IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

R.S.A.No0.1061 of 2012 (O&M)
Date of Decision: October 31, 2015

Smt.Memuna

...Appellant
Versus

Sehju & others

...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE AMIT RAWAL, JUDGE

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?

Present: None for the appellant.
ek
AMIT RAWAL, J. (Oral)

On 30.1.2015, the present appeal was dismissed for non-

appearance. On 10.7.2015, the same was ordered to be restored subject to

payment of ¥2,000/- as costs.
Today there is no representation on behalf of the appellant.

Dismissed for non-prosecution.

October 31*, 2015 (AMIT RAWAL)
ramesh JUDGE

RAMESH KUMAR
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