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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ RC.REV. 602/2016

RAM PRAKASH BAJAJ (DEAD)
THRLR SURINDERBAJAY ... Petitioner
Through  Mr.Harminder Singh, Advocate

versus
MUKUL VERMA .. Respondent

Through  Mr.Sanjeev Sindhwani, Sr.Advocate
with Mr.Siddharth Aggarwal,

Advocate
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JAYANT NATH
ORDER
% 19.12.2016

CM No. 46698/2016 (exemption)
Allowed subject to all just exceptions.
RC.REV. 602/2016 & CM No. 46697/2016 (stay)

The learned counsel for the petitioner has made submission.

Thereafter, he submits that if six months time is granted to the petitioner to
vacate the property in question, he would not press the present petition. He
undertakes on behalf of the petitioner that the petitioner would vacate the
property in question, i.e. shop situated on the ground floor being No.G-10,
Hauz Khas Enclave, New Delhi as described in the eviction petition on or
before 30.06.2017. He also undertakes that the petitioner shall continue to
pay agreed rent, electricity and water charges of the property in question for
the period the petitioner occupies the property in question. The petitioner



shall also not part with possession of the property in question or cause any
wilful damage to the property in question. The petitioner also admits the
ownership/bonafide need of the respondent.

The petitioner shall file an affidavit of undertaking on the above terms
within a period of two weeks from today. The petitioner shall remain bound
by the terms as above.

In view of the above, the present petition is dismissed as withdrawn.
The learned counsel for the respondent submits that in view of the
undertaking/affidavit of the petitioner, his client shall not execute the
eviction order till 30.06.2017.

JAYANT NATH, J.
DECEMBER 19, 2016/v



		None
	2016-12-24T17:39:49+0530
	RAJENDER SINGH




