
103   IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
    

   
    

KANSHI RAM 

 
GITA DEVI AND 

 
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIKRAM AGGARWAL.

 
Present: None 
 
  Mr. Saurabh Dalal, Advocate for respondents No.2 and 3.
 
VIKRAM AGGARWAL, J (ORAL)

1.  As per the report of the Registry, appellant 

However no one has put in appearance

are stated to have expired. Appellants No.1, 2 and 3 are also sons of Sh. Ram 

Chand, who is appellant No.4. Since appellant No.3 has been served, there 

would have been representation on his behalf and 

appellants No.1, 2 and 4

appeal. It, therefore, appears that the appellants are no longer interested in 

pursuing the present appeal.

2.  Dismissed for non
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are stated to have expired. Appellants No.1, 2 and 3 are also sons of Sh. Ram 

Chand, who is appellant No.4. Since appellant No.3 has been served, there 

have been representation on his behalf and 

appellants No.1, 2 and 4, had the appellants been

appeal. It, therefore, appears that the appellants are no longer interested in 

pursuing the present appeal. 
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