IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CR No.6645 of 2012
Date of decision: 25.02.2015
Karamjit Singh . Petitioner
versus
Sant Ram and others .. Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE G.S. SANDHAWALIA

Present: Mr. Rakesh Gupta, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Amit Kashyap, Advocate for
Mr. Rajinder Goyal, Advocate
for respondent No.1.

G.S. SANDHAWALIA, J. (Oral)

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that he does not
want to press the present revision petition. The reason why he is not
pressing the revision petition is apparent from the order dated 13.02.2015,
which reads as under:-

“A perusal of the paperbook would go on to
show that in pursuance of the order passed
by this Court on 07.11.2012, an enquiry was
conducted by the AddlCivil Judge
(Sr.Divn.) Guhla and a finding has been
recorded that Shri J.S.Punia, Advocate, who
was also arrayed as defendant No.3 in the
Civil Suit, had unauthorizedly filed the
written statement on behalf of defendant
No.6, the present petitioner. Counsel for the
petitioner prays for some time to seek
instructions whether he wants to press the
present revision petition, keeping in view

the fact that defendant No.3/respondent
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No.4 is his real brother and in view of the
adverse report received against him,
further action against him might be
required. To come up for further
consideration on 25.02.2015.”

It is to be noticed that the respondents have been adversely
affected, since this Court on 07.11.2012 stayed the passing of the final
order and the litigation could not come to an end due to the conduct of
respondent No.4/defendant No.6 and the present petitioner who are real
brothers.

Accordingly, the present revision petition is dismissed as
not pressed, however, the respondent No.4 shall deposit a sum of
Rs.10,000/- as costs with the District Legal-Aid Service Authority,
Kaithal for mis-using his authority and position as a counsel.

The trial Court shall ensure that the payment is made,
before proceeding ahead.

With the abovesaid observations, the revision petition

stands disposed of.

February 25, 2015 (G.S. SANDHAWALIA)
Naveen JUDGE

NAVEEN NAGPAL
2015.02.27 09:59

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document



