
RSA-1239-

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT 

215  

 

 

Smt. Ram Kala Devi and another

  

Union of India and others

CORAM: HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE NIDHI GUPTA

 

Present: - 

 

  

 

  

  

  

NIDHI GUPTA, J. (ORAL)

1.  

judgment and decree dated 

District Judge, 

defendants 

19.05.199, passed by the learned Civil Judge (Junior Division), Rewari

2.  

hearing 06.02.2025

Office report dated 

served.   

3.  

despite his best efforts, he has not received any fresh instruction in the 

matter from his clients. Similar is the submission of learned counsel for 
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-2001 (O&M)   -1-  

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT 

CHANDIGARH

 

     RSA
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Smt. Ram Kala Devi and another  

   Versus 

India and others    

CORAM: HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE NIDHI GUPTA

 Mr. Ashish Gupta, Advocate for

 None for respondent No. 1-UOI.

 Mr. Akshay Kumar Goel, Advocate for respondent No. 2.

 Mr. Tapan Kumar, Advocate for respondent No. 3.

 

NIDHI GUPTA, J. (ORAL) 

 Appellant-plaintiffs are in 

judgment and decree dated 09.10.2000, passed by the learned Additional 

District Judge, Rewari, vide which the appeal

defendants herein were allowed reversing the judgment and decree dated 

19.05.199, passed by the learned Civil Judge (Junior Division), Rewari

 The matter pertains to the year 20

06.02.2025, notices were ordered to be issued to the appellants.

Office report dated 22.08.2025, indicates that the appellant has been duly 

 Learned counsel appearing for the appellants submits that

despite his best efforts, he has not received any fresh instruction in the 

matter from his clients. Similar is the submission of learned counsel for 

respondents that despite their best efforts no fresh instructions have been 

received from their respective clients. It is further pointed out by learned 
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Date of Decision: 27.08.2025 

  .… Appellants 

 

  .... Respondents 

 

CORAM: HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE NIDHI GUPTA 

Ashish Gupta, Advocate for the appellants. 

UOI. 

Mr. Akshay Kumar Goel, Advocate for respondent No. 2. 

Advocate for respondent No. 3. 

plaintiffs are in second appeal against the 

, passed by the learned Additional 

, vide which the appeals filed by respondent-

allowed reversing the judgment and decree dated 

19.05.199, passed by the learned Civil Judge (Junior Division), Rewari. 

The matter pertains to the year 2001 and on the last date of 

red to be issued to the appellants. 

22.08.2025, indicates that the appellant has been duly 

for the appellants submits that 

despite his best efforts, he has not received any fresh instruction in the 

matter from his clients. Similar is the submission of learned counsel for 

best efforts no fresh instructions have been 

. It is further pointed out by learned 

second appeal against the 

, passed by the learned Additional 

allowed reversing the judgment and decree dated 

on the last date of 

 

22.08.2025, indicates that the appellant has been duly 

 

despite his best efforts, he has not received any fresh instruction in the 

matter from his clients. Similar is the submission of learned counsel for 

best efforts no fresh instructions have been 

. It is further pointed out by learned 
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counsel for the parties 

mother-in-law

of ₹59,000/

law of respondent N

4.  

5.  

appeal is dismissed for non

to move an appropriate application within a period of 

today if any cause of action survives in the present appeal

directed to send a copy of this order to both the parties.

6.  

 

 

27.08.2025

rishu  
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counsel for the parties that the dispute in the present case is between the 

law/respondent No. 3 herein and daughter

₹59,000/- on the demise of the husband of plaintiff No. 1/d

law of respondent No. 3. 

 Heard. 

 In view of the aforesaid premise, 

dismissed for non-prosecution,

to move an appropriate application within a period of 

if any cause of action survives in the present appeal

directed to send a copy of this order to both the parties.

 Pending application(s), if any, shall also stand disposed of.

27.08.2025      
     

 Whether speaking/reasoned 

 Whether Reportable  

 

that the dispute in the present case is between the 

and daughter-in-law for recovery 

on the demise of the husband of plaintiff No. 1/daughter-in-

In view of the aforesaid premise, the instant regular second 

, with liberty to the appellants, 

to move an appropriate application within a period of 06 weeks from 

if any cause of action survives in the present appeal. Registry is 

directed to send a copy of this order to both the parties. 

Pending application(s), if any, shall also stand disposed of. 

  ( NIDHI GUPTA ) 
         JUDGE 

 Yes/No 

 Yes/No 

that the dispute in the present case is between the 

law for recovery 

the instant regular second 

 

from 

Registry is 
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	I attest to the accuracy and authenticity of this order/judgment.
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