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ITEM NO.6     Court 3 (Video Conferencing)          SECTION XIV

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C)  No(s).  7877/2020

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  25-01-2019
in WP(C) No. 3438/2015 passed by the High Court Of Delhi At New 
Delhi)

KRISHNA DEVI & ORS.                                Petitioner(s)
                                VERSUS

UNION OF INDIA & ORS.                              Respondent(s)

(FOR ADMISSION and I.R. )
 
Date : 25-10-2021 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.M. KHANWILKAR
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE C.T. RAVIKUMAR

For Petitioner(s)
Mr. Davesh Bhatia, Adv. 

                    Mr. Ankur Bansal, AOR
                   
For Respondent(s)
                    
          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

Mr.  Ankur  Bansal,  Advocate-on-Record  for  the

petitioners had circulated a letter for adjournment. Even

in the past, such request was made and granted. 

On this occasion, we decline to adjourn the matter.

We do so because of the reason mentioned in the letter

that no notice has been issued yet and hence no prejudice

will  be  caused.  That  cannot  be  a  reason  for  repeated

adjournment of the matter, without any sufficient cause. 

The  matter  was  passed  over  to  enable  the  learned
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counsel for the petitioners to inform the arguing counsel

to appear in the matter.

The matter was called out after the lunch break, when

Mr.  Devesh  Bhatia,  learned  counsel  appeared  for  the

petitioners.  We have heard him in detail. 

In our opinion, the view taken by the High Court in

the impugned judgment is a possible view. As a matter of

fact, the High Court has adopted a consistent approach,

on  the  basis  of  other  proceedings  involving  similar

question decided by it earlier. 

In the case of petitioners, it has been noticed by

the High Court in paragraph 15 of the impugned judgment

that they had never approached the Supreme Court nor the

Residents' Welfare Association, of which the petitioners

may be members, had done so. 

That  being  an  accepted  position  and  for  the  good

reasons  stated  by  the  High  Court  in  the  impugned

judgment, we decline to interfere in this special leave

petition. 

Hence, the special leave petition is dismissed. 

Pending applications, if any, stand disposed of.

(DEEPAK SINGH)                                  (VIDYA NEGI)
COURT MASTER (SH)                               COURT MASTER (NSH)
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