AT CHANDIGARH

201 IOIN-RSA-4489-2004 in/and
RSA-4489-2004 (O&M)
Date of decision: 05.03.2025

Nanjo and another

...Appellants
Versus

Darshan Singh and another

...Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIKAS SURI
Present: Mr. P.S. Chahal, Advocate for

Mr. G.S. Nagra, Advocate for the appellants.
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VIKAS SURI, J.(Oral)
1. The office has put up this case for service upon the
respondents.
2. As per office report, fresh notice to respondent No.1 could

not be issued as learned counsel for the appellants has not filed the
correct address. It is further reported that respondent No.2 has died and
no steps have been taken for impleading the legal representatives so far.

The following order was passed on 31.01.2020:-

“Despite learned counsel having been informed
of the fact that as per the report of service of notice
issued in this appeal, respondent no.1 was not found to
be residing at the address given in the memo of parties
and respondent no.2, has died, no steps have been taken
to provide the correct address of the respondent no.1
and to get impleaded the LRs of respondent no.2.

Learned counsel seeks time to do so.

Adjourned to 13.05.2020.”

SUMIT KUMAR

2025.03.05 15:51

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



RSA-4489-2004 (O&M)

3. Learned counsel for the appellants had sought more time on
07.02.2025 to comply with the aforesaid order.

4. Learned counsel for the appellants states that despite best
efforts, he has not been able to contact the appellants and the registered
letter sent to them has not been responded to by the appellants. In the
present circumstances, he is not in a position to either provide the correct
address of respondent No.l or take steps to implead the legal
representatives of respondent No.2.

5. On the oral request of learned counsel for the appellants, the
main case, which was admitted vide order dated 07.08.2006, is taken on
Board for hearing today itself.

6. In view of the aforesaid, this Court is constrained to close
the present appeal due to the default noticed above.

7. Dismissed for want of prosecution.

(VIKAS SURI)
March 05, 2025 JUDGE
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Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/ No
Whether Reportable : Yes/ No
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