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Leave granted.

Respondent obtai ned a decree of eviction in respect of
a particular building under the East Punjab Urban Rent
Restriction Act, 1949 as applicable to Union Territory of
Chandi gar h. Appel | ant was not a party in t he sai d
pr oceedi ngs. When respondent noved in execution for delivery
of possession of the building appellant approached the sane
court by filing two petitions, one was by raising objections
to the execution and the other was for stay of the execution
proceedings wuntil disposal of the objections. The Execution
Court passed an order on 25.5.2000 declining to stay the
execution proceedings. That order was challenged by the
appel lant before the H gh Court. But the Hi gh Court did not
interfere and the inpugned order was passed by the Hi gh Court.

W are not sure whether respondent has filed any
application for renoval of the resistance or obstruction nade
by the appellant for execution of the decree passed in favour
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of the respondent. Execution Court can proceed to execute the
decree (when any person had resisted or obstructed the decree
in obtaining possession of the property) only after deciding
the application which the holder of a decree would nake to the
court conplaining of such resistance or obstruction. Learned
counsel for the respondent is not sure whether any such
application as envisaged in Oder 21 Rule 97 CPC has been
filed before the Execution Court. If it is not filed we
permt the respondent to file such an application because of
the objections raised by the appellant in the Execution Court.
If any such application has already been filed it is open to
the appellant to file his counter against that application

Further proceedings in execution will depend upon the order
whi ch the Execution Court would pass in terns of Order 21 Rule
101 of the Code of Civil Procedure.

Learned counsel requests that a direction nay be given
to the Execution Court for adopting the steps expeditiously.
It is upto the respondent to nove for expeditious disposal of
the matter.

Thi s appeal is disposed of accordingly.
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Leave granted.

Respondent obtai ned a decree of eviction in respect of
a particular building under the East Punjab Urban Rent
Restriction Act, 1949 as applicable to Union Territory of
Chandi gar h. Appel | ant was not a party in t he sai d
pr oceedi ngs. When respondent noved in execution for delivery
of possession of the building appellant approached the sane
court by filing two petitions, one was by raising objections
to the execution and the other was for stay of the execution
proceedings until disposal of the objections. The Execution
Court passed an order on 25.5.2000 declining to stay the
execution proceedings. That order was challenged by the
appel lant before the H gh Court. But the H gh Court did not
interfere and the inpugned order was passed by the Hi gh Court.

W are not sure whether respondent has filed any
application for renoval of the resistance or obstruction nade
by the appellant for execution of the decree passed in favour
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of the respondent. Execution Court can proceed to execute the
decree (when any person had resisted or obstructed the decree
in obtaining possession of the property) only after deciding



the application which the hol der of a decree would nmake to the
court conplaining of such resistance or obstruction. Learned
counsel for the respondent is not sure whether any such
application as envisaged in Oder 21 Rule 97 CPC has been
filed before the Execution Court. If it is not filed we
permit the respondent to file such an application because of
the objections raised by the appellant in the Execution Court.
If any such application has already been filed it is open to
the appellant to file his counter against that application

Further proceedings in execution will depend upon the order
whi ch the Execution Court would pass in terns of Order 21 Rule
101 of the Code of Givil Procedure.

Learned counsel requests that a direction rmay be given
to the Execution Court for adopting the steps expeditiously.
It is upto the respondent to nove for expeditious disposal of
the matter.

This appeal is disposed of accordingly.
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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.9487/2000
(From the judgenent and order dated 31/05/2000 in CR 2291/00
of The HI GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)
SHAM LAL BANSAL Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
SURI NDER PARKASH DHI R & ANR Respondent (s)
(Wth prayer for interimrelief)

Date : 02/05/2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K T. THOVAS
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R P. SETH



For Petitioner (s)
M. K. K. Mhan, Adv.

For Respondent No. 1 M. Pradeep Gupta, Adv.

M. Sriniwas, Adv.
for M. K K Gupta, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER
........ L.......l.o......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.....
. SP2
Leave granted.
Appeal is disposed of in terns of the signed order.
SP1

(N K. CGoel) (H K. Bhati a)
Court Master Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file)



