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Mr. Apurv Sachdev, Adv.

Ms. Mythili S., Adv.
Mr. Venkata Raghu Mannepalli, Adv.

ORDER

The matter was taken up today for the respondents to submit a
status report in terms of the suggestions, which have been
incorporated in our previous order dated 02.02.2026.

2. Today, Mr. Gopal Sankaranarayanan, learned Court Commissioner,
has placed before the Court a summary of the reports, which were
filed in terms of the order of this Court dated 02.02.2026. The
same indicates that the number of monuments which are coming under
the purview of the Archaeological Survey of India are 173. However,
no affidavit has been filed on behalf of the Archaeological Survey
of India.

3. The Court takes strong exception to the deliberate violation
of the order of this Court. Accordingly, notice is issued to the
Director General of the Archaeological Survey of India to show-
cause, as to why, the Court may not initiate proceedings for
contempt against him. He shall be personally present before the
Court on the next date of listing along with his show-cause.

4. Coming to the Department of Archaeology, GNCTD, we find that
all the 19 monuments identified by them have been inspected and
with regard to majority of the aspects/areas indicated, there is
compliance, except for location and geo-mapping. However, only a
general statement has been made that there has been compliance on
the issues indicated in the earlier orders. We direct for a further

affidavit to be filed giving details of the 19 sites which
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according to the Department of Archaeology, GNCTD, comes within its
jurisdiction and which have also been inspected. It shall refer to
all the areas indicated in our previous orders and also, what steps
have been taken monument-wise. It should include wup-to-date
photographs of the sites in question.

5. Coming to the Municipal Corporation of Delhi (MCD), out of the
85 identified monuments, only 62 monuments have been surveyed, and,
on a few aspects, the exercise is not complete. Further, no details
of the actual position have been brought on record. Accordingly,
the direction issued in the previous paragraph to the Department of
Archaeology, GNCTD is extended to MCD also.

6. Coming to the New Delhi Municipal Corporation (NDMC), we find
that out of the 54 identified monuments, only two monuments have
been surveyed. Learned counsel for the NDMC submits that since the
52 sites indicated in the summary of report are lying within its
jurisdiction, it has some responsibility to coordinate with the
other concerned authorities, relating to their maintenance, which
responsibility the NDMC shall discharge and shall not be found
wanting. It is observed that whatever suggestions will come from
the NDMC to actually and effectively monitor and coordinate the
work between different agencies; based on the same, this Court
shall issue appropriate direction to the agencies concerned, as may
be required. However, since for the g¢general coordination and
overall maintenance, it is the NDMC which is responsible, we direct
the NDMC to file a further affidavit giving details, monument-wise,
with regard to their role and the role of other authorities and the

scheme under which they shall discharge their onus of overall
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supervision and coordination among all the other wings to ensure
that the monuments are kept in the manner required.
7. The Court makes it clear that with regard to every monument,
the location and geo-mapping along with the up-to-date photographs
shall mandatorily be placed on record besides the details on all
other issues indicated in our previous order dated 02.02.2026.
8. It appears that in suggestion no.2 of paragraph no.2 of the
said order dated 02.02.2026 in which, we have called for a report
from Ms. Swapna Liddle, the same was probably not communicated to
her, due to which the matter has not proceeded, as far as that
aspect 1is concerned. In view thereof, 1let the said order be
communicated to Ms. Swapna Liddle, forthwith.
9. We request Ms. Swapna Liddle to be present in the Court on the
next date of listing.
10. The further affidavits, as directed hereinabove in the present
order, shall mandatorily be served to the 1learned Court
Commissioner and the 1learned senior counsel for the petitioner
latest by 10.04.2026.
11. In terms of our earlier direction, for the surrounding areas
to the ‘Gumti of Shaikh Ali’, especially the quadrants surrounding
it, a scheme has been floated, which has to be implemented by the
Tourism Department of the State of GNCTD. However, the Tourism
Department has sub-contracted it to two contractors.
12. Some suggestions have been g¢given by the 1learned Court
Commissioner and the learned senior counsel for the petitioner to
the Department of Tourism. We request the T1learned Court

Commissioner to communicate the same to the Department concerned so
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as to ensure that whatever areas/concerns have been flagged, are
addressed in the manner required. We further direct the Department
of Tourism, GNCTD, to ensure that the pace of the work does not
slow down and also that the project does not become a commercial
venture. A status report be also submitted in this regard by the
next date of 1listing. We also designate the 1learned Court
Commissioner to act as the Nodal Officer for coordinating with the
Authorities.

13. List on 13.04.2026 at 03:00 p.m.

(SAPNA BISHT) (ANJALI PANWAR)
COURT MASTER (SH) ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
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