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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

%      Decided on: 03
rd

 May, 2023 

+  CONT.CAS(C) 20/2023 

 DR. (MS.) VANIT NALWA & ANR.         ..... Petitioners 
Through: Mr. Manik Dogra, Ms. 

Samapika Biswal, Mr. Dhruv 
Pande, Mr. Aman Kumar 
Yadav, Advocates 
(M:9406951592) 

    versus 
 
 SH. P KRISHNAMURTHY & ORS.      ..... Respondents 

Through: Mr. Udit Malik, ASC for 
GNCTD with Mr. Vishal 
Gupta, Advocate for R-1, 2, 3, 
4 (M:9999975448) 

 Mr. Kamal Kant Jha, Sr. Panel 
counsel with Mr. Avinash 
Singh, Advocate for DJB 
(M:9811403833) 

 Mr. Ajay Arora, Standing 
Counsel with Mr. Kapil Dutta, 
Mr. Anuj Bhargava, Advocates 
(M:8700642555,email:anujbhar
gava1995@gmail.com) 

 Mr. Anuj Chaturvedi, Advocate 
for DUSIB (M:9810473166) 

 
CORAM: 
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE MINI PUSHKARNA 

   [Physical Hearing/ Hybrid Hearing] 

MINI PUSHKARNA, J. (ORAL): 

1. The present contempt petition has been filed alleging contempt 

of the order dated 20.12.2022 passed by this Court. By order dated 
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20.12.2022 this Court had passed status quo order with respect to the 

possession and construction in land in question. By way of the present 

contempt petition, it has been alleged that the respondent No.7, Delhi 

Jal Board (DJB) was laying water pipes at the behest of illegal 

encroachers, thus, there was contempt of the order passed by this 

Court. 

2. Replies have been filed on behalf of the respondents, wherein it 

has been stated that the DJB has not put up any structure in the area 

and that the DJB was only installing the public hydrant temporarily 

for providing water for the residents living in that area. It is further 

pleaded that the DJB was only undertaking repairing activities on the 

road outside the land in question.  

3. In view thereof, this Court finds that there is no contempt as 

such committed on behalf of the respondents.  

4. With the aforesaid observations, the contempt petition is 

disposed of. 

    

 

      MINI PUSHKARNA, J 

 

MAY 03
rd

, 2023 
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