
sATuRdAy, OCTObeR 24, 2026 11THe IndIAn expRess Region

The Borrower(s)/Guarantor(s)/Mortgagor(s) having failed to repay the Amount, notice is hereby
given to the Borrower(s)/Guarantor(s)/Mortgagor(s) and the public in general that the undersigned
has taken Possession of the property/ies described herein below in exercise of the powers
conferred on him/ her under section 13(4) of said Act read with Rule 8 & 9 of the Security interest
Enforcement Rules on the datementioned there against.

Whereas the undersigned being the Authorized Officer for Union Bank of India, Bhuntar (55800)
Branch (Near Sunbeam Hotel, Sainik Chowk, Bhunter, District Kullu, H. P. - 175215), Under the
Securitization and Reconstruction of Financial Assets and Enforcement of Security Interest (Second)
Act, 2002 (Act No. 54 of 2002) and in exercise of powers conferred under section 13(12) read with rule
3 of the Security Interest (Enforcement) Rules, 2002 issued a demand notice as briefed under
calling upon the Borrower(s)/Guarantor(s)/ Mortgagor(s) to repay the amount mentioned in the notice
and interest thereon within 60 days from the date of receipt of the said notice.

The Borrower(s)/Guarantor(s)/Mortgagor(s) in particular & the public in general is hereby cautioned
not to deal with the property/ies and any dealingswith the property/ies will be subject to the charge of the
UnionBankof India, for the amount and interest thereon.

The Borrower(s)/ Guarantor(s) attention is invited to provisions of Sub-Section (8) of Section
13of theAct, in respect of timeavailable to redeem thesecuredasset(s).

Name of the
Borrower(s)/ Guarantor(s)

Description of the
Immovable Property

Date of
Demand Notice

Date of
Possession

Amount
Outstanding

Total land measuring 0-5-0
Bigha Being 1/12 share of
land measuring 3-0-0 Bigha
comprised in Khasra No. 234
Khatauni No. 412min/459 min

Borrower(s): 1. M/s Karan
Fashion Point, Village Jarad
Bhutti Colony, Post Shamshi,
Tehsil Bhuntar, Distt. Kullu,
(H.P.) -175125. Guarantor :
Shri Yog Raj S/o Shri Mani
Ram, Village Thane Dhar, Post
Ghai Dhar, Tehsil Banjar, Distt.
Kullu, (H.P.) -175123.

21.11.2025 Rs. 41,04,909.4323.10.2026

[RULE 8 (1)] POSSESSION NOTICE (FOR IMMOVABLE PROPERTY)

BRANCH OFFICE : Bhuntar (55800),
(Near Sunbeam Hotel, Sainik Chowk, Bhuntar,

District Kullu, H. P. - 175215)

Date: 23.10.2026 Authorised Officer

(Rupees Forty One Lacs Four Thousand
Nine Hundred Nine and Paisa Forty Three)
only as on 30.09.2026 plus interest and
other charges thereon.

and entered in Jamabandi for the year 2012-13, Situated at Mohal &
Phati Sarchi Patwar Circle Nohanda, Tehsil Banjar Distt. Kullu, H. P. in the
name of Shri Yog Raj S/o Shri Mani Ram. Bounded by: North: Path,
South:House ofMohanRam,East:Path,West:Vacant Land .

Place: Bhuntar

With reference to the advertisement published
on 23-10-2026 in the newspapers Indian
Express & Jagbani for the sale of properties.
E- Auction Sale Notice of M/S India feed
Tr a d i n g Co . P l e a s e r e a d i t s d a t e
of E- Auction Date as 26.11.2026. Other
details of the Notice will remain same.
This is for information and record only.

AuthorisedOfficer

ROSARB BRANCH, JALANDHAR
CORRIGENDUM

RichaSahay
NewDelhi,October23

tHEHimAcHAlpradeshHigh
courthasquashedanFiralleg-
ing sexual intercourse by false
promiseofmarriageagainst an
indianArmypersonnelafterthe
womanwho lodged the com-
plaintsaidthecasearosefroma
misunderstandingandthatshe
nolongerwishedtopursueit.

the man claimed that he
hadknownthewomanforalong
time and that they had devel-
oped a close personal relation-
ship.However,hisArmyservice
requiredhimtobepostedatdif-
ferentlocations,makingitdiffi-
cult for him tomeet her or re-
mainintouch.

