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  ITEM NO.20                                   COURT NO.5                  SECTION XIV

                                     S U P R E M E C O U R T O F      I N D I A
                                             RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

  Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C) No(s).29366/2014

  (Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 11/08/2014
  in RC REV No. 369/2013 passed by the High Court of Delhi at New
  Delhi)

  SOMA DEVI JAIN                                                            Petitioner(s)

                                                       VERSUS

  ANITA PAWAR AND ORS                                                       Respondent(s)

  (with appln. for permission to file additional documents)

  Date : 14/11/2014 This petition was called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
                              HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE JAGDISH SINGH KHEHAR
                              HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN MISHRA

  For Petitioner(s)                      Mr. Dhruv Mehta, Sr. Adv.
                                         Mr. Sameer Vashisht, Adv.
                                         Ms. Jyoti Mendiratta, Adv.

  For Respondent(s)

                          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                                                 O R D E R

                              Heard learned counsel for the petitioner.

                              No ground for interference is made out in exercise

                         of    our    jurisdiction     under    Article    136   of   the

Signature Not Verified
                         Constitution of India.
Digitally signed by
Sanjay Kumar
Date: 2014.11.15
12:28:09 IST
                              The    Special   Leave     Petition    is,    accordingly,
Reason:

                         dismissed.
                                    2

    We   are    informed     by   the     learned    counsel    for   the

petitioner that the petitioner had filed the eviction

petition in the year 2012.               Merely on the issue as to

whether leave to defend was to be allowed or not, two
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precious years have already gone bye.                 Learned counsel

accordingly states that the proceedings before the Rent

Controller be expedited.

    We   find   merit   in    the       contention   advanced    by   the

learned counsel for the petitioner.                  We would request

the Rent Controller to dispose of the eviction petition

as expeditiously as possible and preferably within one

year.

(SANJAY KUMAR-I)                               (PHOOLAN WATI ARORA)
 COURT MASTER                                   ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

w
w

w
.e

co
ur

ts
in

di
a.

co
m

w
w

w
.e

co
ur

ts
in

di
a.

co
m

w
w

w
.e

co
ur

ts
in

di
a.

co
m

w
w

w
.e

co
ur

ts
in

di
a.

co
m

w
w

w
.e

co
ur

ts
in

di
a.

co
m

w
w

w
.e

co
ur

ts
in

di
a.

co
m

This is a True Copy of the court records online. Authenticated @ https://eCourtsIndia.com/cnr/SCIN010325142014/truecopy/order-3.pdf


		eCourtsIndia.com
	2025-09-16T06:43:35+0530
	eCourtsIndia.com
	eCourtsIndia.com Digital Signature




