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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

103 RSA-712-1990 (O&M)
Date of decision: 07.11.2023

Gram Panchayat Sarpanch, Village Shahpur

....Appellant
Versus
Mulkh Raj and others
...Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMAN CHAUDHARY
Present:  None for the appellant.
Mr. Prithi Singh Chauhan, Advocate,
for respondent Nos.1 to 3.
Mr. Manipal Singh Atwal, DAG, Punjab.
Xkhkdk
AMAN CHAUDHARY. J.
1. The present appeal has been filed by the appellant-defendant against

judgment dated 09.09.1986 passed by learned Sub Judge Ist Class, Phillaur and
judgment dated 25.09.1989 passed by learned Additional District Judge,
Jalandhar, whereby both the Courts below had erroneously decided all the issues
against the appellant-defendant.

2. None had been appearing for the appellant in the present case since
2015 as and when this case was taken up for hearing. Therefore, learned State
counsel was requested to inform the Block Development and Panchayat Officer of
the area. It being an appeal preferred by the Gram Panchayat through Sarpanch on
an information was provided by him that Sh. Vivek Chauhan, Advocate had been
engaged on behalf of the appellant but as per office report, there being two
advocates with the same name i.e. Sh. Vivek Chauhan in Bar directory, both had

been informed but denied to have been engaged in this case.
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3. Dismissed for non-prosecution.
4. Registry is directed to send a copy of this order to the appellant, as

also to the concerned SHO of the area to intimate the same.

5. A period of three months is granted for seeking recalling of this
order.
(AMAN CHAUDHARY)
JUDGE

07.11.2023
Ankur

Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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