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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CONTEMPT PETITION (C NO 221 OF 2012 IN SLP(C) No.5062/2009 (FOR
PREL. HEARI NG

DHAN RAJ & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
AJEET CHOUDHARY Respondent ( s)

Date: 05/09/2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
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CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. S| NGHVI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SUDHANSU JYOT! MJUKHOPADHAYA

For Petitioner(s) M . Suni | Kumar Chauhan, Adv.
M. Satyendra Kumar, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
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This Court had disposed of the Special Leave Petition
(C) No.5062/2009 in the following terns:
"Del ay condoned.

Thi s petition is directed agai nst order
dat ed 22-7-2008 passed by the Learned Single Judge of the
Del hi Hi gh Court whereby he dism ssed the petition filed by
the petitioners under Article 2270f the Constitution of India
and declined their prayer for tenporary injunction.

At the hearing M. Jayant Bhushan, Learned Senior Counse

appearing for the petitioners subnitted that in view of the
stand taken by respondent No.1 that the land allotted to his
clients had already been acquired, he has advi sed them
to approach the consolidation authorities for allotnent
of alternative | and. Learned Counsel further subnitted that
the Court may direct the concerned authority to entertain the
application for allotment of alternative I and wi t hout
permtting respondent No.1 to raise an objection of
limtation. Learned Counsel then submitted that the suit
filed by his clients may be pernmitted to be withdrawn so that
it may not inpede consideration of their application for
allotment of alternative |and.
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In the peculiar facts of the case, we accept the request of
the Learned Counsel for the petitioners and dispose of the
special |eave petition in the following terns :-

(1) GCvil Suit No.789 of 2002 pending in the court of GCivi
Judge, Delhi is transferred to this court and is dism ssed as
wi t hdr awn.

(2) The petitioners are grant ed liberty to file
appropriate application before the consolidation authorities
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for allotnment of alternative |[and. | f such an
application is filed within six weeks from today then
respondent No.1 shall not raise t he question of
limtation.

(3) The concer ned authorities shal | deci de t he
application for allotnment of alternative plot to the

petitioners within a period of three nonths fromthe date of
filing the application.”

In furtherance of the direction given by the Court, the
petitioners submtted application dated 1.11.2010 to the Consolidation
Oficer, Tehsil Hauz Khas. The Tehsildar vide his letter dated 31.2.2011
forwarded the petitioners’ application to Director (LM, DDA for
comrent s. The latter sent reply dated 19.5.2011 to Tehsi | dar-cum
Consolidation Officer that alternative land is to be allotted by Land and
Bui | di ng Departnent and, therefore, he should direct the petitioners to
approach the Land and Buil di ng Departnent.

In the contenpt petition, the petitioners have not averred that
they had approached the Land and Building Departnent for allotnent of
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§ alternative land. Therefore, they are not entitled to contend that the non-
i) petitioners have deliberately violated the direction given by the Court.

g Wth the above observations, the contenpt petition is dismssed.
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= (Satish K. Yadav) (Phool an Wati Arora)

§ Court Master Court Master
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