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| TEM NO. 6 COURT NO. 2 SECTI ON X V
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C) Nos.32452-32453/2013
(Arising out of inpugned final judgnent and order dated 09/10/2013
in CMA No. 14098/2013 09/10/2013 in WPC No. 4924/2013 passed by the
H gh Court of Del hi at New Del hi)

KALKAJI MANDI R VI KRETA SANGATHAN-11 & ORS Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

Pl YUSH JOSHI & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n. (s) for di scharge  of advocate on record

i npl eadnent and intervention and interimrelief and office report)
WTH S.L.P.(C No.32845/2013
(Wth appl n. (s) for directions and per ni ssi on to file
docunents and interimrelief and office report)
S.L.P.(C...CC 20364/ 2014
(Wth appln.(s) for permission to file SLP and office report)
Date : 01/03/2017 These petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE DI PAK M SRA

HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE A M KHANW LKAR

HON&#39; BLE MR, JUSTI CE MOHAN M SHANTANAGOUDAR
For Committee M. Ashok Kumar Gupta, Sr. Adv.
M. Gaurav Agarwal, Adv.

M. Copal Shankar Narain, Adv.

For Petitioner(s) M. Sonal Jain, AOR
M. Kul dip Singh, Adv.

SLP 32845/ 13 M. Ramesh K Mshra, ACR
M. Krishna K. Singh, Adv.
SLP CC 20364/ 14 M. Sonal Jain, AOR
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For Respondent(s) M. R K Bhardwaj, Adv.
M. Neeraj Bhardwaj, Adv.
M. Dheeraj Bhardwaj, Adv.
M. Satyendra Kumar, Adv.
Appl i cant-i n-person
M. Abhijeet Sinha, AOR

Ms. Sonali, Adv.

M. V. Sridhar Reddy, Adv.
M. Abhijit Sengupta, AOR
M. Arun K Sinha, AOR
M. Balraj Dewan, AOR
M. Bimal Roy Jad, AOR
M. B. Ramana Murthy, AOR

Ms. Neha Sangwan, Adv.
M. Chirag M Shroff, AOR

M's. Pinky Anand, ASG

M. P.K Dey, Adv.

Ms. Sunita Sharma, Adv.

M. B.K Prasad, Adv.
M. D. S. Mahra, AOR

Ms. Snidha Mehra, Adv.

Ms. Somya Rathore, Adv.

M. MK Mroria, Adv.

K. S. Rana, AOR
Nar ender Kumar Vernma, AOR
P. Narasi mhan, ACR
P. Parmeswaran, AOR
Raj i nder Mat hur, AOR
. Rakesh Kumar, AOR
M. Rupesh Kumar Sinha, Adv.
M. Rameshwar Prasad Goyal, AOR
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M. Ranjan Kumar, AOR

M . Dhananj ay Kumar, Adv.
M. Rohit Kumar Singh, AOR
M. Satyendra Kumar, AOR
Ms. Binu Tanta, AOR
Ms Mtter & Mtter Co.
Ms. Sumita Hazarika, AOR

M . Prabhas Chandra, Adv.
Ms. Sadhana Sandhu, Adv.
M. Vi bhu Shanker M shra, Adv.
M. Raj Bahadur, Adv.

Ms. Sushma Suri, AOR

Respondent - i n- per son

M. R tesh Kumar Chowdhary, AOR
M. Sarvesh Bhardwaj, |ntervenor-in-person
M. Kush Bhardwaj, |n-person
M. Har Saroop Sharma, |n-person

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

The t hr ee- Menber Conmittee appoi nt ed by this Court
has submitted an interim report whi ch basical |l y pertains to
three aspects, namely, (i) construction of three toil et
bl ocks, (ii) construction of sewage line by Delhi Jal Board,
and (rii) t aki ng appropriate st eps for barri cadi ng and its
mai nt enance whi ch woul d i ncl ude ener gency evacuati on,

di saster nanagenent, fire extinguisher, etc.
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It is submitted by M. Gaur av Agr awal , | ear ned

counsel, one of the nenbers of the Committee, that presently

there are three toil et bl ocks whi ch are mai nt ai ned by Sout h
Del hi Muni ci pal Cor poration and three nor e toil et bl ocks are
required. According to M. Agr awal , t he I and has to be

allotted by t he Del hi Devel opnent Aut hority and t he
construction has to be carried out by t he Sout h Del hi

Muni ci pal Cor porati on.

