
 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

217-I 

  

  

 

Jasprit Kaur and another 

 

 

 

 

Sandeep Singh and others

 

 

 
217-II 

  

 

Prabjhkirat Singh and another 

 

 

 

 

Jagtar Singh and others

 

 

 

CORAM:

 

Present:- 

  

  

  

 

RSA-1368 of 2001 and CWP-10095-

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH

 

 

 Regular Second Appeal No.1368 of 2001 

 Date of decision :-07.08.2025

Jasprit Kaur and another  

Versus 

Sandeep Singh and others 

 

 Civil Writ Petition No.10095 of 2016 

Prabjhkirat Singh and another  

Versus 

Jagtar Singh and others 

 

CORAM:- HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE NIDHI GUPTA

  Mr. Pawan Kumar, Sr. Advocate with 

 Ms. Vidushi Kumar, Advocate

 Mr. Bhuvnesh, Advocate and

 Mrs. Seema, Rani, Advocate 

for the petitioners (in CR-10095

for respondent No.2 (in RSA

 

Mr. Manmeet Singh Teji, AAG Punjab.

 

None for the appellants (in RSA

 

Service upon respondents No.3 to 10 dispensed with 
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plaintiff No.2, against the concurrent judgments and decrees of the 
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permanent injunction was dismissed by both the Courts below.
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(Annexure P
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possession of the present suit land.  In the said suit, consent decree 

dated 31.3.1984 was passed 

Jagroop Singh and the present defenda

accordingly the present Civil Suit No.677 of 10.5.1991 filed by the 

plaintiff Jagroop Singh and Harpal Singh for permanent injunction 
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remain unserved as the complete particulars of the address were not 
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