JusticechiragBhanusingh
washearingtheman’spleaseek-
ing to quash the Fir and the
criminal proceedings arising
from it. “in the case in hand,
since the parties (man and
woman)happen tohave recon-
ciledtheirdifferences,seeingto
theirlongrelationship.Noeffec-
tive purpose would thus be
served in continuingwith the
criminallitigation,”theoctober
16 order read. itwasplacedon
recordthat themanhasknown
thesaidwomanfora longtime.
overtime,theyallegedlydevel-
opedmutualaffectionandemo-
tional attachment towardeach

other, sharing a close personal
relationship. the man also
claimedthathehasnocriminal
antecedents.Headdedthatdue
tothenatureofhisserviceinthe
indianArmy,hewasrequiredto
bepostedatdifferent locations.
consequently,hewasunableto
meet thewomanor remain in
touchwithher. Duetothismis-
understanding, themanadded
thatthewomanhadgotthesaid
Fir registered. it was claimed
that they had re-established
communication, resolved their
differences amicably, andmu-
tually agreednot topursue the
Firfurther.

itwasplacedon record that
both theman and thewoman
had voluntarily entered into a
compromisedeed.the twoap-

pearedbeforethecourt,andthe
woman stated that shewas in-
deed in a relationshipwith the
manforalongtimeandthatthe
Firhadbeenregisteredduetoa
misunderstanding. she also
mentioned that shedidnot in-
tend to proceedwith the case
anyfurther.

After interacting with the
couple, the court found that
their compromisewas volun-
tary, noting that bothhadper-
sonally confirmed it. thehigh
court said thatwhile deciding
whether toquashcriminalpro-
ceedingsfollowingasettlement,
courtsmustconsiderthenature
and gravity of the allegations
andtheirimpactonsociety.

“Generally,heinousoffences
of mental depravity, murder,

rape,dacoity,etcmaynotcome
withinthepurviewofthesame,
but offences arising fromcom-
mercial, financial,mercantile
andcivil,partnership,matrimo-
nial or family disputes, where
thewrongisbasicallyprivateor
personalinnaturemaybegiven
aquietus,excisingsuchpowers,”
thecourtfurtheradded.

thecourtalsocautionedthat
quashingcriminalproceedings
mustnotamounttoanabuseof
theprocess of law.However, in
thiscase,itnotedthatthecouple
hadvoluntarilysettledtheirdis-
pute and that their statements
confirmingthesettlementwere
already on record. it held that
endingthecriminalproceedings
wouldbeintheinterestofjustice
andfairplay.

“Keeping in view the bur-
geoningpendencyof cases, the
unwanted cases canbegivena
status enabling the courts to
givedueweightageand time to
the deserving cases on its
docket,” it added. Finding the
case fit for quashing in viewof
thenatureoftheallegationsand
the circumstances recorded in
theorder,thehighcourtsetaside
theFirandallcriminalproceed-
ings arising from it. theman
was represented by advocate
rajatthakur,while thewoman
was represented by advocate
Vikrantchandel.

ExpressNewsService
Chandigarh,October23

ElEctricity EmployEEs
andengineersonFridayended
theirstrikeafterHaryanachief
ministerNayabsinghsainisaid
the state government has di-
rected the HErc (Haryana
Electricity regulatory com-
mission) to review its decision
to grant a licence to a private
companyandcanceltheorder.

the decision to withdraw
the strike was announced at a
jointpressconferenceattended
by the chief minister, state
power minister Anil Vij and
representatives of the em-
ployees’unions.itfollowedtwo
rounds of talks between the
state government and union
leaders. saini told reporters in
panchkula that the power dis-
ruption caused by the strike
will alsoberestored.

oneoftheemployeeleaders,
DevendersinghHooda,saidthe
unionswentonstriketooppose
the privatisation of electricity
distribution in the state.How-
ever, he said the cm assured
them that the government
would not allow the privatisa-
tionofelectricityservicesinHa-
ryana.Anotheremployeeleader
said,“Wewill restoreelectricity
supplyacrossthestatewithim-
mediateeffect.”

According toHooda, saini
directed theHErcunder sec-
tion 108 of the Electricity Act,
2003, and provided a copy of
the directions to the em-
ployees’ representatives. the
section empowers a state gov-
ernmenttoissuewrittenpolicy
directionstothestateElectric-
ityregulatorycommissionon
matters of policy involving
public interest.

saini saidHErc is an inde-
pendent statutory body estab-
lishedundertheElectricityAct,
2003, and exercises its powers
in accordancewith the law. in
view of the situation arising
from the commission’s order,
thestatehasdecidedtoinitiate
appropriate actionwithin the
framework of the applicable
legalandstatutoryprovisions.

He said the government
wouldtakestepsundersection
108oftheElectricityAct,2003,
to issuedirections to thecom-
mission.

Haryanapower
employees call
off strike after
Saini says ‘no
privatisation’

Army life kept ‘couple apart’, Himachal
HC quashes false marriage promise FIR

TheHimachal PradeshHighCourt found that thecouple’s
compromisewasvoluntary, noting thatbothhadconfirmed it. File

Chandigarh


