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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARJ?(K’NKMS document
AT CHANDIGARH

227 CM-2531-32-CII-2016 in/and
CR No.6750 of 2011 O&M)
Date of decision: 11.05.2017

Bal Krishan ....Petitioner
Versus

Rabinder Singh ...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S.SANDHAWALIA

Present: Mr.Shiv Kumar, Advocate, for the petitioner.

Mr.Ashok Sehgal, Advocate, for the respondent.

G.S. SANDHAWALIA, J. (Oral)

With the consent of counsel for the parties, the main case is
taken on Board, today itself, for final disposal.
It is pointed out by Mr.Sehgal that possession has been taken
and accordingly, the present revision petition has been rendered infructuous.

Mr.Kumar submits that he has no such intimation.

However, keeping in view the statement made by Mr.Sehgal, the
present revision petition is disposed of as having been rendered infructuous.
The respondent-landlord will not be entitled for any further benefits, in view
of the alleged possession having already been taken and will not hereinafter

pursue his execution.
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