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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH

RSA-1005-1991 (O&M)
Date of decision : 11.12.2018

Gomti and others
... Appellants

Versus

Gopi Ram
... Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMIT RAWAL

Present: None.
skkk
AMIT RAWAL, J.

Order dated 29.04.2016 passed by the Lok Adalat reveals that
for the purpose of conciliation proceedings, notice was sent to the
appellants. As per office report, notices issued to the appellants have been
received back with the report as under:-

“Appellant No.1 — “unserved” as she has since died.

Appellant No.2 — “unserved” as she is not residing at the

given address.

Appellant No.3 - “unserved” as not available at the time of

service.

Appellants No.4 to 8 - “unserved” as attorney has since died.”

There is no representation on behalf of the appellant.

It appears that the appellants are reconciled with the factual

aspect.
Dismissed for non-prosecution.
11.12.2018 ( AMIT RAWAL)
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