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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

LPA No.171 of 2016 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 02.02.2016

Sukhraj & others Appellants
Versus

State of Haryana & others ....Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIVE BHALLA
HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE LISA GILL

Present:. Mr.Shalender Mohan, Advocate for the appellants.
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RAJIVE BHALLA, J (ORAL)

CM-338-LPA-2016

Prayer in this application is to condone delay of 130
days in filing the appeal.

Heard.

For reasons stated in the application and arguments
addressed, the application is allowed and delay of 130 days in
filing the appeal is condoned.

LPA-171-2016

The appellants challenge order dated 13.08.2015
passed by the learned Single Judge, whereby on the basis of
an agreement between counsel for the parties the writ petition
was dismissed in terms of the judgment in LPA No.570 of 2012
titled as Jai Kaushik & ors. Vs. State of Haryana & anr.

Counsel for the appellants, apart from pleading and
urging various other points, submits that a Special Leave

Petition is pending against LPA No0.570 of 2012 and as the
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appellants had raised various other points in the writ petition,
the petition should not have been dismissed on the basis of
judgment in LPA No.570 of 2012.

We are not inclined to entertain the appeal in view
of agreement between counsel for the parties recorded while
dismissing the writ petition and accordingly, dismiss the
appeal, but with liberty to the appellants in case they have
anything else to say in the matter to file an application for

review, if permissible.

[ RAJIVE BHALLA]
JUDGE

02.02.2016 [ LISA GILL ]
Vinay JUDGE
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