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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

205 CR No.8111 of 2015
Date of Decision : 14.10.2019

Deepak Kumar and another ....Petitioners
v/s

Jai Bhagwan and another ....Respondents

Coram : Hon’ble Mr. Justice B.S. Walia.

Present: Mr. Gaurav Singla, Advocate for
Mr. Sanjiv Gupta, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Mr. Akshay Jindal, Advocate
for respondent No.1.

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral).,

[1] Learned counsel for the petitioners states that order dated
17.01.2015 passed by the learned Civil Judge (Junior Division), Gohana,
allowing the injunction application and restraining the petitioner-defendants as
well as proforma respondent No. 2 from dispossessing respondent No.l-
plaintiff from the suit property as well as from interfering in his lawful and
peaceful possession besides from alienating the suit property, till final decision
of the suit was modified by the learned Additional District Judge, Sonepat
vide order dated 15.10.2015 by disposing of the injunction application of
respondent No. 1 plaintiff by directing both parties to maintain status quo, qua
possession, alienation construction and nature of suit property till final decision
of the civil suit and since the civil suit was listed before the learned trial court

for rebuttal evidence if any and final arguments today, the petitioner would be
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satisfied if the revision petition was disposed of by directing the trial Court to
decide the civil suit expeditiously. The prayer of learned counsel for the
petitioners is not opposed by learned counsel for contesting respondent No.1.

[2] In the light of the position as noted above, no useful purpose
would be served by keeping the case pending, especially in view of the case
now being at the final stage before the learned trial Court. Accordingly, the
revision petition is disposed of by directing the learned trial Court to consider
and decide the civil suit in accordance with law, as expeditiously as possible.

[3] However, nothing said in this order would be taken as an

expression on the merits of the case.

(B.S. Walia)
Judge
October 14, 2019
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Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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