107 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

Civil Revision No.3550 of 2015
Date of Decision: September 10, 2015

Narajan Singh and another .... Petitioners
VS.
Kuldeep Kaur .... Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH
Present: Mr. L.S. Bhangu, Advocate for the petitioners.
1.Whether Reporters of Local Newspapers may be allowed to see the
Jjudgment?
2. To be referred to the Reporters or not?

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

Kuldip Singh J.(Oral)

Learned counsel for the petitioners contends that the
impugned order dated 07.03.2015 (Annexure P-1) passed in an
application filed under Order IX, Rule 13 CPC for setting aside ex
parte judgment and decree, is appealable. Therefore, he wishes to
withdraw the present revision petition with liberty to file an appeal
before the learned District Judge.

Dismissed as withdrawn with aforesaid liberty.

However, the time consumed before this Court in
erroneously pursuing the proceedings shall be favourly considered
for condonation of delay.

(KULDIP SINGH)
September 10, 2015 JUDGE
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