VIJAY SAINI
2019.12.20 12:17

FAO-1232-2000 -1-

IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND
HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

FAO No.1232 of 2000 with
XOBJC-46-CII of 2009 (O&M)
Date of Decision: December 13, 2019

Rekha Rani and others
...Appellants
Versus
Angrej Singh and others
...Respondents
CORAM:- HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE JAISHREE THAKUR
Present:-  None for the appellants.
Ms. Sonia G. Singh, Advocate for
Mr. G.S. Sandhu, Advocate
for respondents No.1 and 2.
Mr. D.P.Gupta, Advocate
for respondent No.3.
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JAISHREE THAKUR, J. (Oral)
1. This is an appeal that has been filed seeking enhancement of

the compensation, as allowed by the Motor Accident Claims Tribunal,
Faridabad.

2. Counsel for respondents No.1 and 2 would submit that in fact,
the matter has been compromised, therefore, there is no appearance on
behalf of the appellants.

3. A perusal of the paper book and the interim orders passed
would reflect that as far back as November 2017, there was no one putting

in appearance on behalf of the appellants. Consequently, Mr. Aman Dhir,
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Legal Aid Counsel was appointed to assist this court on behalf of the
appellants. The matter was taken up subsequently on 29.08.2018, on which
date no one put in an appearance on behalf of the appellants and again on
05.12.2019 it was noticed that Mr. Aman Dhir, Legal Aid Counsel was not
putting in an appearance. The matter has been adjourned for several
occasions and none put in appearance for the appellants. However, on
29.10.2019, one Mr. G.S. Gill, Advocate appeared for the appellants and
submitted that the matter stands settled whereas, counsel for respondents
No.1 and 2 sought more time to place the compromise on the record.

4. Today, again no one put in an appearance on behalf of the
appellants whereas, counsel for respondents No.1 and 2 submits that the
matter stands compromised between the appellants and respondents No.1
and 2. Counsel for respondent No.3, however, states that the Insurance
Company is not party to any such settlement.

5. This matter is being disposed of as having been rendered
infructuous, however, leaving it open to the counsel for the appellants to
move an appropriate application for recalling of this order within 03

months, in case, the matter requires to be re-agitated.

(JAISHREE THAKUR)

December 13, 2019 JUDGE
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