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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
FAO 204/2015 & CM APPL. 30305/2015

VIMLA DEVI
..... Appellant
Through:  None.
Versus
UNION OF INDIA
..... Respondent
Through:  Mr. Himanshu Upadhyaya, Advocate for
Railways.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE V.K. SHALI
ORDER
%0 01.03.2016
1. There is no appearance on behalf of the appellant despite

second call. It is already 11.45 A.M. The present appeal is also
barred by limitation and the reasons for delay are not sufficiently
explained.

2. Accordingly the present appeal is dismissed being barred by
limitation and for non-prosecution.

3. Learned counsel for the respondent has drawn the attention of
this court to the fact that one of the main reasons, on account of which
the claim of the appellant was rejected, was some forged election
identity card of the deceased Ram Niwas. In the light of this forgery,
the learned counsel for the respondent has filed an application before

the tribunal for initiating perjury proceedings against the claimant,



however, the dismissal of the present appeal on the of ground non-
prosecution will not be taken into consideration, while deciding the

application filed by the respondent before the tribunal.
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