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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  CONT.CAS(C) 652/2017 

 SANDEEP GUPTA     ..... Petitioner 
    Through: Mr. Manish Kr., Adv.  
 
   versus 
 
 MONA SRINIVASAN .DY COMMISSIONER  

& ORS       ..... Respondents 
    Through: Mr. Ishwar Singh, Adv. with  

Ms. Kusum, Adv. for R4 
 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE V. KAMESWAR RAO 

   O R D E R 

%   02.05.2018 

 

CM. No. 17915/2018 (for exemption) 

Exemption allowed, subject to all just exceptions. 

Application stands disposed of. 

CM. No. 17914/2018 
  

This is an application filed by the respondent No.4 Mr. Sachin Kumar 

Gupta with the following prayer: 

“It is therefore, most respectfully prayed that Hon‟ble Court 
be pleased to stay/direct the respondent Nos.1 to 3 not to 

seal/demolish the legal and unauthorised portion of the 

property as it would cause grave injustice to the respondent 

No.4 in the interest of justice.”    
  

  



It is the submission of the learned counsel for the applicant / 

respondent No.4 that the respondent No.4 has apprehension that the 

respondent Nos.1 to 3 may also seal / demolish the legal and authorised 

portion of the property.   

During the course of hearing, learned counsel for the respondent No.4 

on instructions states, the respondent No.4 on his own shall demolish the 

unauthorised construction and encroachment and bring the property within 

parameters of the Standard Plan within one month.  The said statement is 

taken on record.  In view of the statement made, nothing further survives in 

the contempt petition.  If there is any inaction on the part of the respondent 

No.4, liberty is with the petitioner to revive the contempt petition.  

Application stands disposed of.  The date already fixed stands cancelled. 

  

      V. KAMESWAR RAO, J 

MAY 02, 2018/aky 


