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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ FAQO 343/2016

DR SUBHASH CHANDER CHOPRA ... Appellant
Through:  Ms. Vidhi Godl, Advocate.

Versus
DHRUVYSOCOD L Respondent

Through:  Mr. Gurvinder Singh, Advocate.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VALMIKI J. MEHTA

ORDER

% 10.07.2017
1. Counsel for the appelant/plaintiff states that for the present the

appellant does not intend to pursue the appeal because the
respondent/defendant is not using the suit property for commercia purpose
for last around three months and which period counsel for the
respondent/defendant states is around 6/7 months.

2. Accordingly this appedl is disposed of as not pressed but in
case the respondent uses the suit property for any commercial purpose which
Is violative of the local laws, then, in such a case the appellant is given

liberty to approach the trial court by filing the necessary application.
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3. Apped is

observations.

JULY 10, 2017
Ne

FAO No.343/2016

accordingly disposed of with the aforesaid

VALMIKI J.MEHTA, J
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