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%54, 57 & 63 L/
¥ IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
I ARB.P, 499/2012 & 1. AN, 208320103
REGLS BUSINESS CETHMRE(DEI HDPYT LTI ... Petinoner
Through hr, Rajiv Nayar, Sr.Ady, with
M Sujov Kumar & Mr Anndam
Chose, Advs.
VLTSS
ABW INFRASTRUCTURE LTD & ORS .. Respondents
bt Through M3 K Sood, Adv, with Mr.Dinesh
Kumar & Mr Archil Vasudeva, Advs,

for R-1 & R-1.
M Bina Gupta Adv. for R-3 1o R-3.

' CS{0%) 2906/2011 & 1.A No. 18690/201 |
REGUS BUSINESS CETNRE(DELHT) PYTLTD ... Petitioner

Through hr Rajiv Nayar. Sr.Ady, with
Mr.Sujoy Kumar & Mr. Arindaim

—

(Ghose, Advs.
YErsus
ABW TNFRASTRUCTURELTD & ORS . Respondents
N Through  MrB.K Sood, Adv. with Mr.Dinesh

Kamar & Mr Archit Vasudeva, Advs.
for -1 & D=2
A Bina Gupta, Adv. for -3 10 D-3

£ OMP, 576/2011 & LA Nos.] 330072011 & 1531872011

REGLS BUSTNESS CLTNRE(DEL M PVT LTD ... Petitioner
Through Mr.Rajiv Nayar, Sr.Ady. with
M Sujoy Kumar & Mr Arndam
Ghose, Advs.

By:AM
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ABW INFRASTRUCTURE LTy & ORS Respondents
Through Mr. B K. Sood, Adv. with Mr. Dinesh
Eannar & Mre Archit Vasudeva, Advs.
for R-1 & -2,
Mg Bina Gupta, Adv, for B3 to R-5,

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR, JUSTICE MANMOIAN SINGH
ORDER
Yo 31052013

The parties have settled their disputes in the following terms and
condifions;-

(i) Payment of mainlenance charges by plamtff at prevalent
rates w.e L 1™ Apnl, 2013

(i} All the defences open to defendant No.2 can be availed
by said defendant. It is also open 1o the plaintiff to raise
all 11s contentions in accordance with law,

() ABW Infrastructure Led.. defendanmt No.l being not a
proper paily, 15 o be deleted.

(v PlamadT o withdraw two petitions (OMP & ARB) and
suit will be continued for adjudication of disputes,

{v)  Plantift to sign Maintenance Agreement with defendant
o2 within 7 days from the date of order,

(vi)  Defendant No.2 not to disconnect elecmeity or deprive
the plamtiff of facilities provided to plamtiff on account
of non-payment of mamtenance charges as demanded by
defendant No.2 for the period between Junuary, 2008 1ill
317 March, 2013, which are subject matter of
adjudication 1n the present suil.

ivin) For future default, il any, the defendant No.2 1o be al
liberty o take action in terms of the Maintenance
Agreement.
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In view of the above said terms and conditions, the petitioner. Kegus
Business Centre {Delht) Pvi. 11d, seeks o withdraw the Arh, P No 4992012
and OMP No 3762011 Asg prayed, both the petitions are dhsmissed as
withdrawn.  However, the syit being CS{08) No 2906201 will survive
All the pending applications in both the petitions also stand disposed of
being mfructuous. The interim order as passed on 4% August, 2011 in OMP
No.376:/2011 is substituted in view of the terms and conditions mentioned
above

Last the suit being CS{08) No. 29062011 before the roster Bench on
6" Augus, 2013, subject to orders from Hon'ble the Tudee tncharge
(Omginal Side),

Copies of this order he grven dasti to the leamed counsel for the

parties, under the signalures of the Court Master.
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MAY 31, 2013/ka



