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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CM Nos.5925 & 5926-C of 2011 in/and
RSA-2120-2011 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 26.05.2023

Neelam
..Appellant

Versus
Primla Gautam
...Respondent
CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI
Present: None for the appellant.
Mr. O.P. Goyal, Sr. Advocate with
Ms. Parul Aggarwal, Advocate

for the respondent.

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral)

On the last date of hearing, following order was passed:-

‘Learned counsel appearing for the appellant
requests for an adjournment on the ground that the learned
counsel, who is to argue the case, has gone abroad.

Learned Senior Counsel assisted by Ms. Parul
Aggarwal, Advocate has been waiting to argue the matter
on behalf of the respondent since morning when the case
was passed over on account of none appearing on behalf of
the appellant in the pre-lunch session. No adjournment slip
has been attached. Although, no case is made out for grant
of adjournment, yet in the interest of justice, adjourned to
26.05.2023 subject to payment of costs of Rs.5000/- to be
deposited in the High Court Lawyers' Welfare Fund as also
by complying with order dated 24.01.2014 within four

weeks failing which the interim stay shall stand vacated.’

Learned Senior counsel appearing on behalf of the

respondent submits that the order dated 14.03.2023 was clear that no
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adjournment is to be granted in the case. He further submits that even
today, though an adjournment has been attached but he has not been
informed about the same and he raises objection qua the grant of
adjournment.

Keeping in view the opinion of the Court expressed in the
last order, the same reflects that the appellant is not addressing the
arguments on one pretext or the other. Nothing has come on record, as to
whether cost of Rs.5000/-, which cost was imposed while granting the
adjournment on the last date, has been deposited or not. Further, today
also no one appears on behalf of the appellant which clearly shows that
the appellant is not interested in pursuing the present appeal.

Dismissed for non-prosecution.

26.05.2023 (HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)
ps-1 JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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