HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CR No.8286 of 2016
Date of Decision:21.9.2017
M/s Suraj Bhatta Company and others
...Petitioners
Versus
Raghbir @ Bhira and another
..Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK

Present: = Mr.G.C.Dhuriwala, Advocate for the petitioners.

RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK, J. (Oral)

When the case came up for hearing on 12.12.2016, following

order was passed by this Court:-

“Affidavit of Satish Kumar and Yash Pal filed in Court,
are taken on record.

Counsel for the petitioners has submitted that the
petitioners have already deposited lease money at the rate of
Rs. 50,000/~ per annum even after expiry of the initial lease
period of five years with the permission of the court. They are
ready to pay lease money at the rate of Rs.70,000/- per annum
with effect from expiry of initial period of lease for a period of
another five years and undertake to deliver back possession of
the property in question on expiry of period of five years with
effect from 29.5.2013 i.e.

28.5.2018.

Notice of motion to respondent Nos. 1 and 2 only
returnable for 25.1.2017.

In the meantime, the petitioners shall deposit an amount
of Rs.1,00,000/- in the Registry of the Court within a period of
15 days. On necessary deposit being made, parties shall

maintain status quo with regard to possession. Notice to the
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respondents would be issued after deposit and a copy of the

order be appended with the notice.”

When the above-said order was not being complied with by the
petitioners, learned counsel for the petitioners was granted one more
opportunity to seek clear instructions from the petitioners vide order dated
13.9.2017, which reads as under:-

“Learned counsel for the petitioners seeks time to get
clear instructions as to whether the petitioners wants to comply
with the notice of motion order dated 12.12.2016 or wants to
withdraw the revision petition.”

Learned counsel for the petitioners has fairly stated that
petitioners do not want to comply with the above-said notice of motion
order dated 12.12.2016. He further submits that petitioners want to
withdraw the present revision petition.

Permission is granted.

Dismissed as withdrawn.

21.9.2017 (RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK)
mks JUDGE

Whether Speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether Reportable : Yes/No
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