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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI

+  CS(OS) 194/2024, I.A.37237/2024 & I.A.7581/2025 

ROHIT GARG  .....Plaintiff 

Through: Mr. Parvez Bashisht with Mr.  
Shaurya Mittal and Mr. Bishal Basak, 
Advocates. 

versus 

RENU GARG  & ORS.  .....Defendants 
Through: Mr. Shrey Patnaik with Mr. Kush 

Taneja and Ms. Saira Khan, 
Advocates for D1 to D3. 

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PURUSHAINDRA KUMAR KAURAV

O R D E R
%  09.10.2025 

O.A. 168/2025 (by defendant – against order dated 08.09.2025)

1. Learned counsel appearing for the appellant essentially submits that 

filing of the written statement on behalf of the defendants stood completed 

prior to 20.09.2024 itself, and therefore, in the impugned order, incorrect 

factual noting has been made by the Registrar.   

2. If that be so, the appellant will have to take out an appropriate 

application for review/recall of the said order.  

3. Under these circumstances, the appellant prays for liberty to withdraw 

the appeal with liberty to take appropriate recourse.   

4. Without expressing any opinion, the appeal stands dismissed as 
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withdrawn with the aforesaid liberty. 

I.A.5402/2024 (for injunction)

5. Also heard on the instant application.  Let a reply be positively filed 

by the defendants within four weeks.  Rejoinder thereto, if any, be filed 

within two weeks thereafter.   

6. Let the pleadings qua any other pending applications be completed as 

well.   

7. Let the matter be listed before Joint Registrar for completion of 

pleadings on 12.12.2025.   

8. Once the pleadings are completed qua pending applications, let those 

applications be listed before this Court on the date to be assigned by the 

Joint Registrar. 

9. The plaintiff is the father of defendant nos.2 and 3 whereas the 

defendant no.1 is the wife of the plaintiff.  The properties have been 

purchased in the name of the defendants and the consideration thereof as 

stated to have been paid by the plaintiff.  Though the correctness of the 

aforesaid submission will have to be examined once the reply to the 

injunction application is filed by the defendants, however, in the meantime, 

the parties are directed to maintain status quo qua the suit properties.  

PURUSHAINDRA KUMAR KAURAV, J

OCTOBER 9, 2025
tr/amg 
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