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Petition for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).16424/2005
(From the judgement and order dated 14/03/2005 in      DBCWP No.
3334/2003 of The HIGH COURT OF RAJASTHAN AT JAIPUR)

B.L.MEHTA & ANR.                                     Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

STATE OF RAJASTHAN & ORS.                            Respondent(s)

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

Date: 11/04/2011    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE D.K. JAIN
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE H.L. DATTU

For Petitioner(s)       Mr. Sushil Kumar Jain,Adv.
                        Mr. Puneet Jain, Adv.
                        Ms. Pratibha Jain, Adv.
For Respondent(s)
                        Mr. Milind Kumar,Adv

                        Mr. R.P. Gupta, Sr. Adv.
                        Ms. Debopama Roy, Adv.
                        Mr. Parmanand Gaur ,Adv

                        Dr. Manish Singhvi, AAG
                        Mr. Irshad Ahmad ,Adv

            UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                O R D E R

                    Having glanced through the affidavit filed

            on behalf of the Jaipur Development Authority, we

            are of the view that it does not disclose the

            requisite information, viz., the dates on which

            notices and further action in furtherance thereof

            was taken against the offending buildings.        Same
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was the position in the affidavit filed before

the High Court.              Furthermore, in the affidavit

filed     on    behalf        of    the     Jaipur    Development

Authority before the High Court, it was stated in

clear terms that notices under Sections 31 and 32

of the Jaipur Development Authority Act, 1982 had

been    served     upon      the    persons    responsible            for



raising unauthorized constructions on plot Nos.

A-166 and       A-168.       Although the date of filing of

the    said    affidavit       is    not     known,    but       it   is

manifest that it must have been filed before 14th

March, 2005, when the impugned order was passed

by the High Court.             However, Dr. Manish Singhvi,

learned        counsel       appearing        for     the        Jaipur

Development       Authority,        states    that    as     per      his

instructions,          the   said    notices    in     respect         of

properties bearing Plot Nos. A-166 and A-167 were

issued on 11th May, 2009.

          Under        these        circumstances,          we        are

constrained       to    direct      the    Commissioner,         Jaipur

Development Authority as also the Officer, who

had filed the affidavit before the High Court to

remain present in this Court in person along with

all the relevant records pertaining to properties
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constructed on Plot Nos. A-166 to A-168 to enable

us to make appropriate orders in the case.             It

will,    however,   be   open    to   the   Commissioner,

Jaipur Development Authority to file additional

affidavit, if so advised, within six weeks from

today.

         List for preliminary hearing in the month

of July, 2011.

(VINOD LAKHINA)                         (KUSUM GULATI)
  Court Master                           Court Master


