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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CR No0.561 of 2017 (O&M)
Date of decision: 30.05.2018
Vedpal and others
...Petitioners

Versus

Smt. Laxmi and others
....Respondents
CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KSHETARPAL
Present: Mr. Sumit Sangwan, Advocate for the petitioners.
Mr. Naveen S. Bhardwaj, Advocate for respondents No.1 to 6..
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ANIL KSHETARPAL, J. (ORAL)

This revision petition has been filed against the order passed by
the learned trial Court affirmed by the First Appellate Court, dismissing
application under Order 39 Rule 1 and 2 CPC. It would be significant to note
that defendants No.1 to 6 have also filed counter claim seeking possession of
the house shown in red colour in the site plan attached. In other words,
possession of the plaintiff over certain portion of the property is not being
disputed. Keeping in view the aforesaid facts, it would be more appropriate, if
parties are directed to maintain status quo as it exists today.

Learned counsel for the parties also do not dispute this
possession and jointly pray that let the suit itself be decided on an early date.

Keeping in view the prayer made, learned trial Court is requested

to expeditiously decide the suit which is pending for more than two years.

Ishwar Singh

2018.06.25 14:33

| attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document



CR No.561 of 2017

In view of the aforesaid and the consensus arrived at by the
counsels, parties are directed to maintain status quo. However, learned trial
Court is requested to proceed with the suit and decide the same as

expeditiously as possible.

(ANIL KSHETARPAL)
JUDGE
May 30, 2018
Ishwar

Whether speaking/reasoned:- Yes/No

Whether reportable:- Yes/No
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