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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ RC.REV. 337/2016, CM No.24357/2016 (for stay) and CM
No.14757/2017 (for for taking subsequent events on record).

DEVENDER KUMAR JAIN . Petitioner
Through:  Mr. Dinesh Garg, Adv.
Versus
JEET SINGH SANDHU ... Respondent
Through:  Mr. Jai Gopal Garg, Adv.
AND

RC.REV. 338/2016, CM No.24386/2016 (for stay) and CM
No.14721/2017 (for for taking subsequent events on record).
VIRENDER KUMAR JAIN ... Petitioner
Through:  Mr. Dinesh Garg, Adv.
Versus
JEET SINGH SANDHU ... Respondent
Through:  Mr. Jai Gopal Garg, Adv.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV SAHAI ENDLAW
ORDER
% 20.09.2017

1. The counsel for the petitioner in both petitions and the counsel for the
respondent (in both petitions) state that the matter has been settled in
Mediation. They further state that the settlement with respect to RC. Rev.
No0.337/2016 has already been implemented and thus the counsel for the
petitioner Devender Kumar Jain withdraws RC. Rev. N0.337/2016

2. RC. Rev. N0.337/2016 is dismissed as withdrawn.

3. The counsels state that the settlement arrived at with respect to RC.
Rev. No0.338/2016 is to be implemented by 23" January, 2018 when the
petitioner Virender Kumar Jain has agreed to deliver possession to the

respondent of the premises, with respect to order of eviction wherefrom this
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petition was filed. It is further stated that as per the settlement, the
respondent has also to pay mutually agreed amounts at the time of the
petitioner Virender Kumar Jain handing over possession.

4 The Settlement Agreement dated 24™ July, 2017 received from the
Mediation Cell of this Court and bearing the signatures of the petitioner in
both the petitions and the respondent and their Advocates and the Mediator
Jasbir Kaur, Advocate is on record of RC. Rev. No0.337/2016.

5. The petitioner Virender Kumar Jain and respondent Jeet Singh
Sandhu are ordered to be bound by the settlement as contained in the said
Settlement Agreement and cautioning both of them that breach of the said
settlement would have the effect of breach of undertaking given to this
Court, RC. Rev. N0.338/2016 is also disposed of.

No costs.

RAJIV SAHAI ENDLAW, J

SEPTEMBER 20, 2017
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