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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).32452-32453/2013

(From the judgenent and order dated 09/10/2013 in WPC No.4924/2013, CVA
No. 14098/ 2013 of The H GH COURT OF DELH AT N. DELHI)

KALKAJI MANDI R VI KRETA SANGATHAN- | | Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
Pl YUSH JOSHI & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Date: 21/10/2013 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
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Har vi nder Chowdhury, Adv.
Ni shesh Sharnma, Adv.
Ranmesh Chand, Adv.

Manj u Jetl ey, Adv.
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R K. Khanna, ASG

Ri cha Pandey, Adv.
Shashank Baj pai, Adv.
Seema Rao, Adv.

D.S. Mahra, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
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Sat yendra Kumar, Adv.
R K. Bhardwaj, Adv.
Dheeraj Bhardwaj, Adv.

SS=

Sanjiv Sen, Adv.
Ani rudh Gupta, Adv.
P. Par neswar an, Adv.

SS=

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

1. M. R K Bhardwaj, |earned counsel for respondent No. 3 may
produce sufficient material to showthat the land initially had not
been endowed to the deity rather it had been given to the Pujaris
who claimto inherit the said property and nmanage the sane.
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2. In Volume Il of the paper book at page 157, there is a
docunent which shows that the Municipal Corporation had allotted
the piece of land neasuring 77 X5 PCOto one M. Manish Jain,
from handi capped quota, near Fire Brigade Ofice. Therefore, M.
Sanjiv Sen, learned counsel appearing for respondent no. 7
Muni ci pal Corporation of Del hi may explain under what authority of
I aw, such an allotnment had been nmade and how many such allotnents
have been nmade by the Corporation

3. M. R K Khanna, |earned ASG along with M. DS Mbhra
Advocat e appearing for respondent nos. 8 and 9 is directed to take
noti ce on behal f of respondent nos. 2 and 4 and he assures us that
some responsi ble officer of the respondent nos. 2 and 4 shall file
an affidavit at the earliest nmaking everything clear regarding the
ownership, title, entitlement of the land inside the tenple and
around the tenple, its area and who was the donor of the Iland and
whether it was given to the deity or Pujaris and in case it had

been given to the deity, under what ci rcunst ances, t he
adm nistration had renmmined a silent spectator when so nuch
encroachnment had been nade illegally on the land and under what

circunmstances the Pujaris etc. are accepting the rent from the
tenants, if any.

4, Inspite of service on respondent no. 6 DDA, none appears
Ms. Binu Tanmta, Adv. is directed to take instructions and file its
reply by next date.

List the matters on 18.11.2013 at 2.00 p.m Interim order
granted on 12th Cctober, 2013 shall continue till then
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