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AJAY TEWARI, J.(Oral)
The basic contention of learned counsel for the appellant is that one

application for additional evidence has been filed before the first Appellate Court
in which notice was given and even reply was filed by the counsel for the
respondent but the said application was not decided. Counsel for the respondent
has very fairly accepted that the application under Order 41 Rule 27 was filed but
was not decided either prior to the date of decision or alongwith the judgment
and order. In the circumstances, the only alternative is to remand the matter back
to the Appellate Court for a fresh decision on the application under Order 41 Rule
27. Parties through counsel are directed to appear before the Appellate Court i.e.
The District and Sessions Judge Hoshiarpur on 20.12.2017.

The appeal stands allowed.

Since the main case has been decided, the pending Ccivil

miscellaneous application, if any, also stands disposed of.
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