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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BILASPUR (C.G.}

M.C.CNO. 1> /2005 “
SINGLE BEHCH
p,
_ >
?PPLICAKT] APPELLANT : / Sadaram, sfo Sukhram,

aged about 82 years, resident
~of village Lailunga, Tah.
Gharghoda, District Raigarh

(C.G.)
B ‘
4 - Vs.
NON-APPLICANTS/RESPONDENTS: 2-1) Tikeshwar, s/o Raghunath
Kotla.
\ h@("?) Munu, /o Raghunath
{: .l’ - Q"g) Kot}a.
\Q}{O"‘ @ g\ﬁéa“"a) Giridhari, s{o Raghunath
ﬁl‘{m 6( Kotla.
F i\ (LS:;H Babulal, sfo Raghunath
rsf e§ ' K Kotla.
F
& § 'j?f5) Moharsi, wd /o Raghunath
| && 5 Kotla.
7 _‘ All the residents of villa: ge
e Z&\ﬂ " Lailunga, Tah, Gharghoda,
- 7*___ ‘. District Raigarh (C.G.)
APPLICATION FOR RESTORATION OF SECOND APPEAL
. "
NO.249/1988
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wherein it has been held that

Shri B.D. Guru, counseél fdr the applicants

Shri-Awadi Tripathi, Advaeate for the respondents No._',?. to 4.

Heard.

This is an application for

restoration of Second Appeal No, 249/1888,

which was dismissed by this Ceyrton 22-1-2éO3.

Learned counsai Tor the

appiicant submits that the sscond appeal

bearing S.A.No. 245/1888 was faken up for hearing on 22-1-2003 and it was

dismissed for non-prosecution. e prays for restoration of the Second Appeal

o its original number. The ap

supported by an affidavit ofthe a

plication for restoration of Second Appeal is

pplicant.

Having considered the fdcts and s:ircumsi:ances of the case, material

oin recerd and in view of the degis

of Rafig and ancther vs. Muh

or emor of the counsei, the

No.248/1988 is restored to its ori _
Copy of this order be-p%acJEd in Second Appea} _;?_\_i_cs._ 2{5951?88 .

Certified copy as per ruleg.

n of Supreme Cﬁurt renderad in the case
hilai and another (AIR 1881 &C 1400]

ine party should not suffer because of mistake

MCC is ailowed.

hinal number.

The Second Appesl

sd- 7
Fakhruddin '
Judge




