& TEM NO. 17 & 46 COURT NO. 8 SECTI ON XV
SUPREME COURT COF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).12302/2007

(From the judgenent and order dated 09/07/2007 in CWP No. 15842/2004 of the H GH COURT OF
DELH AT N. DELHI)

PRAKASH @ OM PRAKASH Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inmpugned Judgnment and exenption fromfilin
O T. and prayer for interimrelief)

WTH SLP(C) NO 12534-12611, 12783, 13056 and 13293 of 2007
(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inmpugned Judgnment and exenption fromfilin

9
O T. and prayer for interimrelief)

AND

S.L.P.(C No. 13293 of 2007

(Wth appln. for exem fromfiling c/c of the inpugned judgnent and with prayer for interimre
Iief

and office report)

with S.L.P.(C) Nos.13535-13541 of 2007
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Dat e: 03/08/2007 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE S.H KAPAD A
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. SUDERSHAN REDDY

For Petitioner(s)

in SLP 12302/07: M. Mahabir Singh, Sr.Adv.

Ni khil Jain, Adv.

Aj ay Pal, Adv.
Gagandeep Sharma, Adv.
Suni | Kumar Jain, Adv.

sS85

in SLPs. 12534-611/07:
M. Aruj Jaitley, Sr.Adv.
M. Sudhir Nandraj og, Adv.

in SLP 12783/07: M. Uday U. Lalit, Sr.Adv.
M. Asdhut osh Lohia, Adv.
M. Gaurav Agrawal, Adv.
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in SLP 13056/ 07: M. Pranab Kumar Ml lick, Adv.
in SLP 13293/ 07: M. R Venkataramani, Sr.Adv.

M. Ranbir Singh Yadav, Adv.

M. Kul Bharat, Adv.
M. S. K Srivastava, Adv.



in SLP.13535-41/07: Dr. Rajiv Dhawan, Sr.Adv.

M. Rishi Ml hotra, Adv. v.

Respondent ( s)

D.D. A : M. A Sharan, A S G

M. Vishnu B. Saharya, Adv.
for Ms Saharya & Co., Advs.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

I ssue noti ce.

M . Sharan, |earned Additional Solicitor General, seeks for and is granted
six weeks’ time to file counter affidavit. He waives service only for respondent-

Del hi Devel opnent Authority.

There shall be status quo as of today restricted only to the question of
possession. W nake it clear that all procedural steps upto the stage of possession,
in the neantime, can be taken up by the Del hi Devel opment Authority. However,

DDA wi Il not denolish any structure or recover possession. At the sane tine, the

petitioners will not create any third party rights till further orders.

(N.  Annapur na) (Madhu Saxena)
Court Master Court Master



