IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

Civil Revision No0.6459 of 2015
Date of decision: 30.09.2015

Municipal Committee, Rajpura and another ... Petitioners

VEersus

Harish Goyal .... Respondent

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K. KANNAN

Present:  Mr.Vinish Singla, Advocate,
for the petitioners.
1.  Whether reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the
judgment ? No.
To be referred to the reporters or not ? No.
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the digest ? No.

N

K Kannan, J. (Oral)

1. The petitioners are aggrieved by the directions of the
Executing Court in allowing for the plaintiff to construct the alleged
boundary wall in their property in a petition filed under Order 21
Rule 32 CPC complaining of disobedience of the decree of
injunction. The Executing Court has found that there was no
disobedience established but still allowed for construction to be
made. The Municipal Committee's objection is that there could be
no construction without permission in any portion of the property
within the municipal limit under Section 189 of the Punjab

Municipal Act of 1911. The Municipal Committee shall be at
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liberty to issue any notice and take appropriate action as provided
under the provisions of the Act and if such action is taken, the order
passed by the Executing Court cannot be used by the plaintiff.

2. With this liberty of issuance of notice and action under
the Act, I dispose of the civil revision.

(K.KANNAN)
JUDGE
30.09.2015
sanjeev
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