
$~8 
* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 
+  W.P.(C) 8874/2014 
 RAJESH CHAWLA & ANR. 

..... Petitioners 
Through Mr. J.P.Sengh, Sr. Advocate with Ms. 

Indu Shekhar, Ms. Sara Ansari and 
Mr. Manish Mehta, Advocates  

    versus 
 
 SOUTH DELHI MUNICIPAL CORPORATION & ANR. 

..... Respondents 
    Through Ms. Megna Rohtagi, Advocate 
      SI Narendra Kumar, PS R.K. Puram 

  Mr. Naushad Ahmed Khan, ASC 
(Civil) GNCTD with Mr. Manzar 
Anis, Advocate for R-2 

 
 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE INDERMEET KAUR 

   O R D E R 

%   30.01.2017 

W.P.(C) 8874/2014 and CM No. 12342/2015 

 Counsel for the petitioner submits that pursuant to orders by 

this Court encroachment had been removed from the site. Some 

malba and other articles like a trunk / a table are still found sat there; 

apprehension of the petitioner only being that there might be a re 

encroachment at the site. His submission is that the respondent no.1 in 

cooperation with respondent no.2 should be directed to remove this 

malba etc also from the site. Noting this submission of counsel for the 

petitioner which had been substantiated to some effect by the two 

photographs placed on record also so the fact that respondent no.1 and 

respondent no.2 are both represented before this Court, it is directed 



that respondent no.1  in co-operation with respondent no.2 will 

remove this additional material (noted supra) lying at the afore noted 

site; respondent no. 1 in co-operation with respondent no.2 and local 

SHO will also ensure that there is no re-encroachment.  

 No further orders are called for in this petition. 

 Petition disposed of. 

 Copy of order be given dasti under signatures of Court Master 

to counsel for respondents no.1 and 2.  

 

      INDERMEET KAUR, J 

JANUARY 30, 2017 
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