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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
208
FAQO-2806 of 2006(0&M)
Date of decision:- 14.05.2025

Balak Ram and ors. ...Appellants
Vs.

Darshan Singh and ors. ...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE SUDEEPTI SHARMA

Present:-  None for the appellants.

Mr. Vinod Gupta, Advocate
for respondent-Insurance Co.

skeskskok

SUDEEPTI SHARMA, J. (Oral)

1. On 24.04.2024, Registry was directed to inform learned counsel for
the parties regarding the next date of hearing. Thereafter, on 24.04.2024, none
appeared on behalf of the appellants and the case was dismissed for non-
prosecution. Thereafter, on an application filed by the applicants-appellants, the
appeal was restored to its original number, vide order dated 08.11.2024 and
learned counsel for the appellants sought time to argue the matter. However, it was
made clear that no further adjournment would be granted.
2. On 29.11.2024, again the matter was adjourned on the written
statement filed by learned counsel for the appellants. On 04.04.2025, this Court
passed the following order:-
“On 23.05.2024, the present appeal was dismissed in default.
Application for restoration was moved by learned counsel for the
appellants and the appeal was restored to its original number vide
order dated 08.11.2024 of this Court.
Learned counsel for the appellants was asked to argue the
matter but on his request, the case was adjourned to 14.11.2024.
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for the appellants.

The matter pertains to the category of fully burnt cases of the
year 2006. It is made clear, if the appeal is not argued on the next
date of hearing, it would be deemed to be dismissed.

Adjourned to 14.05.2025.”

3. Today the matter was called thrice but there is no representation on
behalf of the appellants. It seems that the appellants are no more interested in
pursuing the present case. Therefore, this Court is left with no other option but to
dismiss the present appeal for want of prosecution.

4. Accordingly, the present appeal is dismissed for want of prosecution.

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

14.05.2025 (SUDEEPTI SHARMA)
Gaurav Arora JUDGE
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