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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
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CR No.1794 of 2015
Date of decision: 08.03.2018
BhupinderkKaur .. Petitioner
Versus
Godawar Singh and others ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KSHETARPAL

Present:-

Mr. Deepak Verma, Advocate
for the petitioner.

None for the respondents.

sookeskskock

ANIL KSHETARPAL, J. (ORAL)

Defendant No.6-petitioner is in the revision petition against the

order passed by the learned First Appellate Court. While issuing notice of

motion, this Court had passed the order dated 13.03.2015 which reads as

under:-
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“This is a revision petition preferred by defendant No.6.
The application under Order 39 Rules 1 & 2 CPC filed by the
plaintiffs-respondents was dismissed holding that petitioner-
defendant Nos.6 & 7 were not restrained from alienating the
property.  The lower appellate Court has allowed the
application for interim injunction partly holding that the
parties will maintain status quo regarding the possession.
However, the property will not be alienated by the defendant-
petitioner Nos.6 & 7 during pendency of the suit.

Aggrieved by the order of restraint, defendant No.6 has
filed this petition claiming that sale if any certainly would be
subject to principle of lis pendens and that the plaintiffs prima
facie have no right to file the suit.
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Notice of motion to respondent Nos.1 to 3 for 15.5.2015.
Meanwhile, it is directed that in case the petitioner-
defendant No.6 intends to alienate the property she would
disclose the names of the prospective vandees to the trial
Court and would intimate the Court regarding the proposed

sale.”

Learned counsel for the petitioner very fairly submits that
defendant No.6 has already alienated the property and information in this
regard has been given to the Court. He submits that hence, his grievance

has been redressed and he has instructions not to press this revision

petition.
Dismissed as not pressed.
( ANIL KSHETARPAL)
08.03.2018 JUDGE
Dinesh Bansal
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether Reportable Yes/No
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