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In Re: CAN 1 of 2025

1. It is surprising that although this application was
filed on 28™ March, 2025 and supposed to be listed on 3™ April,
2025, this application has not been listed today before this

Bench.



2. By consent of the parties, this application is treated
as on day’s list.

3. The application is appearing in the supplementary
list today.

4. This 1s an application filed by the Executive
Engineer and the Assistant Engineer-in-Charge (Building) for
extension of time to comply with the order dated 15™ December
2023 upon 31* May, 2025.

5. Since we have issued a rule of contempt and the
alleged contemnors have been directed to explain the delay for
not completing the demolition work even within the extended
period, we are not inclined to extend the time.

6. However, we have observed in the contempt
proceeding that the demolition work is to be completed on or
before the matter is fixed for hearing i.e. on 2™ May, 2025.

7. With the aforesaid observation, CAN 1 of 2025 is

accordingly, disposed of.

In Re: CAN 2 of 2025

8. Although this application was filed on 2™ April,
2025 in view of the contempt proceeding, the said application
has not been listed. Since the contempt matter is now being
heard today, we directed the matter to be listed in the
supplementary cause list of the day.

9. By consent of the parties, this application is treated
as on day’s list.

10. This application is at the instance of the promoter,



who had made unauthorized construction and the demolition
proceeding is yet to be completed. He has filed an application
praying, inter alia, to shift the water tank situated on the portion
of the 6™ floor roof of the unauthorized portion of the building
to the authorized portion with other consequential payers.

11. We have already directed demolition of the
unauthorized structure. Whether the petitioner shall be
permitted to shift tank is not an issue to be decided in the
contempt petition.

12. The petitioner may approach the Corporation for the
permission.

13. We have not expressed any opinion on the merits of
the application.

14. In view of the above, CAN 2 of 2025 is disposed of.

(Soumen Sen, J.)

(Uday Kumar, J.)



