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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

RSA No. 855 of 2014 (O/M)
Date of decision : 21.9.2015

Rajinder Kumar and others ... Appellants
Versus

Amir Chand and another ... Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:- Mr. Aakash Singla, Advocate,f or the appellants.

1. Whether the Reporters of local newspaper may be allowed to see
the judgment ?

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not.

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the digest ?

KULDIP SINGH, J. (ORAL)

Learned counsel for the appellants contends that the
plaintiffs/appellants herein have challenged the alienation of the
disputed property by their father in favour of defendant No. 1. Both
the Courts below held that the plaintiffs/appellants failed to prove
that the disputed property was ancestral property. Learned counsel
claims that now defendant No. 1 has executed a sale deed in favour
of mother of the plaintiffs/appellants and, therefore, the present
appeal has become infructuous. Consequently, he wants to
withdraw the present appeal.

In view of the contention of the learned counsel for the
plaintiffs/appellants, the appeal is accordingly dismissed as

withdrawn.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE
21.9.2015
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