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jktLFkku mPp U;k;ky;] t;iqj ihB] t;iqj

,dyihB flfoy izFke vihy la[;k &72@2014

vkns'k fnukad%& 30-05-2019

ekuuh; U;k;kf/kifr Jh izdk'k xqIrk

mifLFkr%&
vf/koDrk okLrs vihykFkhZ %& Jh ts-ih-xks;y] ofj"B vf/koDrk e;

   Jh vfHk xks;y] vf/koDrk
vf/koDrk okLrs izR;FkhZ %& Jh lquhy dqekj tSu

      

izR;FkhZ dh vksj ls izkFkZuk i= la[;k&32540 fookfnr ifjlj dh izFke

eafty ij fuekZ.k djus dh vuqefr fn, tkus ds laca/k esa izLrqr fd;k x;k

gS A 

bl izkFkZuk i= ij nksuksa i{kksa ds ;ksX; vf/koDrkx.k dks lquk x;k A 

;ksX; vf/koDrk izkFkhZ@izR;FkhZ us fuosnu fd;k fd fopkj.k U;k;ky;

us oknh dk okn fujLr dj fn;k Fkk ftlds fo:) dh xbZ ;g izFke vihy

djhc ikap o"kZ ls yafcr gS A izR;FkhZ ds iq= dk gky gh esa fookg gqvk gS A

izR;FkhZ ds ikl orZeku esa miyC/k edkukr ifjokj dh vko';drk dks iwjh

ugha djrs gSa A  izR;FkhZ Lohdr̀ :i ls fookfnr lEifRr ij dkfct gS vr%

izR;FkhZ dks fookfnr lEifRr dh izFke eafty ij fuekZ.k djus dh btktr

iznku dh tkos A  izkFkhZ@izR;FkhZ] tks Hkh 'krsZa bl laca/k esa U;k;ky; }kjk

vf/kjksfir dh tkosxh] mudh ikyuk djus dks rS;kj gS A izkFkZuk i= ds

leFkZu  esa  mUgksaus  U;kf;d  n`"Vkar&  2011¼2½  lh-lh-lh-  738]  jktLFkku]

ujksRre cuke xhrk nsoh o vU; izLrqr fd;kA 

;ksX; vf/koDrk vihykFkhZ us izkFkZuk i= dk fojks/k fd;k o eq[; :i

ls  ;g  dgk  fd  iwoZ  esa  izR;FkhZ  }kjk  izLrqr  leku  izkFkZuk  i=  fnukad

17-02-2018 ds vkns'k }kjk fujLr fd;k tk pqdk gS ftlds ckn fLFkfr esa

dksbZ ifjorZu ugha gqvk gS A vr% izkFkZuk i= fujLr fd;k tkosA
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nksuksa i{kksa ds fo}ku vf/koDrkx.k }kjk j[ks x, rdksZa ij fopkj fd;k

x;k A 

Lohd`r :i ls iwoZ esa djhc&djhc leku rF;ksa ij blh izkFkZuk ds

lkFk fd izR;FkhZ dks izFke eafty ij fuekZ.k djus dh btktr iznku dh

tkos] izR;FkhZ }kjk izLrqr fd;k x;k Fkk ftlds lEcU/k esa fnukad 17-02-2018

dks fuEu vkns'k ikfjr fd;k x;k Fkk%&

** After hearing learned counsel for the parties, I have

the  to  gone  through  the  application  and  considered  the

submissions made by the learned counsel for the parties. 

 A perusal of the order dated 18.02.2014 would reveal

that the parties were directed to maintain status-quo as it

was  existed  on  18.02.2014.  However,  by  order  dated

09.08.2016, the respondent was permitted to get necessary

repairs in the property.

Having regard to the submissions made by learned

counsel  for  the  parties  and  in  view  of  the  order  dated

09.08.2016, I find no substance in the application seeking

permission of the court for raising construction on first floor

of the disputed property. If permission to raise construction,

as prayed, is granted, it may cause multiplicity of litigation

and further complications. 

The application is dismissed accordingly. **

mlds ckn ifjfLFkfr;ksa  esa  ,slk dksbZ  lkjHkwr cnyko ugha  gqvk gS

ftlds dkj.k ;g izFkZuk i= Lohdkj fd;k tkos A 

ifj.kker% izkFkZuk i= fujLr fd;k tkrk gS A 
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