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32.
* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ RC.REV. 239/2010 & CM 18603/2010

RAKESH&ORS ... Petitioner
Through Mr. Ashwani Sharma, Adv.
Versus
SATYA NARAIN BHARDWAJ & ANR ... Respondent
Through Mr. Prem Kumar with Mr. Girish
Kumar, Adv.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE VEENA BIRBAL
ORDER
% 07.12.2010
|
On 20.10.2010, the counsel for the petitioner has submitted
that petitioner is not pressing the petition on merits and some time
may be given to the petitioner to vacate the premises in question.
Today also same thing is stated by the counsel for petitioner.
Both the respondents are present with counsel and they have
agreed to give time till 07.12.2011 to the petitioner to vacate the
’ r premises in question and it is stated that the respondents will not

execute the eviction order till then.
In view of above statement given by the counsel for parties,
the present petition and pending application stand dismissed as not
\ pressed. The petitioner is granted time till 07.12.2011 to vacate the
premises in question subject to filing of usual undertaking within two
weeks with a copy to the respondent.
Renotify on 06.01.2011. In the meanwhile, the respondents
will not execute the eviction order till the next date of hearing. The

parties to appear in person on the next date.
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VEENA BIRBAL,J
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