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In the High Court of Punjab and Haryana, at Chandigarh

 

 Civil Revision No. 1745 of 2018

Date of Decision: 31.05.2022

Ramesh Kumar

... Petitioner(s)

Versus

Jagdish Singh and Others

... Respondent(s)

CORAM: Hon'ble Mr. Justice Anil Kshetarpal.

Present: Mr. Mukesh Yadav, Advocate

for the petitioner(s).

Mr. Prashant Singh Chauhan, Advocate

for the respondent No.1 and 2.

Anil Kshetarpal, J.

1. The petitioner is a plaintiff  in the suit  for grant of decree of

permanent injunction. The defendant No.1, on 03.07.2017, made a statement

that he shall not interfere in the suit property and will not raise any other

construction except the boundary wall and fencing of the land in question.

The plaintiffs still did not permit defendant No.1 to construct.

2. On  the  application  filed  by  the  defendants,  the  Court  has

provided  police  help  to  implement  the  order  which  was  passed  on

03.07.2017 on the basis of the statement recorded by the defendant No.1.

The learned counsel representing the petitioner contends that under the garb

of the aforesaid order, the defendant No.1 is constructing the shops. There is

no material to prove that fact. The trial Court has examined the matter in

detail and passed the order. The suit filed by the plaintiff is pending.
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3. Keeping in view  the aforesaid facts, no ground is made out to

interfere. Hence, the present revision petition is dismissed. 

          (Anil Kshetarpal)

Judge

May 31, 2022
“DK”                                                   

Whether speaking/reasoned :Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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