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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
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CR-123-2024 (O&M)
Date of Decision.:04.07.2024
Shri Kirpa Singh Arora Petitioner
Vs.
Shri Manmohan Respondent

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK GUPTA

Present: Mr. Divanshu Jain, Advocate
for the petitioner.
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DEEPAK GUPTA, J. (ORAL)

Tenant is against the concurrent finding of the Courts below,
whereby ejectment petition filed by the landlord (respondent herein) has been
allowed and the petitioner- tenant has been directed to vacate the demised
premises. After arguing for sometime, learned counsel for the petitioner has made
a request to allow the petitioner to occupy the premises for some reasonable time
so that he can wind up his business.

Notice of motion.

Mr. V.K. Sandhir, Advocate accepts notice on behalf of respondent
and filed his memo of appearance.

It has been agreed before the Court that petitioner shall vacate
the demised premises on or before 31.03.2025 and shall hand over the
vacant possession of the same to the respondent- landlord. It is subject to the
condition that he shall clear all the arrears of use and occupation charges/mesne

profits within 15 days positively and thereafter, shall continue to pay the monthly
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occupation charges by 10™ of every month. It is further made clear that in case,
respondent- landlord is compelled to file execution after 31.03.2025 on account
of failure of the petitioner to vacate the premises, petitioner will have to pay
350,000/- per month as user/occupation charges with effect from 01.04.2025
onwards, till the premises are actually vacated.
Disposed of accordingly.
( DEEPAK GUPTA)

JUDGE
July 04, 2024

Neetika Tuteja

Whether Speaking/reasoned  Yes/No
Whether Reportable Yes/No
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