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HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB & HARYANA cumen
AT CHANDIGARH

RSA No. 450 of 1990(0O&M)
Date of decision: 20.4.2017

Amar Nath ...Appellant

Versus

Babu Ram ...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK

Present: Mr. Jagdish Manchanda, Advocate
for the appellant.

None for respondent.

sksgok

RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK, J. (Oral)

When the case came up for hearing on 20.3.2017, following
order was passed by this Court:-

“Learned counsel for the appellant seeks
time to get instructions as to whether anything survives in
the present appeal or not, in view of the nature of
controversy involved.

On his request, adjourned to 5.4.2017.”

Again on 5.4.2017, case was adjourned for today, by passing the
following order:-

“Learned counsel for the appellant seeks one
last and final opportunity to get clear instructions in
compliance of the previous order dated 20.3.2017 passed
by this Court.

On his request, adjourned to 20.4.2017.”

Learned counsel for the appellant, at the very outset, fairly states that
since no appropriate instructions are being passed on to him by the appellant

despite having been made sincere efforts, he is unable to assist the court.
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In view of the abovesaid statement made by learned counsel for
the appellant, present appeal is dismissed as not pressed. However, liberty is
granted to the appellant to get this appeal revived within a period of three

months from today, if necessity arises.

20.4.2017 (RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK)
AK Sharma JUDGE
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