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Chandigarh

Sr.No.451
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

RSA No.3431 of 2005(0&M)
Date of decision: 28.02.2018

Kuldip Kaur and others ... Appellants
versus

Parkash e Respondent

Coram: Hon'ble Mr. Justice Rajbir Sehrawat

Present:  None.

Rajbir Sehrawat, J.(Oral)

Previous Orders on the file show that neither the counsel for the
appellants nor counsel for the respondent have been coming present to
argue the case from past several dates. Even the correct addresses of the
appellants or the respondent are not available, as per Order dated
30.08.2012. Otherwise, also the suit in the present case was filed by the
plaintiff/respondent for declaration of his ownership on the basis of sale
deed dated 04.06.1976. That suit was decreed. Even the appeal against the
judgment and decree was dismissed. Against the concurrent judgments and
decrees the appellants had filed the present appeal.

Since the title of the respondent was based on sale deed in his
favour, therefore, the appellant appears to have lost interest in the case,
therefore, no-body has come forward to argue the case.

Dismissed as not pressed.

28" February, 2018 [RAJBIR SEHRAWAT]
Shivani Kaushik JUDGE
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