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DAYA CHAUDHARY, J. (ORAL)

After hearing the arguments of learned counsel for the parties,
it appears that there is a dispute being neighbourers as the house of the
petitioner is closer to the building of the gurudwara. No doubt, there was
some damage to the wall but it has been stated to be repaired. However,
learned counsel for the petitioner submits that some encroachment is there
by the gurudwara, whereas, it has been stated by learned counsel for
respondent No.2-Municipal Corporation that the land has been taken on rent
by gurudwara.

Disputed questions on facts cannot be determined by this Court
in the Contempt petition.

The petition is disposed of.

However, in case, the petitioner is still aggrieved in any

manner, he is at liberty to avail the appropriate remedy.

(DAYA CHAUDHARY)
25.01.2018 JUDGE
gurpreet
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether Reportable Yes/No



