CWP No.3674 of 2016 -1-

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH
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The Panchsheel Cooperative House Building Society Ltd.
. .Petitioner
Versus

Permanent Lok Adalat, PUS and others

. ... Respondents
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CORAM: HON’BLE MR.JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR JAIN
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Present: Mr.I.S. Sidhu, Advocate, for the petitioner.
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RAKESH KUMAR JAIN, J. (ORAL)

One Surinder Kaur Anand filed an application under
Section 22 (C) of the Legal Services Authorities Act, 1987 [for short
‘the Act’] against the petitioner and Assistant Registrar, Cooperative
Societies, Derabassi, before the Permanent Lok Adalat (PUS),
Roopnagar. The petitioner filed the reply to the application.
Thereafter, respondent No.2, who was represented by her Advocate
Mr.Sanjeev Soni, suffered a statement that she would be bound to
pay any amount, which would be demanded by the society/petitioner
for the welfare and development of the society even after the
execution of the conveyance deed. Later on, the said Surinder Kaur
Anand withdrew the application and ultimately, the following order
was passed by the Permanent Lok Adalat on 9.11.2015:-

“Statements of the parties have been
recorded separately. In view of the
statements of the parties this application
is dismissed as withdrawn. The parties
shall be bound by their statements. File

be consigned to record."
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On a pointed query put to the counsel for the petitioner as
to why he has challenged the order by which the application filed by
respondent No.2 has been withdrawn, it is submitted that
respondent No.2 has now filed an execution for implementation of the
order dated 9.11.2015. In case, the petitioner is aggrieved against the
execution, he has a remedy to contest the same before the Permanent
Lok Adalat but insofar as the present petition is concerned, it does
not require any interference.

Faced with these observations, learned counsel for the
petitioner prays for withdrawal of the petition.

Dismissed as withdrawn.

(RAKESH KUMAR JAIN)
24.02.2016 JUDGE
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