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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(C) 7444/2015 & C.M.No.13747/2015 

 S.C. SHARMA               ..... Petitioner 

    Through Mr.Kumar Mukesh, Advocate. 

 

    versus 

 

 THE STATE (GOVERNMENT OF NCT OF DELHI) & ANR 

..... Respondents 

Through Mr.Shatrajit Banerji, Advocate for R-

1. 

 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANMOHAN 

   O R D E R 

%   28.03.2016 

 

 Learned counsel for the petitioner states that the petitioner is 

ready to remove all his goods from the property in question.  He 

further states that the petitioner has no objection if the respondent 

rents out even his share of the property.   

 Learned counsel for the respondent, on instructions from the 

respondent who is personally present in Court, accepts the aforesaid 

offer. 

 The statements made by both the counsel are accepted by this 

Court and the parties are held bound by the same.   

 Consequently, the petitioner is directed to vacate the premises 

in question after removing all his goods within a period of one month.  

Thereafter as agreed by the petitioner, the respondent shall be at 

liberty to rent out the property in question.  



 

 In view of the aforesaid arrangement arrived at by the parties, 

the impugned order is set aside and the present writ petition along 

with the application stand disposed of.  

 

 

      MANMOHAN, J 

MARCH 28, 2016 
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