SACHIN MEHTA

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH.

Regular Second Appeal No.310 of 2015 (O&M)
Date of Decision: January 22, 2016.

Sunil Kumar
.......... APPELLANT(s).

VERSUS

Ram Kumar and others
........ RESPONDENT(s).

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SURINDER GUPTA

Present: Mr. Aakash Singla, Advocate
for the appellant (s).
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SURINDER GUPTA, J.

Heard at Length.

Learned counsel for the appellant during the course of
arguments, could not assail the findings of the Courts below, whereby the
suit property which is joint of the parties is ordered to be partitioned as per
the share of the parties which is also not disputed. The interest of tenants,
who are in possession, have been protected by learned Additional Civil
Judge (Senior Division), Kaithal.

No legal or factual infirmity has been pointed out in the findings
of the Courts below, during the course of arguments.

No question of law what to talk of substantial question of law
requiring determination arises in this appeal, which has no merits.

Dismissed.

(SURINDER GUPTA)

January 22, 2016. JUDGE
Sachin M.
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