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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

RSA No.2615 of 1989 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 07.09.2018

Sohan Lal

... Appellant
Versus
Kamla Devi (deceased) through LRs

... Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMIT RAWAL
Present: None for the appellant.

Mr. M.S. Atwal, Advocate

for the respondent.
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AMIT RAWAL, J. (ORAL)

This Court on 03.08.2018 had issued notice to the appellant
through registered post as well as dasti.

As per office report, no one came to collect the registered
notice as well as dasti notice.

There is no representation on behalf of the appellant.

The present appeal has been filed by the defendants against the
concurrent findings of fact, whereby the suit of the plaintiff seeking specific
performance of an agreement to sell dated 19.08.1979 as well as seeking
recovery of ¥24,000/-, has been decreed by the trial Court and affirmed by
the lower Appellate Court.

It appears that the parties to the /is must have reconciled with
the factual aspect.

Dismissed for non-prosecution.

( AMIT RAWAL)
07.09.2018 JUDGE
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