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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  TEST.CAS. 93/2010 

 HARNAM SINGH INTEZAR & ORS 

..... Petitioners 

    Through None. 

    versus 

 STATE 

..... Respondent 

    Through None. 

 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE INDERMEET KAUR 

   O R D E R 

%   19.05.2017 

 None has appeared for the petitioner.  On an earlier date, it has 

been noted that the evidence of the petitioner could not be concluded 

for the reason that the plaintiff had suffered a paralytic stroke and was 

not in a position to appear before the Local Commissioner.  On 

08.12.2016, one more last opportunity had been granted to the 

petitioner to get fixed a date before the Local Commissioner for 

recording evidence of the petitioner. The report of the Local 

Commissioner is on record.  This report evidences that the Local 

Commission could not be executed inspite of notice having been 

issued to the petitioner to get his evidence recorded. This is a clear 

case where the petitioner is not interested in prosecuting this 

litigation. None has also appeared for the petitioner today.  

 Dismissed in default as also for non-prosecution.  

 

 

      INDERMEET KAUR, J 

MAY 19, 2017 
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