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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ RC.REV. 68/2016

RANVIR SINGH ..... Petitioner
Through: Mr. Kshitij Mudgal, Adv.

versus

RAJINDER KUMAR JAIN ..... Respondent
Through: Mr. Raj Kumar, Adv.

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJEEV SACHDEVA

O R D E R

% 25.02.2020

CM APPL. 7488/2020 (Exemption)

Allowed, subject to all just exceptions.

CM APPL. 7487/2020

1. By this application, respondent seeks modification of order

dated 18.10.2019. Learned counsel for the respondent contends that

the Rent Controller, while disposing of the eviction petition, is likely

to be influenced by the observations contained in order dated

18.10.2019.

2. A application seeking leave to defend the eviction petition is

considered by following a summary procedure and any expression of

opinion at that stage is only prima facie in nature. It does not in any

manner affect the final adjudication of the eviction petition after trial.
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3. The application is disposed of clarifying that the Rent

Controller would not be influenced by observations contained in order

dated 18.10.2019 and shall decide the eviction petition purely based

upon its own merits and the evidence led by the parties.

4. Order dasti under signatures of the Court Master.

SANJEEV SACHDEVA, J

FEBRUARY 25, 2020
PB


