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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH
FAQ-108-2008 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 08.03.2019
SURINDER KAUR ..Appellant
Vs.
VIJAY KUMAR .... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR JAIN.
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARNARESH SINGH GILL

Present: Ms. Ishjyot Walia, Advocate,
for Mr. Harit Sharma, Advocate,
for the appellant.

ek
This appeal has arisen from the judgement and decree dated
22.12.2007 passed by the Guardian Judge, Hoshiarpur by which a petition
under Section 25 of the Guardian & Ward Act, 1890, for seeking custody of
the minor Vipul @ Chetan by the respondent-husband has been allowed.
Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the appellant has
submitted that this appeal has become infructuous because the said minor

child Vipul @ Chetan has attained the age of majority during the pendency of

this appeal.
Dismissed as infructuous.
[ RAKESH KUMAR JAIN]
JUDGE
February 8, 2019 [ HARNARESH SINGH GILL]
Ess Kay JUDGE
Whether speaking / reasoned : Yes / No

Whether Reportable : Yes / No
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