IN THE COURT OF 01* DISTRICT & ADDL.. SESSIONS JUDGE,

ROHTAS AT SASARAM
Title Appeal No. 132 of 1997

Sanjay Kumar & Ors. Vs. Sunil Kumar & Ors.

Date of Order

Order with signatures of Court

Action taken by
office with date

08.04.2026

Heard, the learned counsel for the appellants and the
respondents. The learned counsel for both the sides have
pressed the compromise petition of dated 01* of February,
2025. The learned counsel for the parties have pressed upon
the compromise petition and submitted that the evidence has
been produced in the back-drop of such compromise
between the parties, pertaining to all peace of lands, so
where part of the suit before the original Court and has
prayed to disposed of the appeal in such light and prayer.

In view of the prayer so made, it appears from perusal
of the compromise petition and the whole of the record
before this Court, having glimpse over the compromise
petition, it appears that the learned counsel for the appellants
has identified of appellants and their photographs and the
learned counsel for the respondents have identified the
photographs of respondents but they have failed to identify
the signatures of their respective parties, it is not a legal way
to identify the parties by their counsel. The identification of
signatures of the parties by their respective counsel are the
necessity under the law, to enable this Court to proceed
further relying of the contents of the compromise petition. In
this state of facts, this Court directs the learned counsel for
the parties to duly identify the signatures of all the parties of
the matter for whom they are appearing as lawyer, so that
this Court may tread ahead to pass final order.

Put up tomorrow dated 09.04.2026 awaiting the
compliance of the party of the learned counsel for the party.

(Dict.)
(Illegible)
01°D.J & A.S.J.
Rohtas at Sasaram







