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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 
 
+  RC.REV. 138/2017 
 
 GHAN SHYAM ..... Petitioner 

Through: Mr.Virender Singh, Advocate with 
petitioner in person. 

 
versus 

 
 ANITA KAUSHIK & ANR ..... Respondents 
    Through: Mr.Sumit K.Khatri, Advocate. 
 
CORAM: 
HON’BLE MS. JUSTICE PRATIBHA RANI 

 

   O R D E R 

%    09.05.2017 

 

RC.REV. 138/2017 

1. By filing the present revision petition, the petitioner is challenging the 

order dated 24th November, 2016 whereby the eviction petition filed by the 

respondents herein under Section 14(1)(e) of Delhi Rent Control Act has 

been allowed by the learned ARC. 

2. Vide order dated 27th March, 2017 limited notice was issued to 

respondents in view of the submissions made by learned counsel for the 

petitioner before the Court to the effect  that if some reasonable time is 

granted to the petitioner, he would like to settle the matter with the 

respondents. 

3. Today, learned counsel for the petitioner, on instructions, submits that 

the petitioner intends to vacate the suit property and does not want to press 

this revision petition, hence he may be permitted to withdraw the instant  
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revision petition. 

4. Accordingly, the revision petition is dismissed as withdrawn. 

CM No.11908/2017 

 Dismissed as infructuous. 

 

PRATIBHA RANI, J. 

MAY 09, 2017 

‘st’ 
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