IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

C.R. No.3471 of 2015
Date of Decision.20.05.2015

Shri Chand and others ... Petitioners
Versus

Raghbir Singh (deceased) through LRs and others ...... Respondents

Present:  Mr. Anil Kshetarpal, Senior Advocate with
Mr. Piyush Aggarwal, Advocate
for the petitioner.

CORAM:HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. KANNAN

1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the
judgment ?

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not ?

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

K. KANNAN J. (ORAL)

1. The petitioner is aggrieved that an application for restitution
is pending for more than a year. A person, who is successful in obtaining a
reversal of the judgment must have the benefit of restitution in
accordance with law. There can literally be no objection at all from a
party other than in the situation where still a higher forum grants stay.
Otherwise restitution is matter of course. The Court below is directed to
dispose of the restitution application within 8 weeks and report to this
Court. Very serious view will be taken by this Court if there is any lapse
on the part of the Court below.
2. The revision petition is disposed of with the above direction.
The petitioner is at liberty to file a copy of the order before the Court and
obtain suitable orders. Needless to say that such order will be passed by
the Court only after serving notice to the counsel to the opposite side.

(K. KANNAN)
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