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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

CR No. 6986 of 2013
Date of Decision : 06.01.2015

Shiv Kumar ....Petitioner
Versus

Om Pati and others ...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE R.P. NAGRATH

Present. Mr. J.P. Sharma, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Mani Ram Verma, Advocate
for respondents no. 1 to 3.

Mr. Gaurav Jindal, Addl. A.G., Haryana.
for respondents no. 4 to 6.

R.P. Nagrath, J. (Oral)

After arguing for sometime, learned counsel for the
petitioner has made a prayer that the instant petition may be
disposed of with a direction to the trial Court to decide the suit in a
time bound frame as the petitioner is a senior citizen.

If that be so, the instant petition is disposed of with a
direction to the trial Court to dispose of the suit within one year and
the plaintiff-respondents would close their evidence within four
months from the date already fixed by the trial Court and thereafter
defendant-petitioner and respondents no. 4 to 6 would close their
evidence within next four months.

Learned State counsel, however, submits that as per his
instructions the written statement by respondents no. 4 to 6, who are

defendants no. 2 to 4, has not been filed whereas learned petitioner's
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counsel submits that the written statement has already been filed by
these respondents and he has also got the copy thereof. It is
directed that in case the written statement has not been filed by
respondents no. 4 to 6, the same be filed in the trial Court on the date
fixed before it.

Liberty is also granted to the petitioner to contest the
application under Order XXXIX Rules 1 and 2 for grant of temporary
injunction which the trial Court would decide expeditiously and in

accordance with law.

January 06, 2015 ( R.P. NAGRATH )
jk JUDGE
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