
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND

HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

C.R. No.4180 of 2016

                   Date of Decision.08.07.2016

Jasdeep Singh @ Jagdeep Singh .......Petitioner

Vs.

Ranjit Singh          ........Respondent
       

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

CORAM:HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMIT RAWAL

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? 
-.-

AMIT RAWAL J. (ORAL)

The petitioner challenges the impugned order dated 17.03.2016

whereby  the  prayer  for  seeking  demarcation  of  the  property  has  been

dismissed.   The  suit  was  filed  on  21.12.2013  and  the  application  was

submitted  to  the  revenue  authorities  on  28.02.2013  for  carrying  out  the

demarcation and the report dated 11.04.2013 was submitted giving details

of demarcation.

In a suit for injunction, the petitioner cannot seek indulgence of

the Court to collect evidence when he has not pleaded so in the plaint. Even

the petitioner could not succeed in the interim application.   I do not think

any ground is made out for interference in the revision petition.

The order passed by the trial Court cannot be said to be without

jurisdiction.  The revision petition is dismissed.

(AMIT RAWAL)
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