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

C.R. N0.458 of 2016(0&m)
Date of Decision.25.01.2016

Gaigo @ Piaro ... Petitioner
Vs.
Harbhajan Singh and others ... Respondents

Present:  Mr. Rishu Mahajan, Advocate
for the petitioner.

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 defendant who did not pay the costs as directed at the
time of filing the written statement belatedly comes with a grievance
that his defence has been struck off and the Court has declined to recall
that order. The order already passed is set aside on condition of
payment of costs of ¥5000/- instead of ¥500/- as already directed. The
costs will be paid within a period of two weeks from the date of receipt
of copy of this order. | dispense with notice to the respondent having
regard to the fact that the suit is still reported to be pending and the
case is not being disposed of and | have not entered into the merits of
the case as regards the respective claims of parties.
2. The order already passed is set aside on the condition made
above and the revision petition is allowed on the above terms.

(K. KANNAN)

JUDGE

January 25, 2016
Pankaj*

PANKAJ KUMAR
2016.01.29 11:53
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