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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH.

Regular Second Appeal No.138 of 1988 (O&M)
Date of Decision: November 7, 2016.

Omkar and others
.......... APPELLANT (s).
VERSUS
Sheo Karan and others
........ RESPONDENT(s).
CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SURINDER GUPTA
Present: Mr.H.S.Gill, Sr.Advocate, with
Mr.R.K.Dhiman, Advocate,

for the appellants.

Mr.Ajay Jain, Advocate,
for respondents No.1, 2 and 6.

Mr.Nitin Rampal, Advocate, for
Mr.Vivek Goel, Advocate,

for respondents No.8 to 10.
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SURINDER GUPTA, J.(Oral)

CM No.14490-C-2016

This is an application to implead the legal representatives of
respondent No.5 namely Smt.Kamla who is stated to have died leaving
behind legal representatives as mentioned in para. 2 of the application.

Counsel for the respondent has no objection if the application is
allowed. Ordered accordingly. Amended memo of parties is taken on record.
Main case

Heard.

Counsel for the parties submit that the matter has since been

Paritosh Kumar

201611091600 = amicably settled and under the settlement, the plaintiff, i.e., the contesting
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respondents have no objection if the appeal is allowed and the judgment and
decree passed by the first appellate court is set aside.

The written compromise between the parties Annexure A-1 is
taken on record as Mark C-1 which is signed by the appellant except
appellant No.(ii1) and (iv) on whose behalf the counsel for the appellants
has withdrawn the appeal.

As per Agreement C-1, the appeal is allowed and the judgment
and decree of the first appellate court is set aside. Agreement C-1 shall form

part of decree.

( SURINDER GUPTA)
November 7, 2016. JUDGE
Paritosh Kumar
Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No
Whether Reportable: Yes/No
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