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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CR No0.3862 of 2012 (O&M)
Date of decision : 19.10.2015

Gurpreet Singh and ors.

...Petitioners
Versus

Bakhshish Singh (deceased through his LRs) and ors.

...Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMIT RAWAL.
1. Whether reporters of local newspapers may be allowed to see

judgment ?

2. To be referred to reporters or not ?
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest ?
Present: Mr. R.S. Bains, Advocate for petitioners.

Mr. Arun Jain, Sr. Advocate with
Mr. Arnav Sood, Advocate for respondents.

sk

AMIT RAWAL, J. (Oral)

Challenge in the present petition is to the order dated
25.04.2012, whereby application filed under Order 39 Rule 1 and 2 read
with Section 151 CPC has been allowed and appeal filed against the same,
by the petitioners-defendants, has been dismissed on 15.06.2012. The orders
have been passed as wayback as on 25.04.2012 and on 15.06.2012. It has
been brought to the notice of this Court that suit is slated for the evidence of

the plaintiffs.
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Mr. R.S. Bains, learned counsel appearing on behalf of
petitioners submits, that under the garb of the interim order, respondents-
plaintiffs are adopting all possible dilatory tactics, much less, no witness has
been examined in support of their evidence. This fact has been denied by
Mr. Arun Jain, learned Senior Counsel for the respondents. Be that as it
may. But the fact remains that revision petition has arisen against the
passing of the interim order passed in 2012.

I deem it appropriate to dispose of the present revision petition
with direction to the trial Court to decide the suit as expeditiously as
possible within a period of eight months from the date of receipt of certified
copy of the order.

The trial Court shall ensure that none of the parties to the lis
adopts dilatory tactics and in case it is so, then trial Court can pass the order
in accordance with law.

With the aforementioned direction, the present revision petition

is disposed of.

19.10.2015 (AMIT RAWAL)
pawan JUDGE
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