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S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 5904/2023

Narendra Singh S/o Munshi Singh, aged about 72 Years, R/o
Kothi Rojvilla, Bharatpur (Raj.)

----Petitioner
Versus

Balvir Singh S/o Girraj Singh, R/o Sinsini Palace, Rojvilla,
Bharatpur

----Respondent

For Petitioner(s) :  Mr. J.P. Goyal, Sr. Adv.
Mr. J.K. Moolchandani
Ms. Yashika Vijayvargia

For Respondent(s) : Mr. Amit Kumar Soni

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANEESH SHARMA
Order

06/05/2026

1. Matter has come up on an application(I.A. No.1/2026) filed
by the petitioner for deciding the present writ petition in the light
of compromise between the parties.

2. Learned counsel for the parties jointly submits that the
petitioner and the respondent are present in person before this
Court and have settled the dispute by way of compromise dated
30.04.2026, wherein the respondent has agreed to vacate the suit
premises within two months. The relevant terms of the

compromise are reproduced as under:-

“198 b 9gH UeT gRT U JbhaHl dacll drad Wl I
SIRIGTd 9 91T fvRI gg 99 2006 # 2 faram srfdrevor
WGy WRAYR P A¥E U fHur wn, REH ued v &l
SRIGd &1 #dffere af a1 T feg 9 989 fadis
16 /07 /2010 I WIRST PR faam AT | fSFaa! ffUed uerd et
&1 adiere fRmaT AfHERoT & FHe U &1 TS, 98 A e
14 /02 /2023 DT WIRST HR & T3 | TGP 918 UH Uel gRT
ST ATFIDT AT SR Iod AT, SIYR UIe § uer

B TS B, SN IqHET H Afdd B SHI UBRY H Sad QA
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UeThRI T TSIHTAT BT AT 8 d SIRY TSIA™ET a1 U&T ST
eI T AT =1 oral & |9rer =T 9Ed ¢ |

A. I8 & voH U &1 fgd 987 & SR SHad 2002 9
1T 9B T JET 8, S 31 & H. 5,50,000 / —FHTAT &
T B Rd 9 g ueT g§RT UH UeT @l %. 3,00,000 / —
ql oreT B QU § T 9B/ AT YW Ue gRT Bis faur
AT R

B. I8 f& g uet ouw gRT 99 wap= o1 RERe= e,
Joifder § R & a8l R9e 81 g1 ©1 S 3@ I
foxrrger Saera f6 @18 avaddr T8l ¥ 9 IHH! STexd
AT B ol © | fbg Suel g A fhrryare / fdarfed
SIRTeTd # @ 7, O 98 |1 718 & 3reR dbTer e |

C. g f& fgdu veTdpR & 9 STge # g, fasrel 9 83/
FAGRME o B 98 g9 ueeR W W Il @ I JIE B
e} BT T NS B T |

D. I8 & fga geteR aifaeT eR & fadie J &1 918 &
Ex  SIUEId WTefl &) SADBI  deoll UAH UTHR bl
fhRTATYET STIGT BT el QT BAT| AfQ &1 A8 B Fax
ST SIS WTell Hx fEd UeThR Ued YeTdhR Bl 37T ol
HRAT B Al UAH USHR Bl UE IAfEHR B fH uw SR
SORI BRIAE] F S—ETd Bl @il BT U= BT BRI
B | s fad veer g Sue fxdt aiRe™ g e &1
PIs TANTST F8] 8RT| 3R 3R Bls UdRIS] HRdl & ol d8
d: o= I 8rm

3. In view of the consensus arrived at between the parties, the
impugned judgments and decrees stand modified and the present
writ petition is decided in terms of compromise dated 30.04.2026,
however, it is made clear that in case within two months, the
property is not vacated as agreed by the parties in the
compromise dated 30.04.2026, the petitioner will be at liberty to
file execution and take possession of the suit property as
mentioned in the compromise.

4. In view of the above, the present writ petition stands
disposed of.

5. Any other pending application(s), if any, also stand disposed

of.

(MANEESH SHARMA),J
SOURAV /27



