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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(C) 13482/2021, CM APPL. 33765/2022 and 

 CM APPL. 667/2023  

 PRADEEP AGGARWAL    ..... Petitioner 

    Through: Mr. O.P. Saxena, Mr. Nitesh Kumar 

    Singh and Mr. Rajiv Takbi, Advocates 

 

    versus 

 

 GOVT. OF NCT OF DELHI & ORS.   ..... Respondents 

    Through: Mr. Anupam Srivastava, ASC for  

    GNCTD with Mr. Ujjwal M., Advocate  

    Mr. Anand Prakash, Standing Counsel for MCD 

    Mr. Virender Mehta, Advocate for respondent 

    No.5 

    Mr. Sanjay Vashishtha, Advocate for respondent 

    No.7 

    Mr. Amit Peshwani, Advocate for Ms. Nandita 

    Rao, ASC (Crl.) 

 

 CORAM: 

 HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANOJ KUMAR OHRI 

    O R D E R 

%    14.02.2023 

1. Learned counsel for respondent No.7 submits that a site inspection 

was carried out in the subject property and an old boundary wall was 

noticed. Some construction material was also found at the spot but no 

construction was found to be going on. He further submits that a notice has 

already been issued to the owner/occupier for the boundary wall and 

intimation has also been sent to the concerned authorities. It is stated that 

needful action would be taken in accordance with law.  

2. It is pertinent to note that on 19.12.2022, this Court, noticing the 

alleged conduct of the petitioner which has resulted in registration of an FIR 
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against him for demanding money in lieu of the present case, initiated suo 

moto contempt proceedings in which notice has been issued by the Division 

Bench.      

3. Accordingly, the present petition is disposed of with a cost of 

Rs.5,00,000/- to be deposited by the petitioner with Delhi State Legal 

Services Authority within a period of four weeks from today. Let the 

aforesaid amount be utilized towards counseling/psychological support to be 

provided to POCSO victims requiring such assistance.  

4. Pending applications also stand disposed of. 

5. Proof evidencing receipt of deposit shall be filed with the Registry of 

this Court, failing which the Registry shall put up the matter before Court. 

6. Respondent No.7 shall also take requisite action against the 

aforementioned boundary wall if the same is found to be illegal and 

unauthorized.  

 

 

 

MANOJ KUMAR OHRI, J 

FEBRUARY 14, 2023 
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