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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH
130 CR No.2013 0of 2017 (O & M)
Date of Decision:06.12.2017
Dulia and another ...Petitioners
Versus

Chandgi Ram (since deceased) through his LRs and others ...Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KSHETARPAL

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

Mr. Sandeep Ghanghas, Advocate
for the respondents.

ANIL KSHETARPAL, J.(Oral)

This revision petition has been filed by the judgment-debtors
against order dated 21.02.2017 dismissing the application filed by the
judgment-debtors for framing issues as well as their objections.

Learned counsel for the decree-holder has drawn attention of
the Court to order dated 30.05.2017 passed by the learned Executing Court,
which reads as under:-

“ Matter has been listed today on the request of
DH side. DH has suffered a separate statement recorded
in writing to the effect that he reserves the right to raise
his own wall in the portion demolished on the orders of
the court as per the site plan and withdraws the present
execution being fully satisfied. He is duly identified by
his counsel. In response, Randhir Singh JD has
submitted that he has no objection, in case DH raises

wall or any other construction on the portion that has
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been demolished in pursuance of the orders of the court
as per the site plan. JD is also identified by his counsel.
Heard. In light of the report of the Local Commissioner
dated 22.5.2017 and in view of the submission of the DH,
present execution is hereby dismissed as withdrawn
being fully satisfied. File be consigned to the record
room after due compliance.”

Leanred counsel has submitted that in view of this order, the
revision petition has become infructuous because the execution petition
itself has been withdrawn. A reading of the order further shows that the
execution petition has been satisfied with the consent of parties.

Taking into consideration the aforesaid facts, the revision

petition filed by judgment-debtors has become infructuous. It is disposed of

as such.
06.12.2017 (ANIL KSHETARPAL)
sheetal JUDGE

Whether Speaking/Reasoned: Yes/No
Whether Reportable : Yes/No
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