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HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB & HARYANA cumen
AT CHANDIGARH

CR No. 1576 of 2017 (O&M)
Date of decision: 06.3.2017

Satgur Singh and another
...Petitioners

Versus

Deepali Jindal and others

...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK

Present: Mr. Parveen Kumar Garg, Advocate
for the petitioners.

oskskock

RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK, J. (Oral)

Present revision petition, at the hands of the defendants, filed
under Article 227 of the Constitution of India, is directed against the
impugned order dated 25.1.2017 (Annexure P-1) passed by learned trial
court, whereby application of the petitioners for staying the proceedings of
present suit, during the investigation of FIR No.131 dated 9.11.2014, was
dismissed.

Heard learned counsel for the petitioners.

A careful perusal of the impugned order would show that
learned trial court was well within its jurisdiction to pass the impugned
order. In fact, the impugned order has been found based on sound reasons

and no interference has been warranted at the hands of this Court. It is a
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matter of record that issues had already been framed in the present suit and
trial has already commenced. Suit was already fixed for plaintiff evidence
when the application for staying the proceedings of the suit was filed by the
petitioners-defendants. Since the impugned order has been passed by
learned trial court in consonance with the settled proposition of law, referred
at page Nos. 12 and 13 of the paper book, no fault can be found with it and
the same deserves to be upheld.

No other argument was raised.

Considering the peculiar facts and circumstances of the cases
noted above, coupled with the reasons aforementioned, this Court is of the
considered view that present revision petition is misconceived, bereft of
merit and without any substance. Thus, it must fail. No case for interference
has been made out.

Resultantly, with the abovesaid observations made, instant

revision petition stands dismissed, however, with no order as to costs.

06.3.2017 (RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK)
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