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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.2377/2002
(From the judgenent and order dated 03/10/2001 in RSA 331/01
of The HI GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)
GURMUKH SI NGH & ORS. Petitioner (s)
VERSUS

SUBA S| NGH Respondent (s)

Date : 20/09/2002 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DORAI SWAMY RAJU
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SH VARAJ V. PATIL
For Petitioner (s) M. Har Dev Singh, Sr.Adv.

D nesh Kumar Masant, Adv.
Madhu Mool chandani , Adv.
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For Respondent (s) Anant Vijay Palli, Adv.
Raj neesh Jaswal , Adv.
At ul Shar ma, Adv.

s. Rekha Palli . Adv.

=ss%

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
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Heard | earned counsel for the parties for about five
m nut es.
Leave granted.
The appeal is disposed of interns of the signed
order.
. SP1
(Neena Ver na) (K. K. Chadha)
Court Master Court Master
Signed order is placed on the file.
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Leave granted.

Learned counsel for the appellants contended that
the High Court was not right and justified in disposing of
the second appeal by allowing it wthout framng any
substantial question of law. The | earned counsel for the
r espondent was not in a position to contradict this
submi ssi on. Wthout going into the nmerits of the other
contentions raised, we think it just and proper to set aside
the inpugned order and remt the case to the Hi gh Court for
considering the appeal on nerits in accordance with |aw
after fram ng substantial question of law, if any arises.
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O dered, accordingly.
The appeal is, accordingly, disposed of.

( SHIVARAJ V. PATIL )
New Del hi ,

Sept enber 20, 2002.