M . Rakesh Kumar , | ear ned counsel appeari ng for t he

Sout h Del hi Muni ci pal Cor poration has submitted t hat

presently t he Cor poration does not have t he funds to carry

out the works. M. R K Bhardwaj, |earned counsel appearing

for t he r espondent No. 3, Sri Kal kaj i Mandi r Pr abhandhak
Sudhar Committee, has submitted that the volunteers and their

famly menber s who have accepted to wor Kk, are i nclined to
contribute certain anount o) t hat t he Sout h Del hi Muni ci pal
Cor poration can proceed with the work.

Consi deri ng al | the aspects, it is directed that

there should be a neeting between the high Ievel officers of

t he Del hi Devel opnent Aut hority, t he Sout h Del hi Muni ci pal
Cor poration and t he Del hi Jal Boar d. M . Gaur av Agr awnal in
consul tation with t he Chai r man of t he Del hi Devel opnent
Aut hority, t he Commi ssi oner of Sout h Del hi Muni ci pal

Cor porati on and t he Chi ef Executi ve O ficer of Del hi Jal
Boar d, shal | fix a neut r al pl ace wher e t he compet ent
authorities can neet and take a decision in the neeting. The

menber s of t he Conmittee and three per sons from the
respondents shal | remain pr esent in t he nmeet i ng to gi ve
suggestions and offers with regard to finances and | ocati on.
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As far as t he i ssue of barri cadi ng is concer ned, it

is hi ghl i ght ed by M. Gaur av Agr awal t hat unl ess there is
intervention by the high level police officers, there will be

nui sance which cannot be rectified. On being asked, Ms. Pinky

Anand, | ear ned Addi ti onal Solicitor Gener al al ong with

M. P.K Dey, |earned counsel appearing for the Del hi Police,



submitted t hat t hey woul d appri se t he Conmi ssi oner of Del h
Police, who shall take a call to have the barri cade wherever

required. Needl ess to say, the Comm ssioner of Police shal

al so consul t t he conpet ent authorities who are wor ki ng for
di saster managenent and fire bri gade depart nent. The
barricading which is for security and control shal | be
constructed in a  nost obj ective manner wi t hout bei ng

i nfluenced by any ot her orders passed by any ot her court as
the security has its own sanctity.

M. R K Bhardwaj, |earned counsel appearing for the

r espondent No. 3 has submitted t hat if any contribution is
required for restoration and mai nt enance  of barri cades, t hey

are prepared to extend financial cooperation apart from other

hel p as required by t he aut horities. Any pr oposal for

barri cadi ng, needl ess to say, will not af f ect t he right,
title and interest of any person as we have al ready indicated

earlier t hat this Court is not concer ned in this litigation
with regard to deternmination of any right, title and interest

of any person. It is also clarified that any contri bution
made shal | not create any equity in favour of t he

contri butor.

As far as the issue of sewage line is concerned, we

have been appri sed t hat t he respondent s have al r eady
contri buted approxi mately Rs. 91, 00, 000/ - (Rupees ni nety-one

I akh only). It is subnitted by M. Gaurav  Agrawal t hat t he
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Del hi Jal Board had floated a tender, but as there was a
si ngul ar bi dder, the same could not be considered as it was
not in terms of t he rel evant policy of t he Del hi Jal Boar d.
It is submitted by Ms. Neha  Sangwan, | ear ned counse
appeari ng for t he Del hi Jal Boar d t hat t he finalization of
t ender is under process and is Iikely to be finalized by
31 st

March, 2017.

In view of the aforesaid directions and
observations, we want the authorities to work in harnony and
give us a conplete picture with regard to all aspects within

Si X weeks hence. The same shal | be submitted i ndi vidually
departnent wise as well as through the Committee so that the
Committee would be in a advant ageous position to hi ghl i ght

the requisite issues.

Let the matter be listed on 24 th
April, 2017.

(Chet an Kunar)

Court Master (H. S. Parasher)
Court Master



