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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

Civil Revision No0.8372 of 2015
Date of Decision: 19.12.2015

MUNICIPAL COUNCIL BUDHLADA & ANR
...... Petitioners
Vs

HANS RAJ (NOW DECEASED) THROUGH HIS LEGAL HEIRS
SHIMLA DEVI AND ORS.
..... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJ MOHAN SINGH

Present:Mr. Gurinderjit Singh, Advocate
for the petitioners.
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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?

RAJ MOHAN SINGH, J.(Oral)

[1]. The present revision petition is having glaring facts.
Hans Raj retired on 30.11.1994. His retiral dues were not paid.
For the claim of his retiral dues, he filed a civil suit for
mandatory injunction before the trial Court. Suit was decreed in
his favour by the trial Court on 14.06.2001.

[2]. Petitioner/Council remained unsuccessful in First
Appeal before the lower Appellate Court. Regular Second
Appeal filed by the petitioner/Council was dismissed on

27.01.2005 by this Court and the petitioner/Council also

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document

chandigarh



MOHMED ATIK
2015.12.19 16:39

Civil Revision No.8372 of 2015 2

remained unsuccessful before the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the
SLP which was dismissed on 04.08.2006.

[3]. Retiree Hans Raj had already died. His legal
representatives filed execution for recovery of retiral dues of
Hans Raj on 16.08.2014 which was objected by the
petitioner/Council. On 18.11.2015, executing Court allowed the
execution and asked the decree-holders to provide list of
properties of the judgment-debtor for the purposes of issuing
warrant of attachment on or before 30.11.2015.

[4]. The needful has already been done on 30.11.2015.
Warrants of attachment have already been issued. The
proceedings of the executing Court have been assailed in the
present revision petition.

[5]. After arguing for sometime, learned counsel for the
petitioners states that the only dispute is with regard to interest
and every endeavour would be made to pay the same within a
period of two months from today. He seeks to withdraw this
revision petition.

[6] Dismissed as withdrawn.

December 19, 2015 (RAJ MOHAN SINGH)
Atik JUDGE
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