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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CR No. 1800 of 2015(0&M)
Date of Decision: 14.05.2018

Jagdish .. Petitioner
Vs

Smt. Murti and others ....Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJ MOHAN SINGH

Present. Mr. Ajay Jain, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Chanderhas Yadav, Advocate
for the respondents.
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RAJ MOHAN SINGH, J. (Oral)

The petitioner has assailed the order dated
25.02.2018 passed by District Judge, Narnaul vide which
application for transfer of two suits titled as Smt. Murti and
another Versus Chajju Ram and others and Jagdish Versus

Pawan Kumar and others was dismissed.

A suit for permanent injunction was filed by Smt. Murti
against Chajju Ram and others. The said suit was fixed for
rebuttal. In the aforesaid suit, counter claim was setup by the
petitioner seeking declaration of title on the basis of inheritance.
During the pendency of the suit some part of the property is
alleged to have been transferred by Smt. Murti in favour of

respondent No. 3 - Sunheri Devi. Smt. Sunheri Devi further
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transferred the property in favour of respondents No. 4 to 6.
Smt. Murti further sold some portion of the land in favour of
Pawan Kumar. Second suit was filed by Jagdish. The said
transfer was assailed in a declaratory suit. Second suit was fixed
for evidence of the plaintiff. Apparently, different properties are
involved. The parties to the litigation are also not the same. Both
the cases are pending at different stages in different Courts. No

prayer for the consolidation of the suits can be entertained.

In view of the aforesaid facts, this revision petition is
found to be totally devoid of any merits and the same is

dismissed, accordingly.

14" May, 2018 (RAJ MOHAN SINGH)
shabha JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned  Yes
Whether reportable Yes/No
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