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AV Kindly 1y Sranted,
2

. it that the
. olaintiff submit tha
By way of this application, the plaintif

iunction. The
\ ol 'Jl In unction.
Present yujy iy istiuted for declaration and perpetual Inj

\ hing. interfering and
(l(h*ml:nn requived 1o restrain from demolishing, Int€

(“'\‘“”M“R the possession of plaintiff. The plaintiff is in poSSESSION
over the gui property due to registered agreement to sell dated
20.11.2019, e plaintiff has constructed house with permission and
Sanetion from earljor grampanchayat. She has possession over suit
PrOPety since long. The defendant appeared in the suit but not filed
his reply and written statement. The defendant taking disadvantage
of yovcmmem holiday, issued notice to plaintiff for removal of
alleged encroachment; The plaintiff has not encroached over the
property mentioned in the notice. The plaintiff has no any chance to
save his property. The defendant has knowledge about the pendency
of T.I application in the present proceeding then also intentionally

without filing any say -in the ploceedmg 1ssued alleged notice to

plaintiff, The vsuit property in danger due to act of defendant for
demolishing. If l‘:hc property is demolished then it would cause
prejudice- to plaintiff, Therefore it is necessary to grant status-quo
order till the disposal of temporary injunction and application.

3] The matter is taken on board and notice issued to

defendant. The learned advocate Shri, T. N. Dhande for defendant
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‘1ed say. The defenc as (
appeared and filed s2y. Th ndant iz Uppred the apphiestio of
Slaintiff on the ground OWNership gyer .

skt oty ft
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cubmitted that the 0Wn rship claimed by the
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DIOpery. The title of the suit PIoperty i iy,

submitted that the alleged construction Megd), toerehopn 10
applicadon is meritless. If there is no title gyer 10 sty e o

status-quo cannot be granted.

A

Learned advocate for plaintiff sibyyi ¢

l—l

possession OVer the house PTUP"TTJ old grampanchayy 14

10.2753, old ward 1n0.6, prabhag n6.17 situsted 4 2+ %

s 4
)ﬁ 3 Tor Coiveriive

i1e 4204000 0]

Dist.Chandrapur admeasuring about 500 sq.ft. T]
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ssession for suit property due to registered agree

"8

»
et w0 12l Gpted

26 112019 The defendant issued notice  for remyl  of

encroachment. The plaintiff has not encrozch gver =
of government. She is in possession of suit property. I# ¢
property is demolish by defendant on the basis of notic
17.04.2025 then plaindff will came on road. The property iz fou
e learned advocate for plaindff has relied on IN RE
the matter of demolition of structure dated 13.11.2024. T Hortle
255 Court 1n this™ L TERCE Rad” OB That The CHER TS
also be inform that if the demolition is found to be in violation of the
order of this Court, the officer for officers concerned will be
responsible for resdruton of the demolish property zt nis/thel

ges.
sonal cost in additon to payment of f damag

DET
143. In
NREManojKebrewalAkashzozérLegalagle(SC’)l |
4 that the state of U.P. 28
his case Hon'ble Apex Court has observe d that T
o B ) - of 25 lakns as zn interim
:0 Dav compensaton N T amount Of
A £ U.P. Shall after
zrnment Of 14 Shzll aiter
— cacure. The Chief Secretary O govermE= —
o crion including penzl measure |1z
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Ntability of individual official who hav

Violaw
ldtl(m of Jaw { these directior

14 NIl“lI he
lnitiated no

« The implementation 0

. o date ol
latter than within a period one month from th

this order,

° Learned counsel for plaintff further argued it the

document Produced on record are shows the possession ol platnddi
OVer suit Property. The defendant has no concerned  with the

POSSESSION of plaintiff, The plainiff will prove title at the hearing of
d1n suit. At this juncture status quo may kindly be granted.

’ | I
] Per contra learned advocate for defendant argued that t

Plaintiff has instituted suit for declaration and perpetual injunction.

The  plaintiff has no title over the suit property. The alleged

agreement to sell does not create any interest on sult property. Ihe

d(:f(l!l(]:lni iv’ I(.’(.nl l”)’.l:". ‘i'ﬂ"',‘ h.l‘t"' lU!" over lh" ,.““ I"“l)“llY' 'l'l“u

application is filed without any urgent relief. The application for
SIUS-quo is meritless. The defendant (nitiated legal action o
removal of

encroachment againat plaintff. The application is not

tenable in the eyes of law, The at

application ts lable to be rejected,

7] I have gone through the record of the case. It Is seen that
the suit is instituted for relief of de: laration and perpetual Injunction,
The propenty mentioned the plaint para | that that old
grampanchayal malmatta 002753, old ward no.6 prabhay no,17
situated at Bhisi Tah Chimur | Sandrapur s the subject matter of

suit. The intenim 2

© intenm appucation at Exh5 came to be filed by plaintiff.

he relie! against defendam regarding  restrain him  from
demolishing, interfering and disturbing the peaceful possession of
plaintff over the suit property came 0 be claimed. The defendant
appeared but not filed his wrinten statement or say to the suit and T |
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lication O
Pplicatiop, The defendant objected the status-d

) . me
Plaintiff, 1 . submission of defendant that : yhas no title over
| +1t1is further submitted that the plaintif

-

have tltle over

the p]‘operty

at it
Itis seen from the document produced below Exh.d; :Oval
IS copy of notice issued to plaintiff by defendant for T )
“NCroachmeng, 's the submission of plaintiff that she has T
ach oyer any

at Byl

ced
encro Property. The copy of agreement to sell produ

0 of
/4. The COPY of tax receipt produced at Exh.4/5. The copy
certifj

| | . tion Of
cate jssyeq by Srampanchayat regarding to the sanc
Struction work to

Lxh.4/7. The list of d
docume

‘ d at
won Plaintiff in the property no.2753 produce

. : n the
Ocument Exh.4 shows that plaintiff relied o
nts. However the

. . 't on
defendant has not filed any document o
VIV LY . " , X . " . a x YWS
record, The Status-quo application along with the documents she

that  the defendan issued

notice to plaintff for removal of
encroachment o the date

on 21.04.2025. It is seen from the

: fendant has iced
documents on record that the prima-face defendant has not prod

' i t by plaintiff over the
any document which shows the encroachment by plaintiff over
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] injuncy rima-f it 15 seen that the
declaration and perpetual injunction. Prima-facie it

) - grampanchayat atta n0.2753. It is
plaintift is in possession of grampanchayar malmat
issued U ificate for construction
also seen that grampanchayat issued the cemificate for co
" 53 on the terms arn nditions 1o
of house on malmatta no.2753 on the terms and eonditi
plainuff.
' y f L.
The ratio of the aforesaid cases not disputed by the defendan
Q] ern o
C . e "
id ratio of the cases will take into consideration at the time of
The said ratio | o
ivi » niry to both partes.
deciding applicadon Exh.5 on giving opportuniry p
eciding

- < - - ~ nC..

5 whict ived by Amol on
defendant dated 17.04.2025 which received by
1 y en
issued by de
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19.042025 regarding to the implementation of the removal of

encroachment programme dated 21:04.2025. In such a circumstances |

parties to the suit shall maintain status-quo till next date.

| %A/';

(K. K. Khomane)

Dates 21/04/2025. UC It Civil Judge (Jr.Dn.).,
| Chimur, Dist.-Chandrapur-
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