
14. 09. 2012.

List the case on 1.10.2013, on which date the non-
petitioner shall remain present in the Court.
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