Shivani

2016.12.07 11:16

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document

Chandigarh SI‘. N0.213
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
COCP No. 3206 of 2015
Date of decision:06.12.2016
Abhey Singh
......... Petitioner
versus
Krishna
.......... Respondent
Coram: Hon'ble Mr.Justice Rakesh Kumar Jain

Present:  Mr. A.K.Kansal, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Abhimanyu Batra, Advocate
for the respondent.

Rakesh Kumar Jain, J.(Oral)

Krishna W/o Dharam Singh , r/o village Jalalpur Kalan, Tehsil
and District Jind(respondent) is present in Court as directed on the last date
of hearing. She has stated at the bar that possession of the land in question
has been restored to the petitioner which is of course not denied. The only
issue remains to be decided about compensation paid to the petitioner for all
this agony and the expenses incurred in this litigation.

Keeping in view the totality of facts and circumstances, I am of
the considered opinion that it would be just and expedient to impose
325,000/- as cost which shall be paid by the respondent to the petitioner
within a period of one month by way of bank draft. This petition is thus,
hereby disposed of. In case, the amount is not paid then petitioner would be

at liberty to file an application to get it revived.
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6™ December, 2016 Judge
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