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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ W.P.(CRL) 587/2017

VISHAL MALHOTRA & ANR ..... Petitioners
Through: Mr. Vikramjeet Saini and Mr.

Munesh Chauhan, Advs. along with
petitioner no.1. in person.

versus

RANJIT KUMAR MALHOTRA & ANR. ..... Respondents
Through: Mr. Mukesh Anand, Mr. Krishan

Kumar, Ms. Sunita Arora and Mr.
S.P. Nangia, Advs. for R-1 along with
R-1 in person.
Mr. R.S. Kundu, ASC for the State/R-
2 with Mr. Ankit Kr. Gulia, Adv.
along with ASI Ranbir Siingh, P.S.
Shalimar Bagh.

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATHAK

O R D E R
% 23.02.2017

After arguing for some time, learned counsel for the petitioners on the

instructions of petitioner no.1 who is present in Court, seeks leave to

withdraw the petition. However, it is submitted that petitioners be granted

time upto 31st March, 2017 for vacating the subject premises, i.e., House No.

CB-6D, 3rd Floor, Shalimar Bagh, Delhi - 110088.

Learned counsel for the respondent no.1, on the instructions of

respondent no.1 who is present in Court, submits that respondent no.1 has no

objection in case time upto 31st March, 2017 is granted to the petitioners to



vacate the premises.

Accordingly, writ petition is disposed of as not pressed. However,

operation of the impugned order is stayed upto 31st March, 2017. In case the

subject premises is not vacated by the petitioners by 31st March, 2017, SHO

of the concerned police station shall get the subject property vacated from

the petitioners and put the respondent no. 1 in possession.

Dasti.

A.K. PATHAK, J.
FEBRUARY 23, 2017
ga


		None
	2017-03-02T12:23:31+0530
	SHARMA PRADEEP




