
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH

C.R. No.7789 of 2015 (O&M)

                   Date of Decision.20.11.2015

Sunil Aggarwal ......Petitioner

Versus

Indu Bala and another ......Respondents

Present: Mr. Vipin Mahajan, Advocate 

for the appellant.

CORAM:HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. KANNAN

1. Whether  Reporters  of  local  papers  may  be  allowed  to  see  the

judgment ? 

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not ? 

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

-.-

K. KANNAN J. (ORAL)

1. The application to set aside the order dismissing the suit for

default  under Order  9  Rule  2  CPC has  been dismissed.   The  counsel

points out that the Court has wrongly observed that the munadi had not

been effected when it  had been done.   The  non appearance of  the

counsel for the plaintiff was only on account of the fact that a wrong

date had been noted.  I dispense with notice to the respondents since

there has been no consideration of the case on merits.  No prejudice

could be caused to the respondents.  I set aside the order already passed

and restore the suit to its file for taking up further process in suit in

accordance with law.

2. The civil revision petition is allowed.

(K. KANNAN)

  JUDGE 
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