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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

 

103+209 

  

 

 

Murtee Shree Ram Chander Ji Maharaj
 

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Kansal and others
 

 

CORAM: HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE NIDHI GUPTA
 

Present: - 

  

 

  

 

  

 

  

  
  

NIDHI GUPTA, J. (ORAL)

1.  

violation of order dated 

co-ordinate Bench of this Court in CR

Developers Pvt. Ltd. and others

Maharaj and others

withdrawn with the observations that 

petitioners shall not change the nature of the property in dispute and will 

also maintain status quo with regard to the possessio

alienation’

2.  

to interfere in the matter

submits that 
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Date of Decision: 
 

Murtee Shree Ram Chander Ji Maharaj 

Versus 
 

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Kansal and others  

CORAM: HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE NIDHI GUPTA

 Mr. Rahil Mahajan and Mr. Anuj Chauhan, Advocates for 

 Mr. Sunil K. Nehra, Advocate for the applicant

 Mr. Vikrant Pamboo, Advocate for respondents No. 1 to 4.

 Mr. Sudhanshu Sharma, Advocate for respondent No. 5.

 Mr. Piyush Bansal, Advocate  

 for respondents No. 6 and 7-MC, Ambala.
  

NIDHI GUPTA, J. (ORAL)  

 The petitioner has filed the present conte

violation of order dated 28.01.2009 (Annexure P

ordinate Bench of this Court in CR-257

Developers Pvt. Ltd. and others  vs. Murtee Shree Ram Chander Ji 

Maharaj and others’, whereby the said revision petition was dismissed as 

withdrawn with the observations that ‘during the pendency of the suit the 

petitioners shall not change the nature of the property in dispute and will 

also maintain status quo with regard to the possessio

alienation’.    

 After arguing for some time when this Court is not inclined 

to interfere in the matter, learned counsel for the petitioner on instructions 

submits that he may be permitted to withdraw the instant 
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Date of Decision: 27.08.2025 

  .… Petitioner 

  .... Respondents 

CORAM: HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE NIDHI GUPTA 

Mr. Rahil Mahajan and Mr. Anuj Chauhan, Advocates for  

Mr. Sunil K. Nehra, Advocate for the applicant-petitioner. 

Vikrant Pamboo, Advocate for respondents No. 1 to 4. 

Mr. Sudhanshu Sharma, Advocate for respondent No. 5. 

 

MC, Ambala. 

The petitioner has filed the present contempt petition alleging 

28.01.2009 (Annexure P-1) passed by a 

257-2007, titled as ‘M/s DSR 

Murtee Shree Ram Chander Ji 

whereby the said revision petition was dismissed as 

‘during the pendency of the suit the 

petitioners shall not change the nature of the property in dispute and will 

also maintain status quo with regard to the possession as well as 

when this Court is not inclined 

, learned counsel for the petitioner on instructions 

withdraw the instant petition as, the 

 

mpt petition alleging 

1) passed by a              

M/s DSR 

Murtee Shree Ram Chander Ji 

whereby the said revision petition was dismissed as 

‘during the pendency of the suit the 

petitioners shall not change the nature of the property in dispute and will 

n as well as 

when this Court is not inclined 

, learned counsel for the petitioner on instructions 

petition as, the 
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same is not maintainable being barred by limitation. It is further admitted 

that the Civil Suit also stands dismissed for non

3.  

4.  

5.  

6.  

 

 

27.08.2025

rishu   
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t maintainable being barred by limitation. It is further admitted 

that the Civil Suit also stands dismissed for non

 Permitted to do so. 

 Dismissed as withdrawn. 

 Rule stands discharged. 

 Pending application(s), if any, shall also 

27.08.2025      

     

 Whether speaking/reasoned 

 Whether Reportable   

     

t maintainable being barred by limitation. It is further admitted 

that the Civil Suit also stands dismissed for non-prosecution. 

Pending application(s), if any, shall also stand disposed of. 

   ( NIDHI GUPTA ) 

          JUDGE  

Whether speaking/reasoned  Yes/No 

 Yes/No 

t maintainable being barred by limitation. It is further admitted 
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	I attest to the accuracy and authenticity of this order/judgment.
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