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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CR No. 2690 of 2018 (O/M)
Date of decision : 26.4.2018

Jagdev Singh and another . Petitioners
Versus
M/s Panjola Trading Company and others ... Respondents
CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH
Present:-  Mr. Munish Gupta, Advocate, for petitioners.
Mr. Jai Bhagwan, Advocate, for caveators-respondents.
1. Whether the Reporters of local newspaper may be allowed to
see the judgment ?

To be referred to the Reporter or not.
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the digest ?

.

N

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

Heard. Notice of motion.

The learned counsel for petitioners contends that money decree
has been passed against them to the tune of Rs. 10,86,880/- alongwith
interest at the rate of 6 per cent per annum from 1.4.2004 to 3.4.2005.
Appeal against said judgment has been filed, in which stay has not been
granted. In the meanwhile, plaintiffs filed execution in which the
agricultural land of defendants has been attached. The property was going
to be sold. Defendants filed an application for stay of execution which has
been dismissed.

The learned counsel for respondents had filed caveat and has
put in appearance. He has been heard.

The learned counsel for defendants states that they are ready to
furnish bank guarantee to satisfy the decree, that may be ultimately passed

against them.
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In these circumstances, execution of judgment and decree dated
8.9.2016 is stayed on petitioners-defendants furnishing bank guarantee to
the tune of Rs. 12,00,000/- within four weeks.  If bank guarantee is not

furnished, impugned revision deems to have been dismissed.

Disposed of.
(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE
26.4.2018
sjks
Whether speaking / reasoned : Yes/ No

Whether Reportable ; Yes/No



