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5. This Court does not find any merit in the conten�on. Since, it is

the  plain�ff-appellant,  who  sought  decree  for  permanent  injunc�on  by

claiming to be in possession of the suit property, so onus was upon him to

prove his lawful possession.

6. A perusal of  the judgments of the Courts below would reveal

that apart from other evidence on record, it  was no�ced that Smt.  Balbir

Kaur,  the  wife  of  plain�ff  –  Jaspal  Singh  had  sold  the  suit  property  to

defendant – Tarsem Singh by virtue of sale deed dated 24.09.2013. It was

further found that wife of plain�ff had filed a suit against plain�ff bearing suit

No.215 of 2007, which was decreed on 13.08.2009 and the appeal filed by

the plain�ff was dismissed.  During the execu�on of that decree, possession

of the suit property was delivered to Smt. Balbir Kaur, i.e. wife of the plain�ff.

All these facts were admi4ed by the plain�ff during his cross-examina�on.

7. In the face of aforesaid factual posi�on, there could be no doubt

in holding that plain�ff was not in possession, as was evident from his own

admission and documentary evidence on record.

8. As such, this Court does not find any perversity and illegality in

the concurrent findings of facts as recorded by the Courts below. Holding the

present appeal to be devoid of any merit, the same is hereby dismissed.

April 30, 2025
Sarita 

                  (DEEPAK GUPTA)
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