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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA  
AT CHANDIGARH 

-.- 
     RSA-967-2001 (O&M)  
     Date of Decision: 24.04.2025 
 
Punjab Poultry Development Corporation Ltd.   ......Appellant(s) 
  
     Vs. 
            
Bhag Singh        ......Respondent(s) 
 
 
CORAM:  HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE SUDEEPTI SHARMA 
 
Present: None for the appellant.  
 
  Mr. Yugank Goyal, Advocate for the respondent.  
     ---- 
SUDEEPTI SHARMA.J. (ORAL) 
       
1.   On the last date of hearing no one had put in appearance on 

behalf of the appellant and Registry was directed to issue notice to the 

appellant as well as its counsel.  As per report the Registry has informed the 

learned counsel for the appellant twice and issued notice to the appellant 

twice, but hecould not be served as no such officer or concerned official was 

found present at the given address or residing there since 2010. Despite 

being informed to the counsel for the appellant, today again there is no 

representation on behalf of the appellant. It seems that the appellant is no 

more interested in pursuing the matter.  In these circumstances, this Court is 

left with no other option but to dismiss the present appeal for want of 

prosecution.  

2.  Accordingly, the present appeal is dismissed for want of 

prosecution. 
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3.  Liberty is reserved to the appellant to move an application for 

restoration of the appeal as and when any cause of action survives.  

4.  Pending application, if any, also stand disposed of.  

 
  
April 24, 2025             (SUDEEPTI SHARMA) 
tripti                                  JUDGE 
 
  Whether speaking/reasoned: Speaking   
   Whether reportable:  Yes  / No 
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