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SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C No(s). 9427-9429/ 2011

(Arising out of inmpugned final judgnment and order dated 19/11/2010
in RSA No. 939/1985, inmpugned judgnmetn and order dated 20/12/2010
in CM No. 14200-C/ 2010 in RSA No. 939/1985 and i npugned judgnent
and order dated 11/02/2011 in CM No. 1854-C/ 2011 in RSA No.

939/ 1985 passed by the H gh Court O Punjab & Haryana At

Chandi gar h)
BHARTHA (D) TH. H S LRS. & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
SATBIR (D) THR. LRS & ORS. Respondent (s)
(Wth interimrelief and office report)
Date : 04/08/2014 These petitions were called on for hearing
t oday.
CORAM : HON BLE MR JUSTI CE MADAN B. LOKUR

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE C. NAGAPPAN
For Petitioner(s) Neeraj Kunmar Jain, Sr. Adv.
V. K. Jain, Sr. Adv.
Sanj ay Singh, Adv.
Umang Shankar , Adv.
R Si ngh, Adv.
U S. Prasad, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Ajay Pal , Adv.
Vi shal Yadav, Adv.
Rupi nder Sheroen, Adv.
Priya Jhangu, Adv.

5555 SS555S

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER
Leave granted.

The Civil Appeals are allowed in terns of the Signed O der.
Signature Not Verified

Digitally signed by
Meenakshi Kohl i
Dat e: 2014. 08. 07

05:23: 08 | ST
( MEENAKSHI  KOHLI) (JASW NDER KAUR)
Reason:
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER

[ Signed Order is placed on the file]

1
I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO 7217-7219 of 2014
(@SLP (O Nos. 9427-9429/2011)



BHARTHA (D) TH. H S LRS. & ORS. Petitioner(s)

VERSUS
SATBIR (D) THR LRS & ORS. Respondent (s)
ORDER
Leave granted.
The appel | ant is aggri eved by an order dat ed 19. 11. 2010
di smi ssi ng t he Regul ar Second Appeal in def aul t for non
appear ance of counsel
A restoration application was t hereafter filed whi ch was
al so dism ssed by an order dated 20.12.2010. The reason for
di smi ssal of t he restoration application is t hat t he earlier
advocate who appeared in the matter had ceased to be advocate of
the appell ant and the new advocate had not actually filed his
vakal at nama. Considering the fact that the Second Appeal is of
the year 1985, we are of the opinion that the H gh Court should
have considered the matter a little nore synpathetically.
Fortunately, | ear ned counsel for t he respondent s has no

objection if the order passed by the High Court is set aside and
remanded back to the Hi gh Court for fresh hearing

Accordingly, we set aside the order and remand the matters
back to the High Court for fresh hearing

Consi dering the fact that the Second Appeal is of 1985, we
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request the High Court to try and expeditiously dispose of these

matters preferably within a year.

The Civil Appeals are allowed, in terns of the above.

....................... J.
[ Madan B. Lokur]

....................... J.
[ C. Nagappan]
NEW DELH
AUGUST 4, 2014






