
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH

C.R. No.5277 of 2015 

                   Date of Decision.08.02.2016

Sukhdev Pal  .......Petitioner

Vs.

M/s Shine Blue Hire Purchase Ltd. and others           ......Respondents

Present: Mr. Rakesh Kumar, Advocate 

for the petitioner.

CORAM:HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. KANNAN

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? 

-.-

K. KANNAN J. (ORAL)

1. The payment towards the award alleged to have been made

before  the  award  was  passed  was  stated  to  be  the  objection  at  the

execution stage when the decree holder put the award in execution.  The

grievance is that the payment of over two and half lacs rupees made by

the petitioner has not been given due credit.  This objection cannot be

brought at the stage of execution and it will be open for the petitioner to

bring  a  challenge  in  the  manner  known  to  law  under  Section  34  of

Arbitration Act before the competent court.

2. Reserving  to  the  petitioner  such  a  right,  the  order  would

require to be sustained and accordingly sustained.  The revision petition

is dismissed with liberty to approach the competent court in the manner

referred to above.

(K. KANNAN)

  JUDGE 
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